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Huey Newton
Backs Capitalism

Huey P. Newton and the Black
Panther Party have now moved
into the camp of reaction, into
! the open defense of the capitalist
class and the system responsible
for the exploitation and oppres-
sion of the masses of the working
people, black and white.

Enshrined in a dollar bill on the
cover of the June 5 issue of The
Black Panther Newton in an ar-
ticle entitled ‘‘Black Capitalism
Re-analyzed’’ announces the will-
ingness and determination of the
Black Panther Party to ‘“‘serve”’’
capitalism. We say that this is a
vicious attack on the working
class and we intend to treat it
as such.

The Workers League welcomed
the turn by Newton and the Black
Panther Party away from nation-
alism and to the question of
dialectical materialism. We said
then and we say now that thisturn
was of historic significance as it
expressed the deepcrisis of capi-
talism which disrupts the old
forms of consciousness andopens
the door for the youth and the
working class to make anadvance
theoretically.

It was on this basis that we
proposed discussions with the
Black Panther Party. Atthe same
time we warned that this turn

23 could not go forward without con-
fronting the history and lessons
of the working class movenient
and the continuity of the struggle
for Marxism, for dialectical ma-

terialism in the struggle of
Pu" 2 (Continued On Page 6)

Steel Ranks Oppose Aluminum Pact

Pege 3
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Mao=Nixon

Viet Dedl

BY A FOREIGN REPORTER :
On the surface, the trip of Rumanian President,
Nicolae Ceausescu, to Peking last week seemed to be
a meeting of ‘‘lefts”> uniting against the right wing

line of the Soviet Union.

The, real purpose of the
meeting was just the opposite. All
the fanfare and festivities that
greeted Ceausescu’s arrival was
to cover the secret talks going
on between the Rumanian Presi-
dent, the leaders of China, and
Nixon tobring an end to the strug-
gle of the workers and peasants
in Indochina.

Chou En-lai, Premier of
China, hailed Rumania’s “‘inde-
pendence’’ from the Soviet Union
and called on all countries to
unite against imperialism and
“‘reaction.” CT

Ceausescu has ‘hardly been a
leader of the fight against im-
perialism. In 1969 he invited
Nixon to Bucharest and he has
developed very friendly relations
with West Germany and France.

Ceausescu opposed the Soviet
Union’s invasion of Czecho-
slovakia and refused to join in
the denunciation of China after

Yugoslav Students
Out On Strike

BY OUR FOREIGN
CORRESPONDENT

500 students have beenon strike
at Ljubljana University in Yugo-
slavia since May 26th and have
occupied the school. The strike
is now threatening to spread
throughout the country and spark
off widespread opposition to
Tito’s regime.

Messages of solidarity have
been pouring in from student
organizations in big town like
Belgrade, Sarajevo and Zagreb
as well as from other student
organizations in the city.

The immediate reason for the
strike is the arrest of three left
wing students who are being de-
tained by the police for criticizing
President Tito. The student pro-
test began when they demonstrat-
ed against the visit of the French
Premier Chaban-Delmas to Yu-
goslavia.

The detained students were
charged with insulting Tito, put-
ting up posters condemning police

terror and inciting students
against the police.
The students have issued a.

bulletin demanding independence’

* youth from Girls High School

of the law courts, autonomy for
the university and recognition of
the Yugoslav Student Union as an
independent peclitical organiza-
tion.

The crisis that has hit Poland,
Czechoslovakia and other Statin-
ist countries is now exploding
in Yugoslavia. Tito has been
moving closer to imperialism.
He recently made a deal with a
big West German steel combine
to build mills near Belgrade and
a new clause has been added to
the Constitution which will allow
capitalist investors to get a fixed
percentage of the profits.

Attacked from the right wing
pro-capitalists inCroatia and now
faced with an upsurge from the
left Tito is moving to repress
any independent organizations or
democratic rights.

the 1963 split.

This “‘independence’’ from the
Soviet Union rather than in-
dicating Ceausescu’s left incli-

_nations is actually opportunism

and a desire for flexibility in
dealing with imperialism.

Rumanian President Ceausescu.

Thus Ceausescu is a prime
candidate to act as a go-be-
tween between the United States
and China in arranging a deal in
Vietnam.

This is made clear by the fact
that Ceausescu’s next stop will
be Hanoi to meet with the pro-
Peking party chief Lee Duan.

Behind the visit is the tre-
mendous fear by Mao that the
struggles of the Indochinese peo-
ples will sweep out -of Stalinist
control and wupset the deals
arranged between Stalinism and
imperialism. Mao, for all his
left talk, does not want interna-
tional revolution as his support
to Yahya Khan in Pakistan made
clear.

His search for a sellout
in Indochina brings him into such
company as Ceausescu who is
being used by Nixon to deepen
the divisions between the Soviet
Union and China in order to de-
feat them both.

Ceausescu is very careful not
to denounce the Soviet Union
in order to continue in his role
as intermediary.

Despite the China-Soviet split
both sections of the Stalinist
movement strengthen im-
perialism by collaborating with
it and open new threats to the

[Indochinese revolutibn.
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Taxi drivers coalition holds noontime rally outside union office

to demand rejection of the current contract, and higher pay.

Taxi Drivers Demand
New Contract, Money

BY ALOCAL 3036 MEMBER

NEW YORK—The  Taxi
‘Rank & File Coalition mobi-
lized 300 militant driversin
front of Local 3036 head-
quarters, Monday, June 7,
holding a large and noisy
noontime demonstration.
The purpose of the rally was
to demand a ratification
meeting to reject the current
agreement under which cab-

bies are working, and also
to present to the union lea-
dership 6,000 petitions from
other fleet drivers calling
for a completely renegotia-
ted pact.

The militants, young and old
alike, called for a one day July
Ist industry-wide shutdown if no
meeting is called by June 30.
Cries of ‘‘close some more
bridges’> (referring to the

Hussein Hits Guerrillas

BY MARTY JONAS

Palestinian fedayeen inthe

tinian people.”’

Fedayeen spokesmen have

north of Jordan are again in stated that Jordaniantroops have
a state of seige and fear being joined Israeli troops in firing

wiped out completely by the

troops of King Hussein.

Government troops have been
bombarding guerrilla encamp-
ments in the Jerash forest since
the beginning of June.

The fedayeen have been
pushed to the north since the
treacherous agreement between
Hussein and Al Fatah’s Yasir
Arafat last year. This agree-
ment removed the commandos
from the cities and restricted
their movements.. Now they
fear Hussein’s taking full ad-
vantage of that set-up.

Hussein has ordered a firm
hand in dealing with the comman-
dos. He stated in a letter to
his premier on June 2 that the
authorities “‘must deal conclu-
sively and without hesitation

with the plotters who want to -

establish a separate Palesti-
nian state and destroy the unity
of the Jordanian and Pales-’

Philly Students Rally

BY SANDY MEREDITH
PHILADELPHIA—Thurs-
day afternoon, close to1,000

and Central High School ral-
lied at City Hall to protest
the threatened early closing

of the Philadelphia public-
school system. The money
the:
schools has been used up”

appropriated to run
a month before the scheduled
closing date, and the banks
are refusing to extend the
loans made to the Philadel-
phia city government torun
the schools.

The capitalists answer to
their deep financial and political
crisis is to hold the spectre
of shutting down the schools over
the youth and the working class,
especially the teachers, in an
attempt to force the teachersto
work for a month without pay.

The protest nature of this
rally played right into the hands
of the capitalists. Behind the
backs of the youth, the Board of
Education, the high school ad-
ministration, and the Stalinist-

led Progressive Caucus in the
teachers union had made
arrangements for - Thatcher

Longstreth, the Republican can-
didate for mayor and the oppo-
‘nent: --of the notorious Frank
Rizzo; to address the rally. He
told the youth that they should
write letters to their repre-
sentatives ~ pleading for the
money, but that no matter: how
it was done, the schools must
be kept open.

This attempt to line up the
youth on the side of the capi-
talist class was fought by the
Workers League. A Workers
League member from Parkway
High School addressed the stu-
dents, saying that the closing
of the schools is an attack on

" ment with the Israeli

on the commandos in their in-
cursions across the border into
Israel.

SADAT
. Hussein = is thus actively .
making common cause with

Egypt’s Sadat in these new at-
tempts to strangle the Arab
revolution. Sadat only last month
purged his government of anti--
Zionist elements and installed
right wingers at the same time
as he signed a friendship accord
with the Soviet Stalinists.

The Arab bourgeoisie are
heading, with the help of the
Stalinists, towards a settle-
Zionists.
This, plus the increasing attacks
on the fedayeen, are warning
signs to the guerrilla movement
that the bourgeoisie and the
Stalinists will stop at nothing
now to break the back of the

' Arab revolution.

On School

the working class that can only
be fought by the youth andthe
teachers union taking the initia-
tive in a fight for the working
class to band together in a gene-
ral strike.
) ANGRY

Many students were angry; as
one told us, ‘““The students and
‘the teachers organized this to-
gether, on our own. Now they’ve
made it into a political cam-
paign. We didn’t want politics
to get into it.”’

What must be done now is
not to turn away from potitics,

- but to deepen our fight for a

class perspective, for the poli-
“tics of the working class against
all those revisionists of Marxism
who try to foist the program
and pragmatic outlook of the
ruling class on the youth and the
workers. This means a fight
to strengthen the revolutionary
teadership of the workingclass
by developing the fight of the

DC37 and Teamster closing
of New York drawbridges), ‘‘no
dime, no 42%,” ‘‘Harry’s gotta
go,”” ‘‘we want bread (while 300
drivers each raised a slice of
bread in the air) rolled across
Park Avenue, as hundreds of
other  cabbies honked their
horns in approval as they passed.

Speaker after speaker spoke
of the role of the union leader-
ship in trying to steamroll the
contract. The harassment of
gun carrying goons in the
garages, the lack of grievance
protection, and all the other
tactics of the Van Arsdale
leadership, were stressed con-
stantly.

One driver spoke particularly
about the need to link up the
struggle with other unions in
a call for a general strike. He
said that day after day the legis-
lature and City Council cuts
away at the wages and security
of state and city workers, and
this has an immediate effect,
not only on the riding public,
but upon the ability. of the
bosses (abetted by Harry Van
Arsdale) to ram this agreement
down our throats.

Taxi drivers must realize that
the militant trade unionism ex-
pressed in this very solid and
successful demonstration is
not enough. It is men like Rocke-~
feller (whom Van Arsdale whole-
heartedly supports), Lindsay, the
City Council, and the State Legis-
lature who are the real villains
in this contractual mess.

The only solution posed isa
labor party, one made upof wor-
kers, constructed only to serve
the needs of workers.

Slashes

Workers League Youth Clubs in
every high school in the city.

There is no time to lose.
All students musttake up 2 fight
in the SMC, the student govern-
ments, and every other student
organization for telegrams to be
sent to the Philadelphia Federa-
tion of Teachers and the AFL-
CIO Philadelphia Council calling
upon them to call a citywide
general strike ofall Philadelphia
labor against the school shutdown
around the following demands:

o Immediate... payment.  of
teachers’ wages
® Restore all budget cuts

in all city services
® End the hiring freeze

® Break with the Democratic
and Republican Parties respon-
sible for these attacks and pre-
pare immediately for the building
of a labor party
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New Panther

Conspira

BY PAT CONNOLLY

NEW YORK—The govern-
ment has absolutely no in-
tention of allowing the
acquittal of the New York
Panther 2l to stand in the
way of their continued at-
tacks, frameups and witch-
hunts.

Last month two policemenwere
killed, and two others shot in
separate incidents in Manhattan.
Immediately an hysteria cam-
paign was launched about a
‘“conspiracy’’ to kill cops. Police
we~e armed with shotguns and
announced they would shoot to
kill, as they made house to house
searches in Harlem.

On June 3rd, Nixon called a
White House briefing session for
some two dozen police chiefs and
sheriffs handpicked by FBI head
J. Edgar Hoover. The briefing was
to “‘discuss” the attacks on
police, and to really whip up a
nationwide frenzy. Nixon pro-
posed at this meeting that the
families of all cops killed in the
line of duty get $50,000.

NY Police Commissioner Pat-
rick Murphy was not invited to
this briefing by Hoover. Hoover,
and Nixon’s - deep displeasure
over the acquittal of the Panthers
and the fact that there were as
yet no suspects.in the Riverside
Drive and Harlem shootings was
expressed by not inviting Murphy,
and thereby putting pressure on
him.

Two days later,
“found’’ his ‘‘suspects.’”’

Black Panthers.

Richard Moore and Eddie Jo-
sephs were part of the Panther
21, charged in the original ‘‘con-
spiracy’’ case. They jumped bail
and fled, and were tried and ac-
quitted in absentia.

Murphy

Gotbaum Sells Out
City Labor

STOP PRESS—July 9—In what may well be the biggest sell out in
the history of New York City labor, Victor Gotbaum of District
Council 37 and Barry Feinstein of Teamsters Local 237 agreed to
call off their strikes over the refusal of the State Legislature to
pass enabling legislation for the city pension plan.

In return these labor leaders received absolutely nothing! All
that was agreed was that the matter would be resubmitted to the
1972 Legislature, which would have taken place anyway. In addition

" the matter would be submitted to an “impartial panel”’ if the Legis-

lature refused to act again——an admission that this is precisely what

is expected!

The truth is the matter has already been negotiated and agreed to
by the parties concerned in collective bargaining and it is the State
Legislature, acting under orders from the capitalist class, which is
refusing to implement this agreement.

Collective bargaining in New York City no longer exists! That
is the heart of the matter. It can only be reestablished if the trade
union movement takes the traitors Gotbaum and Feinstein to task
and prepares anew for a new general strike to break the back of
the Legislature’s resistence. At the same time steps must be taken
immediately to construct a labor party by the 1972 elections to
replace the anti-labor Democratic~-Republican party.

. BY PAT CONNOLLY

NEW YORK,N.Y., June 7—
Calling the strike of 6,000
city workers ‘‘immoral, il-
legal and outrageous,’”’ May-
or Lindsay today threatened
to call out the National Guard
to safeguard the ‘‘healthand
safety”’ of the city.

At 6 a.m. workers in Laborers
Locals 924 and 376, Motor Vehi-
cle Operators Local 983, and Park
Dept. Local 1506, all in District
Council 37; and Teamsters Local
237, went on strike.

Twenty-cight of 29 drawbridges
connecting the island of Manhattan
with the Bronx and northern sub-
urban counties, and bridges con-
necting Brooklyn and Queens,
were opened by drawbridge op-
erators of Local 237, who then
left their jobs, cutting off the

flow of traffic

in the Bronx.

into Manhattan
and creating massive jam-ups .

SSEU-371 |
demanding that Gotbaum call a general strike against layoffs.

Members' of

Trucks from the Parks and
Highway Departments were aban-
doned at main traffic intersec-
tions, loaded with sand and with
flat tires as the drivers went
home.

Workers from the Water Re-
sources Department went on

demonstrate

[ e

in front of DC37 office

strike, cutting off water to
Rockefeller Center for an hour.
Lindsay has stationed police
guards at all water supply facili-
ties.

The strike was called after the
state legislature refused to ratify

(Continued On Page 12)

NYCLU Attacks Employees’ Union

SPECIAL TO THE BULLETIN

NEW YORK-—The New York
affiliate of the American Civil
Liberties Union (NYCLU) is cur-
rently waging a seven month battle
with its unionized secretary force
over union recognition, higher
wages, a more equitable hospital
plan, and possible layoffs which
could result in increased work
‘““speedup” on its already taxed
secretaries.

DISTRICT 65
The ten employees joined the
National Council of Distributive
Workers of America, District 65,
in December of last year.

Although the minimum wage
earned by the ‘‘executives’ of
the NYCLU is $9,000, Ira Glasser,
Executive Director, making
$21,000, refuses to negotiate a
living wage of at least $5,700
for members of his staff.

DEMOCRATIC

The organization well known for
defending democratic causes
throughout the country, appears to
maintain anti-union policies by
not recognizing the workers in
its own labor force.

““Unfortunately,”” read a state-
ment from the befuddled employ-

ees, ‘‘every day it is becoming
more obvious that thereare some
similarities between the Nixon
Administration and the internal
workings of the New York Civil
Liberties Union.”’

The employees feel that the
NYCLU is transferring the Nixon-
Moynihan policy of “‘benign neg-
-lect of the Black community”’ to
“the benign neglect of the staff.’

The NYCLU argues that other
non-profit organizations do not
pay employees their worth, al-
-though the NYCLU administration
is slicing big chunks of the pie—
close to $160,000 in eleven exec-
utive salaries.

BIG SUPPORT AMONG STEEL RANKS FOR $2 AN HOUR

BY DAN FRIED

A widespread rank and file
rebellion against the al-
uminum industry sellout
pact as the ‘‘pattern” for
basic steel is developing in
the United Steelworkers of
America.

The employers are counting
on USWA President I.W. Abel
to avert a strike with the for-
mula of 31% or as little as
75¢ an hour in wages over three
years. As pointed out in last
week’s Workers League Political
Committee Statement appearing
in the Bulletin, this attempt is’
based on ‘‘an unholy alliance
of Abel, Nixon, U.S. Steel and
Wall Street’’ to break the back
of the entire U.S. working class’
wage offensive.

OPPOSITION

But rank and file steelworkers
aren’t buying it. In opposition
to the Abel sellout, the 500
members of USWA Lozal 7263 at
North Star Steel. in St. Paul,
Minnesota, are demanding a-
$2.00 an hour first year wage
increase, a full cost of living
escalator and the four dayweek
with five days pay. The demand
for $2.00 an hour now with addi-
tional S50¢ increases the second
and third years is at the heart
of the Workers League cam-
paign being brought to steel-
workers all over the country.

Initial reports are just
coming 1n on this campaign

which demands that the local
USWA leaders make a commit-
ment to fight for $2.00 an hour
now and to prepare for wildcat
action if necessary on August 1.

Response to the $2.00 anhour

now demand put forward in the
Bulletin by workers at the 25,000
man Bethlehem Steel plant at
Bethlehem, Pennsylvania, was
‘“overwhelmingly  favorable,”
with many workers expressing

complete mistrust and suspicion
of the Abel leadership. The same
kind of reaction was seen atthe

* huge Sparrows Point Bethlehem

Steel Corp. installation in

Baltimore.

Steel Workers Speak Out

BALTIMORE—As the expiration date on the
steel contract approaches, steel workers here
are preparing for a sharp fight to defend their
living standards.

The Bulletin interviewed steel workers at
Bethlehem Steel in Sparrows Point last week.

The main issue as far as the rank and file are
concerned is wages. We asked one worker what
he thought of the aluminum settlement. He re-
plied, ‘‘Insane! It’s insane! If any fool thinks
that that is a settlement he’s crazy. That’s
no settlement, that’s a funeral! Now, $2.00 the
first year might get you out of the madhouse.”’

Another worker cut in saying, ‘‘I want you to
print what I say. I’ve been working in steel
since I was 20 and I’m 50 now. "I know *lat I’m
talking about. This aluminum Zcal, isn’t a
dollar, it’s 75¢, it’s a rotte-. sellout. Now some
of your readers might tnink that a $2.00 increase
is pretty steep for the first year. Well, it isn’t.
I’m getting old and it’s not as important as re-
tirement to me, but you got to understand that
these young fellows are starting families. These
days that takes a lot of money. $2.00
first year and a real escalator to keep up with
this inflation is what they need.”’

On the cost of living escalator, the first wor-
ker said, ‘‘I haven’t worked here as long as this

“man, so I don’t remember any escalator. But
I do remember some fellow saying we got fringe
benefits instead. I don’t know where he was
coming from. If I know what fringe benefits are,

another thing. That would give us time to be

in the

they’re like little extras around the edges of
something big. Well, fringe benefits are okay,
so let’s have the boss put them around some-
thing big, like a lot more money and this es-
calator.”

Another worker brought up the four day week.
“I think you ought to clear up this' thing about
a four day week. Now somebody, I think in
Bethlehem, wants a four day week and a ten
hour day. This we don’t want. It’s hard enough
to get through eight hours. But if you want
a four day week with an eight hour day, that’s

with our families and do things on days off.-
It would also make jobs, and believe me, this
town needs jobs.

‘‘Another thmg is swing shifts. I agree with '
the benefits you’ve got listed in your paper,
but you don’t say anything about swing shift
work. It’s unfair to jump a guy from one shift
to another in the first months he’s here.
One thing that must be done is to stop swing
shift work.”

"~ When asked about Nixon’s inflation alert against
steel, this worker replied, ‘“That’s so ridiculous
I'd say it was funny except for the fact that |
Nixon might do almost anything. The Republicans
have always been the enemy of the working man.

I see here where you want a labor party. Well,
it just might come to that. The Democrats con-
trol Congress, and I don’t see that they’ve done
too much for the working man. We just might
run our own men in elections.”

Workers League supporters
have begun a campaign among
steelworkers’ in the critical
Chicago-Gary area with a sale
of over fifty copies of the Bulletin

~at Inland Steel’s Indiana Harbor

works. .

The campaign is also being
taken now to steelworkers in the
Los Angeles area, both Eastern

and Western  Pennsylvania,

- Duluth, Minnesota, Detroit and

Connecticut among others.

cp

Beginning with the real needs
of the working class, the Wor-
kers League poses the im-
mediate need for a national rank
and file caucus in the USWA
to stop the sellout. Meanwhile,
the Communist Party, beginning
with its relationship with L.W.
Abel and local officials who
they see as part of their “‘coali-
tion’> with liberal capitalists,
continues to cover up for this
sellout. For some months, the
CP, as expressed in its paper,
the Daily World, echoed Abel’s
praise for the can (aluminum)
pattern as a model for basic
steel. They even went so far
as to hold up the General

 Electric strike as a great vic-

tory for the workers which should
serve as an example for steel,
rather than the miserable sell-
out on wages it really was.
Suddenly, with the signing of
the aluminum pactand thedis-
covery of the tremendous dissa-
tisfaction with this pattern buil-
(Continued On Page 12)
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ILA Asks
100% Wage

BY TOM

GORDON

NEW YORK, June 4—The International Longshoremen’s
Association just announced its wage demand of $7.50 per
hour as its basic recommendations for nationwide contract
negotiations due to start in late July.

The demands worked out by 500
delegates in Washington, D.C. last
week, now being circulated to all
ILA locals, also include a one-
year contract, a six hour day with
two hours of guaranteed overtime,
and stripping and stuffing of all
containers not loaded originally
by ILA labor. Saturday and holi-
day pay is to be at the double
time rate. The pension demand
is for $500 per monthafter twenty
years regardless of age. All this
would add up to $337.50 per man
per week base pay alone.

Winning these demands would
be the greatest’ blow against
Nixon’s plans for no strike laws
and wage and price controls, and
would tremendously strengthen
the ILA for the fight against LASH
ships, containers, and the mono-
polization of shipping at a time
when the shipowners are caught
in increasingly sharp divisions
over paying the present ILA guar-
antees. The contract demands
represent the great pressure
from the ranks who want to pre-
serve and extend the gains from
the last contract.

DANGER
Winning these official ILA de-
mands will mean the sharpest
fight now against the ILA officials.
This requires the construction of

rank and file caucuses to carry

forward the strike that will be
needed to defeat the shippers.

1199 Organizes

BY AN 1199 MEMBER

The national organizing
drive of Hospital Workers
Local 1199 has now reached
into West Virginia. A solid
strike of workers at Beck-
ley Hospital in Beckley,
West Virginia beganon Feb-
ruary 12 and is still going
on.

This makes the Beckley strike
already as long as the Charles-
ton, South Carolina strike of 1969.

The Beckley workersare figh-
ting for union recognition, just
as the Charleston workers were.
The strike began after the hos-
pital fired twenty workers with
the start of theunionorganizing
drive.

STARVE

And, as inCharleston, the hos-
pital bosses are trying to starve
the workers into submission..
In taking on the hospital bosses,
these workers are also takingon
the bosses of the whole town,
the “surrounding area and the
state itself.

The overwhelming majority of
the Beckley workers make about
$60-70 a week, before taxes.
Many are wives of disabled coal
miners.

One family illustrates the
fight these workers are up
against. James and Mary Polk
are the parents of ten children.
James Polk, after twenty-four

Gleason made clear again just
the day before the announcement
of the contract demands that he
had no intention of calling a
strike. In a speech to the North

Atlantic Ports Associationannual |

meeting in Philadelphia, as well
as in the contract demands, he
also left deliberately vague the
crucial questions of the present
ILA wage and benefits guarantees,
the fight against LASH and other
automated ships, and gang size.
In other words Gleason hopes to
use the completely reasonable
wage demand to erode the gang
size and wage guarantees in the
hopes of balancing off between
the shippers and the ranks and
avoiding a strike.

Any deal which cuts into the
guarantee of 2080 hours pay
yearly in New York or refuses to
extend it in the proposed national
contract to all ports, along with
keeping present gang size, would
be a real disaster to the ILA. In
New York port in April hiring was
down 14% from last year while
tonnage soared.

Over the past year, containers,
LASH, Seabee, and other auto-
mated ships have cut the hours
worked in the port from 40 million
to 32 million. 28 million hours
actual work are expected this
year. Only the wage guarantee has
saved many longshoremen from
actual starvation. It must be pre-
served and extended in full to all

ports.

® e o
In W. Virginia
years in the mines, was disabled

by an accident in 1966, and
has been unable to work since.

EXPLOITATION

Mrs. Poik’s salary of $1.64
an hour as anursesaide together
with Mr. Polk’s disability pay
is what the Polks clothe and feed
their family on. Mary Polk’s
father was also a miner. He
developed silicosisand shothim-
self when he could nolonger
work.

The plight of the Polks shows
most clearly what capitalism
means for the entire working
class: decades of ruthless ex-
ploitation and then the scrap
heap when profit can no longer
be made from their labor power.

ENEMY

The nature of the enemy isalso
very clear in West Virginia. The
vice president of Beckley Hos-
pital is also the mayor of Beck-
ley, and the treasurer of the
hospital is none other than Hulett
Smith, former Governor of the
state of West Virginia and now
the state’s Democratic National
Committeeman.

The workers are united and

‘their determinationhas notbeen

broken. About one quarter of the
work force is Black,and as one
of the strikers said, ‘“We learned
long ago in the mines that after
a day’s work down below you can’t
tell white from Black anyhow.”’

iV

Workers picket at Yale, where scab trucks have broken through
the picket lines. Union leadership has stopped mass picketing.

Yale Uses Scabs

To Break Strike

BY KLAUS KNIGHT

NEW HAVEN—On May 30
fifteen students and two
striking workers of Local
35, the Yale employees’
union, were arrested for
standing on the picket lines
in front of the Yale power
plant. They were there to
prevent scab oil trucks from
entering, butarmed police-
men were on hand to insure
the Yale administration that
they would not. Already the
police have bloodily beaten
one worker ina paddy wagon.

These arrests, instead of being
understood by the union’s busi-
ness manager Vincent Sirabella
as a clear exposure of Yale’s
union-busting strategy and posing
a strong fight in labor against such
measures, have thrown the union
into confusion. Mass pickets have
ended. Now the workers picket
various colleges by twos and
threes.

SCAB

Sirabella himself has stood by
and watched while scab oil trucks
have broken through picket lines
to deliver their fuel to a school
that has been without hot water
for a week.

BRANDT

His recent appeal to the ‘“‘com-
munity’’ is nothing compared to
his latest tactic. He has issued
a public request to West German
chancellor Willy Brandt NOT to
cross the picket lines when he
comes to Yale June 14 to accept
an honorary degree. Sirabella
goes on to say to this German
bosses’ politician who is cur-
rently fighting the rising German
workers and youth, the following:
“In light of this situation at Yale
and your personal association
with the struggles of working men
and women the world over, we

think you would agree that it would
be inappropriate to accept an
honor from an institution which
refuses to treat its workers with
dignity and compassion.”

The real content of this request
reveals itself later in the state-
ment wherein Sirabella informs
the chancellor that ‘“We have no
desire to embarrass you, but we
know you would not want to begin
your visit to the United States
with an act which can only pro-
vide fuel to the fires of your
opponents in this country. Such
an act would serve to alienate
the working people of America
from you and your policies.”
Precisely! Were the workers to
become alienated from Brandt
and the policies of ‘‘liberals”
who cloak themselves in promis-
es, the Sirabellas of this world
would be doomed!

STRATEGY
Nevertheless, Yale does havea
strategy: to bust Local 35. Its
court injunction against picketers
who were allegedly impeding the
educational process has been just

one step in that strategy. Yale, if.

unopposed, will be giving the
green light to the other bosses
in New Haven.

As Sirabella makes appeals to
capitalism, as thg policies of SDS
and Progressive Labor remain
confined to the picket lines and the
paddy wagon and as Yale moves
unabated to break the local, the
Workers League is moving to
build new leadership in the union
around the following program:

® $2.00 an hour minimum in-

crease, full escalator clause.
® 18 month contract.

® End the job freeze with 30

hour week at forty hour pay.
® Build a general membership

meeting of Local 35 to dis-

cuss a winning strategy.

® For a mass rally of New

Haven labor in preparation

for a general strike in this -

city against the bosses’ at-
tacks of working people.

Curran Has
Seamen

Arrested

BY TOM GORDON
NEW YORK, June 7—Jose

_ Valverde and Clarence Reed,

NMU members, are being
arraigned in court today by
NMU Security Chief Charles
Snow. The charges are not
available to us at press time.

On Tuesday, May 25, NMU
members, cheated out of their
monthly port meeting, set up
picket lines. Members also cir-
culated a petition, as the union
constitution allows, demanding a
special port meeting. More than
200 names were gathered, twice
the number needed for the meet-
ing.

After finding several ‘‘unqua-
lified”’ signatures, the union’s
port officials threw out the
whole petition on May 28. Mem-
bers and group IIs continued
their picketing and on June 1,
Snow came charging out of the
hiring hall, ripped up several
picket signs and had the two
men arrested by the police.

Every NMU member and group
II must come to the defense of
Jose Valverde and Clarence
Reed. The victimization of these
unemployed seamen can only set
up every NMU man and woman
for attacks from Curran, and the
police and Coast Guard under
his and the shippers’ urging, on
the order of the 1948 purges.

Accompanying this open police
attack, Curran is circulating
letters against the opposition
among the ships. A letter dated
May 20 praises the idea of for-
cing all members on ship to
take their vacations (at reduced
pay) and attacks the opposition.

Joe Curran can pose as a
defender of the union only be-
cause the Committee for NMU
Democracy and the Militant-
Solidarity Caucus have taken up
his program. All three agree
that nothing can be done about
automation and ‘‘progress’’ ex-
cept to share out the unemploy-
ment it causes. Curran pro-
poses enforced vacations, the
Committee for NMU Democracy
and the Militant-Solidarity Cau-
cus proposed bumping ‘‘home-
steaders’’ off the ships after
seven months. Allthese schemes
depend on continued vacationand
unemployment pay, as if there
were no crisis in the industry,
as if Nixon and the states were
not cutting benefits to the bone;
as if Curran could not have
another planup his sleeve for
cutting out more benefits! Every
cut in manning scalesonly gives
the shippers more profits to use
to build more automated ships
to cut more jobs, and strengthens
the shippers intheir legal battles
against the union through no-
strike legislation now being pro-
posed. '

Jose Valverde, Clarence Reed,
and every other unemployed NMU
member or group Il can be de-
fended only through a struggle
to unify the ranks, with a pro-
gram to boycott the LASH
ships, get the passenger ships
out of layup, and preserve man-
ning scales, along with the two-
crew system (twocrewsonevery
ship, each to sail six months
with a full year’s pay). This re-
quires the nationalizing of the
shippers who refuse to pay,
and putting them under rank and
file control. This means raising
the demand inside the NMU now
for a labor party tocarry itout.
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~Garment cuters in Amalaated Clothing Workrs Union in wild-
cat strike demonstration against rotten contract signed by leaders.

Dayton Unemployed
17,700 Jobs Cut In One Year

BY JOHN WERNER
DAYTON, QHIO—Working
people here continue to be

hit by layoffs, lockouts,
threatened wage cuts, and
union capitulation to job cut-
ting speedup and wage cuts.

~ The latest Ohio Bureau of
Employment figures show Day-
ton the highest rate of unem-
ployment in Ohio (5.5%) andover
20,000 workers are unemployed
in Dayton by their conservative
figures! 17,700 factory jobs
have been permanently elimi-
nated in one year.

SELL-OUT

The crisis is being deepened
by sell-out agreements by such
unions as the Bookbinders’
Union Local 199. Their agree-
ment guarantees speedup and
job elimination.

The union, after a lockout of
2,000 workers by McCall’s
Printing Co., during the nego-
tiations sold the workers a bag
of worms. McCall’s (printer of
U.S. News, Newsweek, Readers’
Digest, etc.) openly tied their
money offer to speedup, job
elimination, and permanent lay-
offs.

TURNED DOWN

The workers first turned down
this brazen package 422 to 337.
But the union threw all its
weight behind the deal and got
a slight increase in the com-
pany’s money offer and resub-
mitted it to the workers.
McCall’s dangled the threat of
plant removal through the press
at the workers. Part of the
plant has been moved to Kansas.

All these factors led to the
ratification of the agreement 936
to 247. The money package in=
cludes a 42 cents an hour
increase the first year, 38 cents
the second and 8% the third year.
It includes the first cost of
tiving allowance. However, 95
workers are solddown theriver
into unemployment immediately.
And the agreement calls for the
time study of all jobs and gives
the company the right to layoff
additional workers ‘‘to an ex-
tent justified by industrial en-
gineering studies.’’

LAYOFFS
All sections oflaborare effec-
ted by the layoffs and speedup.
Teachers arebeing givenlarger
workloads while hundreds of
their fellow teachers face lay-

offs. Seventy-six teachers are
being laid off in suburban
Kettering next year and Dayton’s
face massive cutbacks and in-
creased workloads next year.

WAGE CUTS
Frigidaire has launched a
massive publicity = campaign

through the daily newspapers for
the need for wage cuts in order
for it to remain ‘‘competitive.’”’
This follows voluntary wage
cuts taken by electrical workers
and plumbers that were well
publicized in the press. I.U.E.
president of the Frigidaire
Local, Joe Shump (also chair-
man of the Democratic Party)
made the feeble comment on
the proposed wage cuts: ‘1
would say that it’s most un-
likely.”” He then took courage
and pointed to the obvious fact
that 1.U.E. has a contract, until
September 1973.

CRISIS
The sharp economiccrisis has

Unemployment

; BY DAN FRIED
The latest government figures revealing that unemploy -
ment rose last month to a nine year high of 6.2% gives
the lie to the Administration claim that the U.S. economy

is ‘“‘on the road to recovery.”

Even this  official figure
scarcely reveals the depth of
the recession. Significantly, the
figure of 1.3 million warkers who
have been out of a job for more
than fifteen weeks is more than
double the figure of one year
ago. The average duration of

Jumps-

“forced six Dayton union presi-

dents to form an ‘“‘Independent
Political Council”® to solve
“the factory workers’ economic
woes”’ and calls for its mem-
bers.to “‘improve unemployment
compensation and workmen’s
compensation.”” The Council
claims to be non-partisan and
excludes Joe Shump, though five
of the locals arehis fellow I.LU.E.
locals. . Clearly this weak pro-
gram and the fact that these
union bureaucrats formed this
council only reflect the deepening
crisis in Dayton but poses no
solution.

LABOR PARTY

Only a clearcut trade union
break with the Democratic Party
and for the formationof a labor
party with a program of the sli-
ding scale of hours, no layoffs,
and nationalization of all idle
or war industry can save labor
and the middle classes.

unemployment was up from 10.9
in April to 1I.5 weeks in May.
The official statistics do not
include countless thousands of
workers who are not even coun-
ted because they are considered
to be no longer ‘‘actively”
seeking work.

The figure of 17.3% unemploy-
ment for teenagers does not yet
reflect the huge increase of
young workers and college stu-
dents thrown onto the summer
job market under conditions
where there is less chance for

them to get a job in more than .

a decade.

The true nature of the capita-
list recession and the impotence
of all the so-called “‘self-help™
and reform programs for the
youth and ghettoes is revealed
by the .10.7% unemployment
figure for Blacks and by the

At 9 Year High

estimate of the Bureau of Labor
Statistics that unemployment
in ‘‘urban poverty neighbor-
hoods’’ is about 45%as compared
with 32% a year ago.

Not solongago, many working
class youth, particularly from
minority groups considered they
would be ‘“‘better off”’ enlisting
in the service as soon as they
got out of high school rather
than face the bleak prospect of
teenage unemployment. You
might even learn a trade—
the story went.

VETERANS

Today this fond hope is shown
to be a cruel hoax for more than
10% of Vietnam veterans—some
375,000 of them, ascompared
with 200,000 one year ago—who
are unemployed. Theunemploy-
ment figure for Black Vietnam
veterans under 24 years of
age now stands at 20.9%!

Capitalism has nothing to offer
the working class youth but a

(Continued On Page 12)

St. Lovis Mayor Wants To
Take Back Firemen’s Gains

BY A BULLETIN
REPORTER

ST. LOUIS—Firemen and
city workers here are threa-
tening strike action if the
city does not give into their
wage demands.

Last September the firemen
forced through an election for
wage parity with city policemen.
Despite Mayor Cervantes’ strong
opposition, votersapproved this
amendment to the city charter.

In jubilation hundreds of fire-

Hoffa Pushed Out Of IBT Race

BY A BULLETIN
REPORTER
Jimmy Hoffa’s decision
not to stand for re-election

as President of the Interna-

tional Brotherhood of Team-
sters is the outcome of
months of behind the scenes
maneuvering and govern-
ment pressure.

In a letter tothe union’s execu-
tive board, Hoffa stated: ‘1 feel
because of my present legal
problems I should not be a can-
didate for office at the July,
1971 convention since no one can
say how my legal problems will
finally be settled.”’

Hoffa has served four out .of
thirteen years on convictions for
mail fraud and jury tampering.
A federal court ruled just weeks
ago that these -cight and five
year jail terms could not be
served concurrently.

Now that Hoffa has declined to
run for re-election, he is ex-
pected to apply for parole once
again, with the indication that a
new request may be favorably
considered.

In an editorial on the day of
the announcement of Hoffa’s
decision, the New York Times
indicated the great importance
it attached to this matter. *‘It
would have been an affront to
the nation,”” wrote the editors

‘ Jimmy Hoffa
of the Times, “if its biggest
and strongest union had voted

back into office a convict with
nine years still to serve...”

And further, *‘...chances for
parole
would be slim indeed if release
from jail meant his. automatic
return to the driver’s. seat in.a
union with strategic controlover
the country’s transportation life-
line.””

ARROGANCE

With all the arrogance of which
the ruling class is capable, the
Times boastsofthe wayinwhich
the long government campaign
against Hoffa has finally suc-
ceeded in removing him from a
position of influence in the labor
movement. It is up to ‘‘the
nation‘‘ (in other words, the
ruling class) to tell the big,
strong unions how to run their

or executive clemency .

men danced  in the streets
affairs. )
Big corporation executives

caught red-handed dipping into
the till or price-fixingare letoff
with six month suspended jail
terms, as.in the caseofthe steel
bigwigs several years ago.

“DEMOCRACY”’

But a topunion leader.who has
become for millions of workers
a symbol of militancy and
defiance of government inter-
ference must be railroaded and
removed. That is the true nature
of capitalist democracy in the
U.S. The legal and civil rights
of Hoffa as well as of the Pan-
thers are nothing compared to
the requirements of the ruling
class.

The capitalists have never
been more scared, however. That
is the meaning of their crude
intervention, their drive to re-
move Hoffa at all costs. With
the memory of last year’s wild-
cat Teamster struggle very fresh
in their minds and the steel
contract struggle shaping upfor
this summer the capitalists fear
the union rank and file as never
before.

The Teamster ranks can still
have the last word. The demands
of various locals for the freeing
of Hoffa should now be followed
by action to demand his freedom
now!

demanding that the president of
the Firefighters Union be elected
mayor to replace Cervantes.

Now many months later the
firefighters’ parity victory has
been upheld by a local circuit
court. However, the City Civil
Service Commission, still re-
fusing to grant the firemen’s
wage increase, has threatened
to appeal the decision to the
Missouri Supreme Court.

When the ranks of the fire-
men’s union heard about this,
there was open talk of wild-
cats at many firehouses. Joseph
MacMahon, President of Fire-
fighters Local 2, warned his
members to ‘‘cool it.”> Mayor
Cervantes had to have a heavy
police guard at ‘the dedication
of a new firehouse the next
day. A group of firemen have
started a petition campaign to
kick Cervantes out of office.

OPPONENT

The strongest opponent ofthe
firemen’s wage increase on the
Civil Service Commission was
Reverend Cummings, a Black
minister. Cummings has been
joined in his attacks onworkers,
Black and whiie, by the first
Black mayor of East St. Louis.
In. office just a few weeks, he
has already begun a campaign
to cut all overtime pay for city
employees as well gs to close
down firehouse No 2. The head
of the firemen’s union has
threatened strike action.

At the same time Black presi-
dent of the St. Louis water
workers union, Charles Shaw, is
threatening a strike if theCivil
Service Commission does not
grant his union a wage increase.

The ranks of the city labor
movement must now demand
that a general strike be called
unless their demands are met.
This must be combined with a
fight to concretize the campaign
against Cervantes with a call to
break with the Democratic and
Republican Parties and to build
a labor party.
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Crisis In Labor-
Democrat Relations

The current crisis in New York City labor is of the
greatest significance to the future of the American
working class. The Democrats and Republicans in
Albany have conspired together to deny to over 100,000
New York City workers a pension agreed to in collec-
tive bargaining by the City.

At the same time these very same two parties are
working up a money and tax package for New York City
and New York State which will mean layoffs on both
the city and state level.

Every major politician of both parties—Rockefeller,
Lindsay and leading Democrats—are all involved up to
their necks in this direct attack on the American labor

- movement. X

These labor leaders not only seek to do the mini-
mum they can get away with but they seek to cover
up the sharp reality of the betrayal, the sabotage, the
open anti-labor actions of the Democrats and Repub-
licans. They cannot find a single word to defend these
scoundrels with though no doubt they search for such
words. But they refuse to draw the only political
conclusion which can be drawn by working men. They
refuse steadfastly to call for the formation of a LABOR
PARTY so that the millions of working men can
replace these scoundrels with their own representa-
tives dedicated to their own class interests.

Victor Gotbaum made this very clear in a press
conference this last Monday. He was asked by a Bulletin
reporter:

‘“You say that Rockefeller is responsible for the
strike, and that you have no illusions about Lindsay,
that he’s a boss. What is your position on taking this
fight to the political level against the Democrats and
Republicans with the union fighting for an independent
labor party?”’

The former Democratic
Evanston, Illinois replied:

“I’m a rotten, reactionary fink and I’ll never do it.””

You said it, Vic. You said it.

Gotbaum had to answer in this way because he could
not find any justification for labor’s continued support
to the very politicians which have so openly turned
upon labor.

Victor Gotbaum, however, is not the determiner of
history. If he does not take up the fight for a labor
party he will be swept aside by his own ranks and
replaced with someone who will. After all it was not
so long ago that Gotbaum assured us he would ‘““never”>’
call a general strike and now he is forced closer and
closer to such a call.

Now it is absolutely essential that the fight for the
labor party be taken forward in such a way that the
trade unions actually put forward candidates of their
own in the 1972 elections. The time to start this fight
is now. The way to carry it forward is as part of the
fight for the general strike of the American labor
movement.

We do not begin with Gotbaum’s whims and desires
but with the interests of the working class. These re-
quire a complete break with the political arms of the
capitalist class.

Party Alderman from

Schleicher - Warning

It has come to our attention that one Bill Schleicher,
in the past active in the SSEU, is presently devoting
himself to pointing out militants in
that union for the top bureaucracy
of the District Council 37. Schlei-
cher is presently on the paid staff
of the District Council.

He played that role at the recent
DC 37 wide delegates assembly as
well as at demonstrations held by
SSEU members at the District
Council’s offices. At a recent DC
37 press conference he informed Bulletin reporters that
they would be barred from future press conferences.

We urge that no militant in the trade union movement
give any information of any sort to Schleicher or main-
tain any sort of relationship with him of any kind.

'
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**Oh, and one moré thing, | think | have a strike coming up. What do you have in the way of
steel?”’ ‘

(Continued From Page 1)

Trotskyism against Stalinism.
This -warning has now been
confirmed in the negative as New-
ton openly betrays the Black

working class. Last month Newton

announced the turn of the BPP to
the church in its ‘‘Revival for
Survival Program.’’> Now he has
turned to black capitalism.

Just as his refusal to root the
dialectic in history and in the
material struggle of classes led
him to idealism in the form of
religion, it now leads him to
accept capitalism.

Newton begins not as a working
class fighter for whom Marxism
is the necessary and scientific
understanding necessary toover-
throw capitalism but as a Black
revolutionary who sees Marxism
as useful. in the struggle for
“survival’” within the Black com-
munity. . .

Newton sees the opposites with-
in capitalist society not as the
working class against the capital-
ist class but as the positive and
negative sides of capitalism, in
which the task is ‘‘toincrease the
positive side and decrease the
negative.”’

Newton sees the struggle for
socialism against capitalism as
relative. ‘It is the unity,” says
Newton, ‘‘of opposites and their
continual
motion to matter and maintains
the constant state of transfor-
mation which produces change.”
“Revolution,” says Newton, ‘‘is
a process not a conclusion.”

But in this process the unity
of opposites as Lenin pointed out,
is conditional, temporary and
relative. The struggle of mutually
exclusive opposites, of the
working class and the capitalist
class, is absolute.

This struggle proceeds not

through decrease and increaseas

Newton would have it in an evo-
lutionary way without ‘‘conclu-
sion,”’
capitalism and keeping the good.
Out. of the conflict of the classes
comes revolutionary leaps which
transform the old relationships
and thus create a new quality,
the destruction of capitalism and
a new society. '

Newton’s idealist dialectic thus -

becomes the justification for re-
formism, for black capitalism.
“In the past the Black Panther
Party took a counter-revolution-
ary position with our blanket
condemnation of black capital-
ism. Our strategy should have

. been to analyze the positive and

negative qualities of this phen-
omenon before making any con-
demnation.”’

Newton even revives the re-
actionary theory that Blacks are

struggle which gives -

removing the bad side of

What we think

a nation within the U.S. by com-
paring the Black bourgeoisie to
the national bourgeoisie in the
colonial countries. According to
Newton they are inherently more
progressive because they too are
“victimized.”” There should be no
doubt after Ceylon where nation-
alism and coalitions with the
bourgeoisie leads—to the murder
and destruction of the working
class and youth. But this is what
Newton proposes for the Blacks
in the U.S.

Despite all of Newton’s pre-
vious condemnations of national-
ism, he has today returned to the
fold. Because Newton begins not

Huey Newton

from the standpoint of the funda-
mental class divisions in capital-
ist society but from the stand-
point of race, he sees a progres-
sive role for the Black capitalists
and for their exploitation of the
Blacks.

The task according to Newton

is to help the Black capitalist

better direct his exploitation.
This is the real logic of Black
control of the Black community.

“Since the people see Black
capitalism in the community as
Black control of local institutions,
this is a positive characteristic,
because the people can bring more
direction and focus to the activi-
ties of the capitalist....If he wants
to succeed in his enterprise, the
Black capitalist must turn to the
community because he depends
on them to make his profit. He
needs this strong community sup-
port because he cannot become
independent of the control of the
corporate capitalists who control
the large monopolies.”’

So Newton’s solution for Watts,
for Brownsville and Chattanooga
is to support those Black repre-
sentatives and spokesmen of the
very system which is responsible
for the oppression and which
shoots down those who oppose it.

We say this outlook represents
not the interests of the masses
of Blacks who are each day being
driven further and further into
unemployment, poverty and re-
pression by capitalism, Blackand
white. It represents the position
of the middle class which is

seeking to carve out a slice of
the diminishing pie off of the
backs of the Black masses, to
divide the working class and to
divert the struggle against capi-
talism.

Newton now takes upthe banner
for all those who are the open
agents of the capitalist class, like
Gibson, Hatcher, Stokes, who rule
in the interests ofthe bourgeoisie
and against the interests of the
working class.

““The Black capitalist...will be
able to help build the strong
political machine which will serve
as a revolutionary vanguard and
guide the people in their move
toward freedom.”” This is the
perspective not only of Gibson
but the Cairo United Front.

When Huey Newton made his
turn to dialectics, he was de-
nounced by the Socialist Workers
Party for abandoning national-
ism. Now Newton has come a-
round full circle and has em-
braced the perspective of the
Cairo United Front, which the
SWP openly supports. The SWP
has in fact provided the theoreti-
cal cover and justification for this
perspective.

The Cairo United Front is based
on the acceptance of racism and
racial divisions in the working
class and the advancement of
Black capitalism. It is a coalition
based on the ministers such as
Reverend Koen together with
Black legislators.

But the real movement of the
Black working class and the youth
is away from the capitalist poli-
ticians and the ministers and with
the working class as a whole
towards a break from the Demo-
cratic and Republican Parties.

But it is at this time that we
see the Black spokesmen for
capitalism from Jesse Jackson
to Dellums to Chisholm to Stokes
and Hatcher supported by the
CP, SWP, and Newton moving
rapidly to head off such a break
and to preserve the ties of the
Black masses to capitalism
through a Black political party.

Above all they hope to prevent
the construction of a class party,
a labor party which will unite the
working class as a whole against

“capitalism.

Newton’s perspective is abso-
lutely reactionary. It shows the
logic of Black nationalism. No
matter how ‘‘revolutionary” its
cover.

The Workers League will have
no ‘“‘coalition’’ or relations with
the BPP. We urge all the youth
in the BPP to take up the revo-
lutionary struggle against capi-
talism by joining the Trotskyist
movement, by joining the Workers
League.
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IN THE INTRODUCTION to Revolution, USA,
which contains Road to Revolution I and II,
Progressive Labor congratulates itself on
having corrected its many errors and develop-
ing in the process. But because PL has never
corrected its fundamental error, the main-
tenance of Stalinism against Trotskyism, each
attempt to correct itself has led it further and
further to the right and away from any con-
nection with the working class.

Today PL is going to war against Lenin.
This is the heart of its document Road to
Revolution III, now under discussion inside

this organization.
Marx and Engels first worked out the laws of

development of capitalist society. They were the first
to prove scientifically that the working class would be
the only force capable of overthrowing capitalism and
establishing socialism.

It was Lenin who developed this understanding and
pioneered the kind of party that would carry through
the struggle to overthrow capitalism. Lenin was the
creator and inspirer of the October Revolution.

PL is neither the first nor will they be the last to
attempt to discredit Bolshevism and the Russian Revo-
lution by ‘‘proving’’ that Lenin was not a ‘‘true”
Marxist.

Revisionism is an attack on the links in the revolu-
tionary chain precisely because the strength of the
working class lies in the continuity of revolutionary
-struggle and theory. The future victories of the working
class can only arise out of an understanding of the
past and all its lessons.

This is why PL attacks Lenin as central to its fight
against the construction of the revolutionary leadership
required to lead the working class to power.

Because Marxism is an historical science it re-
quires above all that those who claim to practice it

and who sit in judgement on the interpretations of -

others must first of all be able to square accounts
with their political past. But this PL refuses to do
and instead seeks to destroy the basic principles
developed by the Marxist movement and the working
class throughout its history.

While PL has yet to publish externally, Road to
Revolution III, it is clear_that the central leadership
of the party is fully behind it. The introduction to the
document states:

““The draft reports included in this pamphlet were
distussed at a recent NC meeting....

““The essence of the reports was enthusiastically
received and unanimously approved....

““The NC’s confidence in and enthusiasm for these
ideas are well founded. Every time we put these
ideas ‘into practice, the results are positive....”” (21)

Probably not in the whole history of the Stalinist
school of falsification has such a document been
produced. The distortions and lies in Road to Revo-
lution IH and the Background Reports, ‘‘written to
buttress and amplify the points in Road to Revolution
I, are so extensive. one  hardly knows where to
begin.

Early in the document PL announces its purpose—
“to seek out the roots of revisionism.”’

“...Today we speak of the Soviet Union, Poland,
Czechoslovakia, the DDR, etc. as ‘former socialist
countries’ that have long since completed the reversion
to capitalism, and we consider the once mighty CPs
of France and Italy—parties that led millions in the
struggle against fascism—as hopelessly revisionist.

‘““These developments did not crystallize overnight,
nor did they drop like a bolt from the blue. As we
attempt to sharpen the ideological struggle, we must
seek out the roots of revisionism.” (22)

According to PL the roots of revisionism lie in
concessions which the revolutionary party made to
the bourgeoisie. They state that the revolutionary
party divides the bourgeoisie into ‘‘left”’ and ‘“‘right”’
and calls for an alliance with the ‘‘left.”” This alli-
ance with the bourgeoisie is continued after the revo-
lution based on economic and political concessions.
According to PL the reasons for these concessions
is that the party does not understand that the peasants
can be won directly to socialism and therefore puts
forward the view that the revolution must go through
two different stages.

LENIN AS REVISIONIST
PL clearly lays the blame for these concessions,
the failure of the revolution-and the degeneration of

revisionism, it sees Stalin as being the real

the Soviet Union at the doorstep of Lenin, and his
strategy for October. Under the subhead ‘‘Traditional
Communist Strategy Must Be Replaceéd,”” PL states:

““Lenin was a great revolutionary doing his best
to help the masses of working people liberate them-
selves from oppression. His theory about national
liberation was based on his estimate of the response
of the peasantry to socialism....Where did this error
lead?

“As we all know, only two- parties basing them-
selves on Lenin’s strategy were able to lead their
working people to power in the whole history of the
communist movement. There were the Bolsheviks and
the Chinese Party. This is not a very impressive
record....In neither Russia nor China could the wor-
king people escape the ultimate consequence of fol-
lowing a wrong course....”” (23)

While PL sees Lenin’s strategy as the source of
leader
of the international communist movement.

““The revolutionary movement leaped forward as a
result of the Russian Revolution. For the first time
the mass drive to socialism spread beyond Europe
to every corner of the world. Stalin was the architect
and leader of the world communist movement. He was
the leader of the working class’ first attempt to build
socialism. Because he symbolized the communist re-
volution no man was ever more loved and respected
by the working people in country after country than
was he. Nor was any man ever the target of such
hatred as was directed against him by the world’s
bourgeoisie. If today every political faker must parade
as a believer in socialist principles or risk isolation
from the masses, this is because of Stalin’s leadership
in building the communist movement.”’ (24)

This sets the stage for Road to Revolution III. What
guides PL is one thing and one thing only, that Stalin
must be maintained against Trotsky, evenif this means
attacking Lenin. What PL actually uoesis to turn his-
tory inside out, to attribute to Lenin positions which
were never held by Lenin but by Stalin. The perspective
which PL contends Lenin held, alliances with the bour-
geoisie and the two stage theory of revolution,: were

" actually fought not only by Lenin but later by Trotsky.

What PL actually does is to join with the bourgeois
pundits who seek the roots of the degeneration of the

Soviet Union in Bolshevism and in Lenin’s strategy,_k

who see Stalinism as the direct continuation of Lenin»
ism.

Page 7

THE THEORY OF THE NON-PEASANT PEASANT

PL mounts its case against Lenin on the basis that
he did not understand the peasant question.

““As we said briefly earlier, Soviet concessions
to capitalism were predicated upon the assumption
that the peasantry could not be won immediately to
socialism. In the past, the international communist
movement had sharply differentiated among those who
could be won right off to a socialist program, those
who could be won only after socialism had been es-
tablished, and those who were unwinnable. In general,
the peasantry was relegated to the second category.
Communist theoreticians devoted many treatises to the
peasants’ ‘backward mentality.” Marxist-Leninists
claimed that the peasant was petty-bourgeois, either in
his orientation or in his relation to the mode of pro-
duction. Given this estimate, revolutionaries reasoned
that the peasantry was unwinnable to socialism without
initially passing through a ‘stage’ of bourgeois demo-
cracy....

‘““We believe that virtually all the world’s peasants
and oppressed people are proletarianized. The vast
majority own neither land nor the means of production.
This is certainly the case today, and we believe that it
was also the case during Lenin’s lifetime....By drawing
the conclusion that the peasants could not be won im-
mediately to socialism, by deciding not to put forth
proletarian dictatorship and a socialist program from
the very gtart, communists found themselves making
concession after concession to the bourgeoisie and there-
by hastening the restoration of capitalism.” (my em-
phasis, L.S.J.) (25)

It might come as a big surprise tothose theoreticians
who are churning out the attacks on the Marxist move-
ment, that their theory of the peasantry is neither
unique nor new. Russian Marxism emerged and came
to maturity inits struggle to break free from Narodnism.
The Narodniks, who advocated a “‘peasant socialism”’
based their theories on the mistaken belief that Pussia
could by-pass the capitalist phase of deyelopment and
proceed directly from semi-barbarism to socialism.

Flowing from this theory was the political program
of the Narodniks, who rejected the Marxist position
that the leadership of the struggle for socialism and
against the autocracy lay in the rapidly growing indus-
trial working class of Russia. The Narodniks denied
any economic difference between the wage worker and
small peasant proprietor.

The Narodniks regarded all workers and peasants
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simply as ‘“‘toilers”” and ‘‘exploited ones,”” who were
equally interested in socialism, while Lenin in the

tradition of Marx and Engels saw the peasant as a
petty bourgeois, capable of becoming a socialist only
to the _extent that he either materially or spiritually
ceased being a peasant. With the idealism of the
middle class, the Narodniks saw in the sociological
characterization a dire insult to the peasantry.

The Social Revolutionaries which were a petty bour-
geois party formed in part from a section of the
Narodniks eclectically combined the theories of
Narodnism together with revisionism, or “‘criticism”
of Marxism. Instead of organizing the masses for
revolutionary struggle the Social Revolutionaries sub-
stituted individual terrorism. They failed to perceive
the class distinctions between the proletariat and petty
proprietors; they glossed over the class differentiation
and antagonism within the peasantry, and rejected the
leading role of the proletariat in the revolution. After
October they became part of the forces of counter-
revolution.

In a similar way PL blurs over the class differences.

““The unity of the industrial and the agricultural
proletariats of the world must be the foundation for
the broader alliance that must be forged with middle
peasants, revolutionary students and intellectuals, and
other petty bourgeois forces who can be won to the
banners of socialism. The contradictions between the
proletariat and these petty bourgeois forces are not
antagonistic...”’(my emphasis) (26)

While it is one thing to say that sections of the
middle class can be won to the revolution it is quite
another to say that there is no ‘‘antagonism’’ between
the middle class and the proletariat. What PL is
actually building up to is the denial of the revolutionary
role of the working class. Here is the beginning of this
formulation:

“Lenin argued they (the peasants) were an indis-
pensible reserve for the proletariat....But in fact
imperialism is being destroyed piece-by-piece pre-
sently by these same peasants....We maintain the
facts prove they are a main force of the socialist
revolution.”’ (27)

PL of course is not the same as the Narodniks nor
the Social Revolutionaries which developed histori-
cally in Russia in a country with an enormous pea-
santry. Lenin in fact saw the revolutionary aspect
of the early Narodniks who expressed the coming
agrarian revolution.

PL is another matter. PL raises the question of the
peasantry in order to justify its middle class move-
ment, its alliances with other forces outside the
working class, to justify the position of the American
middle class whose position is now threatened by the
movement of the working class. This is what makes
PL so utterly reactionary.

PL DENIES MATERIALISM

PL’s position denies dialectical materialism, the
whole analysis made by Marx, Engels and Lenin of
the development of capitalism and the relationship
of classes in capitalist society.

On ‘‘Lenin’s Approach to the Peasants and Their
Emancipation’ PL states:

‘““We believe that history teaches and Marxist-Lenin-
ist theory recognizes that the peasantry can be won
to fight for socialism. Marx and Engels indicated this
in the Manifesto, but did not bank on it. Lenin did not
agree.” (28)

According to PL Lenin had a ‘‘very mechanical’’
analysis of the role of the peasantry, ‘‘a fairly me-
chanical application of the relation between base and
superstructure.’’ (29) According to PL:

““There is never complete correlation between base
and superstructure. Nor can every element in the
ideological superstructure be traced back totally to
economic conditions. The pargllel between economic
and ideological development emerges only when dealing
with longer periods of time.”’ (30)

PL then quotes from Engels’ warning about laying
more stress than is due on the economic side.

Although PL attempts to qualify its position on ma-
terialism by continually asserting that the economic
base ‘‘ultimately’’ and in the ‘‘long run’’ determines
consciousness it does this in order to deny material-
ism, to deny that any distinction can be made between
the peasantry and the proletariat, in its relations to
the means of production and in the development of its
consciousness. ‘

While it is true to say that the relationship of base
to superstructure is not a mechanical one and must
be understood as a process, it still remains that while
the ideological factor plays an important part in the
development of society, it is itself previously created
by that development. '

PL attempts to counterpose Marx’s and Engels’ posi-
tion on the question of the peasantry to Lenin’s.

Marx, Engels, and Lenin began first of all not
simply to find a potentially ‘“‘revolutionary’’ class but
first of all to expose the forms of production which
were developing. Once this was done, the historical
tasks before the existing classes, their interrelations,
the limits of political action and program and the
ideologies and theories appropriate to them had to
be analyzed.

Marx analyzed in some detail the development of

the peasantry in France in the revolutionary period
1848-1850:

‘“The small peasants form a vast mass, the mem-
bers of which live in similar conditions, but without
entering into manifold relations with one another,
instead of bringing them into mutual intercourse.” (31)
. While the proletariat’s economic origin constantly
leads it into common struggle, binds it into closer in-
ternal relations, forces it to undergo radicalizing ex-

. fering from exploitation by the landowner and

tarians, at the other.

Lenin also revealed the dual nature of the peasant
as a petty commodity producer—the dual nature of
his economic and political interests of the toiler suf-
the
kulak, which makes him look to the proletariat for
support, and the interests of the owner, which deter-
mine his moves toward the bourgeoisie, his political
instability and vacillation between it and the working

class.
While Lenin understood the tremendous importance

of the peasants’ struggle, he understood that it could
only go forward under the leadership of the working
class.

E THE LAND QUESTION
The only way that PL can make a case for its posi-
tion is really to deny reality, history and the class _
character of the peasantry to the point of saying that

PL claims that peasants, above, meeting with Czarist officials, were not peasants!

periences in industry through the development of the
productive forces (science, communications, tech-
nique), and thrusts it towards the need for independent
political expression of this common experience as a
class, the opposite is true of the small peasants.

The ‘‘revolutionization of the conditions of produc-
tion”” under the bourgeoisie certainly affects the pea-
santry, but, in contrast to the proletariat, in sucha
way as to dissolve or at least to divide it as a class:
some become bigger farmers, but others go down
into the proletariat. Peasant agriculture declines and
stagnates at the side of big industry and large capi-
talist farming for whole historical periods, and the
members of this class eke out their living and pro-
tect their ‘‘independence’ in sharper and sharper
opposition to the other members of their own class.

From time to time they organize collective strug-
gles and protests, which even on the largest scale
end in defeat and despair as long as they are not
combined with the development of the proletarian
revolution.

Then Marx says:

“They are consequently incapable of enforcing their
own class interest in their own name, whether through
parliament or through a convention. They cannot re-
present themselves, they must be represented.”” (32)

This was confirmed in the Paris Commune, in
which the peasantry supported the forces of order
because of their class position and the weakness of the
leadership of the working class.

Lenin in his extensive study of the Development of
Capitalism in Russia, which was written as an ans-
wer to the Narodniks, pointed out that this description

by Marx of the peasantry in France could very well

«

be applied to the Russian peasantry.

The peasantry in Russia was dispersed over the
surface of an immense country, with cities as points
of contact. By itself the peasantry was incapableeven
of formulating its own interests for in each region
they were differently conceived.

Lenin pointed to the break up of the peasantry in Russia
which he saw not as a single class but as one being
torn apart and split up. Under capitalism the peasantry
breaks up into different class groups, with differing
and antithetical interests. The ‘‘erosion’ of the
middle peasantry produces a numerically small but
economically powerful rich peasant (kulak) and a mass
of poor peasants, rural proletarians and semi-prole-

“‘virtually all the world’s peasantry and oppressed
people are proletarianized....We believe that it was
also the case during Lenin’s lifetime.”” PL along the
same lines contends that the ‘‘peasant question” is
“not a land question’’ but ‘‘like unemployment which
it resembles, a class question.”

These contentions are absurd on a number of levels.
First if the peasantry is not a different class with
different interests then there is absolutely no need
to even talk about it or about an ‘‘alliance’ between
it and the working class which PL does.

In asserting this PL makes absolutely no attempt
to prove it. A few pages later it analyzes the break-
up of the peasantry in India today! Even this analysis
does not show that the masses of peasantry in India
are ‘‘proletarianized,” much less deal with the ques-
tion of the peasantry in Russia.

Lenin’s rather extensive work on the question of
the peasantry and agriculture show quite to the con-
trary (see Vol. 3 and Vol. 40 of the Collected Works).
As Lenin pointed out a class of hired agricultural
laborers formed in the course of decades was not
created (in 1903 there were only 3 1/2 million and
some of these also held small plots of land). Rather
the situation that faced Russia consisted of a minority
of workers in industry and an enormous majority of
petty-landowners.

PL must ignore the whole development of capi-
talism internationally, its uneven and combined charac-
ter and above all its expression in Russia. Before
the February Revolution the power of the state resided
in the hands not of the capitalist class as such but
the feudal nobility. The peasant reform of 1861 was
carried out in Russia by an aristocratic and bureau-
cratic monarchy under pressure of the demands of
bourgeois society, but with the bourgeoisie completely
powerless politically. Thus the peasants were only
half liberated and the remnants of serfdom survived.

In England serfdom had disappeared in actual fact
by the end of the fourteenth century—that is, two
centuries before it arose in Russia and four and a
half centuries before it was abolished. The capitalist
development, not forced from the outside, thus had
sufficient time to liquidate the independent peasant
long before the proletariat awoke to political life.

As we have indicated this was not the case of the
Russian peasantry and this is what made the ‘‘peasant
question,” yes, a land que‘s‘tion and, as Lenin pointed
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out, a bourgeois democratic question which because
of its crisis could only be resolved under the leader-
ship of the working class and finally through the estab-
lishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat.

THE STRATEGY OF OCTOBER

Understanding this is really key to the understanding
of the Russian Revolution itself. As Trotsky pointed out:

“If the agrarian problem, as a heritage from the
barbarism of the old Russian history, had been solved
by the bourgeoisie, if it could have been solved by them,
the Russian proletariat could not possibly have come
to power in 1917. In order to realize the Soviet state,
there was required a drawing together and mutual
penetration of two factors belonging to completely
different historic species: a peasant war--that is,
a movement characteristic of the dawn of bourgeois
development—and a proletarian insurrection, the move-

ever, by forcible means, but by the method of example
and by offering social aid for this purpose.

Thus the Bolsheviks, and PL condemns them for
this, did not hesitate to take over the agricultural pro-
gram of the Social Revolutionary Party and give the
“soil hungry’’ .peasants the land. Lenin, unlike PL,
had to face reality but in doing so Lenin did not
accept it but sought a way to transform it.

The opposite of this policy was carried out by the
Hungarian Communists under the leadership of Bela
Kun and John Pepper. Pepper incidentally was later
to come to the U.S. and play a leading role in the
American Communist Party in which he attempted
to put forward a position similar to PL’s—that is,
farmers in the U.S. were the revolutionary force—
as a justification for adaptation to and liquidation into
the Farmer-Labor Party. :

The Hungarian Communists proceeded immediately

""Here’s the next one, Comrade Joe

ment signalizing its decline. That is the essence of 1917.”’
33)

Like the Narodniks, PL is offended by a scien-
tific analysis of the class position of the peasantry
which only reveals its idealism, its own middle class

prejudices and hostility to the working class.
‘(Lenin’s) analysis implies the peasants are in the
main land hungry.”” Later PL condemns Lenin for

fighting for a higher standard of living for the pea-
santry. But it is precisely the struggle not only of
the peasantry but also of the working class for
‘higher living standards’’ which, contrary to PL’s
assumption capitalism cannot provide, forces it
on the road to revolution and socialism.

PL also distorts Lenin’s position in relation to the
peasantry asserting that ‘the core of Lenin’s stra-
tegy’’ is the ‘‘middle peasants’’ for whom he tailored
a policy expressing the ‘‘bourgeois future of the
middle peasant,” (34) rather than to the communist
future of the rural proletarian and poor peasant.

Even in the Two Tactics of Social Democracy on
which PL bases most of its critique, Lenin states
the following:

“The proletariat must carry through to completion
the democratic revolution by uniting to itself the mass
of the peasantry, in order to crush by force the oppo-
sition of the autocracy and to paralyze the instability
of the peasantry and of the bourgeoisie. The prole-
tariat must complete the socialist revolution by uniting
to itself the mass of semi-proletarian elements
in the population, in order to break by force the oppo-
sition of the bourgeoisie and to paralyze the instability
of the peasantry and of the petty bourgeoisie.” (35)

According to Lenin, the Marxist evaluation of the
true position of the peasantry in the capitalist coun-
tries ‘‘inevitably leads to the recognition of the small
peasantry’s blind alley and hopeless position (hope-
less outside the revolutionary struggles of the pro-
letariat against the entire capitalist system).”” (36)

At the same time while Lenin throughout the deve-
lopment of his program for the peasantry emphasized
the necessity for large scale farming and collectiviza-
tion, he also was aware of the dynamic of the peasant
revolution and paid close attention to its demands.
The peasant revolution actually did not develop until
late in 1917. Lenin, like Engels, saw the task in rela-
tion to the small peasants consisting in the trans-
formation of their private property and private owner-
ship into collective production and ownership—not how-

1

upon the establishment of the Soviet republic to socialize
all the land, and, without regard to the sentiments and
aspirations of the masses of poor and middle class
peasants, to inaugurate a large-scale socialist pro-
duction in agriculture overnight. By thus ignoring the
bulk of the peasantry they facilitated the counterrevolu-
tion among the rural population and thereby hurried
the fall of the Soviet Republic. ‘ »

It was precisely Lenin’s understanding of the deve-
lopment of capitalism in Russia (on which PL can say
absolutely nothing) and the relationship of the classes
and their demands that he was able to develop a stra-
tegy for the dictatorship of the proletariat which, while
PL may not think is ‘‘very impressive,”” did estab-
lish the first workers state.

THE DEMOCRATIC DICTATORSHIP

PL then states that Lenin’s position on the peasantry
led him to the formulation of the ‘‘democratic dic-
tatorship of the proletariat and the peasantry.” In
this way PL attempts to show that Lenin held the posi-
tion that there had to be a two stage process in
the revolutionary struggle. In the course of this PL
is forced to deny that a proletarian revolution even
occurred in the Soviet Union.

Beginning with the statement ‘‘Lenin formulated the
following revolutionary strategy,”” PL quotes at length
from Two Tactics of the Social Democracy, particularly
the section on the ““revolutionary democratic dic-
tatorship of the proletariat and the peasantry.’’ It then
concludes: i '

“The ‘democratic dictatorship’ is thus in theory a
temporary, defensive, transitional period designed to
defeat the ‘desperate counter-revolutionary struggle’
in a country not yet ready for socialism. When the
struggle against the autocracy is finished the need for
the ‘democratic dictatorship’ is over and the time for
building socialism is at hand. The country is not ready
for socialism because the Marxist-Leninists have little
influence over the masses. Butdespite this a revolution
is imminent, and ‘since we are out to fight, we must
desire victory.” This is the context of Lenin’s strategy.

“In no way does this describe the reality of any of
today’s struggles. If it did, the right thing for us to do
would be what the Bolsheviks actually did do—extend our
influence by winning working people to socialism. As
history actually unfolded it was the fact that communists
took and held power on a ‘democratic dictatorship’
program that made a Paris Commune typeof state im-

possible—impossible until the peasants could be won to
socialism. But what the peasants were won to (because
that is how socialism became defined in life) was higher
living standards. In other words, instead of the
‘democratic dictatorship’ giving way to socialism, the
democratic dictatorship gradually overwhelmed and
finally replaced socialism—in the name of socialism.
We regard this as an inevitable outcome of the demo-
cratic dictatorship, for this has happened every time.”
37

( &ow in fact, we must ask these theoreticians,
was it possible to establish socialism if what oc-
cured in Russia was not the proletarian dictator-
ship but the democratic dictatorship?

To such lengths these people must go that they
must wipe out completely everything that happened
since 1905. When Lenin wrote Two Tactics he felt
that the revolution in Russia would be a bourgeois
democratic one. But he was also expressing the
peculiar development of the struggle in Russia.
Russia’s development was first of all notable for
its backwardness. But this does not mean, and Lenin
never viewed it as such, that Russia would have to
repeat in full the development of capitalism in the
West. The rise of capitalism late in Russia created
an utterly different and ‘‘combined” development
in which the most highly developed achievements
of capitalist technique and structure are integrated
into the social relations of feudal and pre-feudal
barbarism, transforming and dominating them, fash-
ioning a unique relationship of classes.

Understanding this Lenin gave expression to the
peculiar character of the Russian Revolution in the
formula ‘‘the democratic dictatorship of the prole-
tariat and peasantry.” This formula, in itself, as the
future development showed, could acquire meaning
only as a stage towards the socialist dictatorship
of the proletariat supported by the peasantry. Lenin’s
formulation has absolutely nothing to do with that
of the Mensheviks which said that Russia would
have to repeat the history of the advanced nations,
with the bourgeoisie in power and the social demo-
crats in opposition before it could move toward

socialism.
To the Mensheviks’ idea of a union between the

proletariat and the liberal bourgeoisie, Lenin counter-
posed the idea of a union between the proletariat and
the peasantry. In this sense Lenin’s formulation re-
presented a step forward, understanding that the
agrarian revolution rather than constitutional reform
would be the central task of the revolution, and in-
dicating the only realistic combination social forces
that could fulfill this task.

The weak point of Lenin’s concept was its in-
herently contradictory notion, the democratic dicta-
torship of the proletariat and peasantry. Lenin em-
phasized the basic limitations of the dictatorship
when he called it “bourgeois.” Lenin saw the vic-
tory of the Russian Revolution as giving a tremen-
dous impetus to the international _socialist revolu-
tion in the West that would enable the Russian prole-
tariat to come to the conquest of power ina com- .
paratively brief historical period.

Trotsky in this period formulated the theory of
the permanent revolution. He held that the victory
of the democratic revolution in Russia was conceiv-
able only in the form of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat leaning on the peasantry. Trotsky thus em-

 phasized the necessity for proletarian leadership in

the revolutionary alliance between the working class
and the peasantry. According to Trotsky the demo-
cratic revolution would grow over into the socialist
revolution.

Lenin’s perspective of the democratic dictatorship
was put to the test in the Russian Revolution and it
was at this point that Lenin and Trotsky came together
on the theory of permanent revolution. It is this and
Lenin’s April Theses that are completely left out
of PL’s analysis.

Was Lenin’s position in October, as PL contends,
the democratic dictatorship? That was the position
of the Bolshevik Party in Russia at the time. But
after Lenin arrived following the February Revolu-
tion, he fought for a sharp change in the party’s
perspective. This is embodied in his April Theses:

“The passing of state power from one class to
another is the first, the principle, the basic sign of
a revolution, both in the strictly scientific and in
the practical political meaning of that term.

““To this extent, the bourgeois, or the bourgeois-
democratic, revolution in Russia is complete.

“But at this point we hear a clamour of protest
from people who readily class themselves ‘old Bol-
sheviks.’ Didn’t we always maintain, they say, that
the bourgeois democratic revolution is completed
only by the °‘revolutionary democratic dictatorship
of the proletariat and the peasantry?’ Is the agrarian
revolution, which is also a bourgeois-democratic
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revolution. completed? Is it not a fact, on the con-
trary, that it has not even started.

‘“‘My answer is: The Bolshevik slogans and ideas
on the whole have been confirmed by history; but
concretely things have worked out differently; they
are more original, more peculiar, more variegated
than anyone could have expected.

““To ignore or overlook this fact would mean taking
after those ‘old Bolsheviks’ who more than once
already have played so regrettable a role in the
history of our Party by reiterating formulas sense-
lessly learned by rote instead of studying the specific
features of the new and living reality.

‘““The revolutionary-democratic dictatorship of the
proletariat and the peasantry’ has already become a
reality in the Russian revolution, for this formula
envisages only a relation of classes, andnota concrete
political institution implementing this relation, this
cooperation. ‘The Soviet of Workers and Soldiers

Leon Trotsky.

Deputies’~there you have the ‘revolutionary-demo-
cratic dictatorship of the proletariat and the peasantry’
already accomplished in reality.

““This formula is already antiquated. Events have
moved it from the realm of reality...

““A new and different task now faces us: to effect
a split within this dictatorship between the proletarian
elements (the anti-defencist, internationalist ‘com-
munist’ elements, who stand for a transition to the
commune) and the small proprietor or petty bourgeois
elements (Chkheidze, Tsereteli, Steklov, the Social
Revolutionaries and the other revolutionary defencists,
who are opposed to moving towards the commune and
are in favor of ‘supporting’ the bourgeois government).

““The person who now speaks only of a ‘revolutionary-
democratic dictatorship and the peasantry’ is behind
the times, consequently, he has in effect gone over
to the petty bourgeoisie against the proletarian class
struggle; that person should be consigned to the
archive of ‘Bolshevik’ pre-revolutionary antiques (it
may be called the archive of ‘Old Bolsheviks’).”’ (38)

Lenin was opposed by his own central committee
on this question and called a ‘‘Trotskyist.”” It was
only through his struggle to get this perspective
adopted that the October Revolution was possible.

Lenin fought against all those who wanted to support
the Provisional Government and proposed that the
party break immediately from all the petty bourgeois
forces. The revolutionary struggles were to be led
by the proletariat organized separately from the
peasantry but leading it in the socialist revolution.

Among those ‘‘old Bolsheviks,” and this PL dares
not mention, was none other than the ‘“‘world com-
munist leader’’—Joseph Stalin. In other words it was
not Lenin but Stalin who clung to this formulation.
Before Lenin arrived in Russia, Stalin had given full
support to the slogan of ‘‘support to the Provisional
Government.”’

In other words it was Stalin who put forward the

“perspective of the two stage theory and advocated

support to the bourgeoisie.

Stalin at one point was even forced to admit that
his position in the first weeks after the February
Revolution was wrong. ‘. . .This position was ut-
terly erroneous, for it begot pacifist illusions, poured
water on the mill of defencism and hampered the
revolutionary education of the masses. In those days
1 shared this erroneous illusion with other Party com-
rades, and completely renounced it only in the middle
of April, when I endorsed Lenin’s Theses.” (Collected
Works, Vol. 6, p. 348). (39)

This admission made by Stalin was later denied in
the official Stalinist history of the Bolshevik Party
in 1938, the Short Course. In dealing with the April,

1917 period it states:

““Stalin, who had just returned from exile, Molotov
and others together with the majority of the Party,
upheld a policy of no-confidence in the Provisional
Government, opposed the partisans of the war, and
called for an active struggle for peace, a struggle
against the imperialist war.”” (40)

The Bolsheviks under the leadership of Lenin and
Trotsky organized the revolutionary overthrow of
capitalism, establishing a dictatorship of the prole-
tariat for the first time.

Soon thereafter Lenin also began the task of con-
structing a Communist International to carry forward
the struggle for socialism internationally.

It was Stalin who later revived ‘‘the democratic
dictatorship of the proletariat and the peasant’’ after
he had renounced the struggle for world revolution
and was pursuing the utopian and reactionary perspec-
tive of “‘socialism in one country.”

l Nikolai Bukharin.

First of all Stalin used this theory of the two
stages in order to justify his support to Chiang
Kai-Shek and the Kuomintang in the first Chinese
Revolution. It is not on Lenin’s perspective but on
Stalin’s that Mao’s New Democracy is based.

PL’S ATTACK ON THE NEP

PL completely evades the role of Stalin after
October in order again to seek the roots of revision-
ism and the degeneration of the Soviet Union in Lenin.

‘““After the revolution, Russia was decimated...the
Bolsheviks undertook the task of building the first
socialist society. Before long, the leaders of the party
decided that the slow pace of socialist construction
would lead to ruination. They contended that the
revolution would go down to defeat unless they could
win the ‘more advanced’ members of the old ruling
class to co-operate in building the workers’ states...
Therefore, sweeping class concessions were in order,
Accordingly in the twenties, the Bolsheviks began

"implementing a policy known as NEP (National Economic

Program). (sic). . .The seeds of capitalist restoration
were already inherent in the NEP. They did not bear
fruit in the Soviet Union simply because Stalin made
certain errors or because Khrushchev was a usurper.
Like everyone else, Stalin made certain mistakes,
some of them more serious than others; and the
title of usurper is almost too generous for Khrush-
chev. But although these may be facts, they tell only
part of the story. The devil theory won’t work.” (41)

The New Economic Policy was announced by Lenin
and was instituted in the Soviet Union in 1921. Prior
to 1921, from the period of civil war beginning in
1918, the Soviet economy was under ‘“‘military com-
munism.”” All industry was nationalized and the central
state controlled the economy. The Bolsheviks had
hoped to go from military communism necessitated
by the civil war to genuine communism.

However, reality came intoincreasing conflict with
the program of military communism. Production de-
clined. The city demanded grain and raw material from
the rural districts, giving nothing in exchange but
pieces of paper. The peasant buried his produce
underground. When the government sent out armed
workers detachments, the peasants destroyed the grain.

All along the Bolsheviks had counted onand hoped for
an early victory of the revolution in the West and in
particular Germany, which would supply the Soviet
Union with machines and manufactured goods and skilled
workers. The most urgent task of the NEP was to mend
the economic relations with the rural districts, to mend
the alliance between the working class and the peasantry.
The retreat sounded by Leninwiththe NEP was to allow
a breathing spell during which, while waiting for the

decisive aid of the European revolution, Russia could

construct her industries, electiify and modernize them,
and establish a more harmonious relationship with the
mass of her population, the peasantry. It was not as
PL puts it to ““win’’> over the bourgeoisie.

Lenin proposed a policy of substituting a tax in kind
for requisitions; ofallowing the peasant to dispose of his
surplus within the limits of *‘local trade;” of allowing
the development of capitalist concessions to ade-
limited extent. This was termed state capitalism, onthe
basis that state capitalism was a higher economic form
than that which prevailed in most of agricultural Russia.
The workers state retained control of the nationalized
key industries, state banking, nationalization of the land,
monopoly of foieign trade.

While the NEP contained dangers of capitalist res-
toration, they were far from inevitable as PL contends.
The decisive question was the questionof Soviet leader-
ship, of the direction towards industrialization and the
struggle for the world revolution.

It is wrong as PL contends that the dictatorship of
the proletariat automatically establishes ‘‘socialism.”
This is complete idealism for socialism as defined
by Marxists is a level of development of the produc-
tive forces higher than capitalism. The Soviet Union
was in a period of transition in an isolated workers
state whose level of development was not even as high
as capitalism. While the NEP was a retreat (and re-
treats contrary to the dreamers in the middle class
are sometimes necessary), as outlined by Lenin it
opened the way to the development of the Soviet econ-
omy and the transition to socialism.

The dangers inherent in the NEP were increased to
the point of threatening the destruction of the workers
state not as an inevitable result of the plan but by
the bureaucracy, represented by Stalin. After Lenin’s
death Stalin adapted conservatively and empirically
to the situation facing the workers state, enunciating the
theory that ‘‘socialism could be built in a single coun-
try.”

Rather than beginning as Lenin had warned with the
process of industrialization which would lay the basis
for the development of agriculture, its mechanization
and collectivization, Stalin’s theoretician, Bukharin
developed the slogan ‘‘face to the country.”” This was
a turning to the kulak with the slogan ‘‘get rich.”
Agricultural taxes fell upon the poor.

In 1925 Stalin, who even in Lenin’s day had opposed
the monopoly of trade, began to prepare for the dena-
tionalization of the land and had a law drawn up to
that effect.

Beginning in 1923 Trotsky and what was to become
the Left Opposition began a struggle against Stalin
outlining a program for the development of the Soviet
economy along the lines Lenin had indicated. Trotsky
was denounced as a ‘‘super-industrializationist’ and
his recommendation for planning the economy was
laughed at.

““As late as April 1927, Stalin asserted at a plenary
meeting of the Central Committee that to attempt to
build the Dnieperstroy hydroelectric station would be
the same thing for us as for a muzhik to buy a gramo-
phone instead of a cow. This winged aphorism summed
up the whole program. It is worth noting that during
those years the bourgeois press of the whole world,
and the social-democratic press after it, repeated
with sympathy the official attribution to the ‘Left
Opposition’ of ‘industrial romanticism.””’ (42)

In early 1928 the Soviet state was threatened with
the revolt of the kulak and the starvation of the wor-
king class. The Left Opposition was thrown into jail
and exiled. Stalin six years later implemented the
five year plan of the Left Opposition. After having
fed and nurtured the kulak, the bureaucracy went over
to complete collectivization. The resistance of the
peasantry to these rather sudder and enforced moves
was mass plundering. The working class was forced
to work under unbelievable conditions and famine swept
the country. Stalin came very close to causing the
collapse of the Soviet power.

Herein lie the roots of revisionism and the degene-
ration of the Soviet Union, in the bureaucracy and its
expression, Stalinism. Stalin’s reactionary perspective
of ‘‘socialism in one country’’ endangered the Soviet
Union and betrayed the struggle of the working class
internationally.

It is not in Leninism but in Stalinism that the basis
for capitalist restoration lies.

It was Trotsky and the Left Opposition which took
up the struggle against the bureaucracy. But it is
precisely this struggle PL cannot face up to. Thus
PL must attack Lenin in order to maintain Stalin.
But this is more than a question of a single document,
it is a complete break with any connection with the

history of Marxism and a break from the working
class. Before PL is finished it must destroy not only

October but the international strategy developed by
Lenin for new Octobers.



June 14, 1971

BULLETIN

Page {1

Democfacy
& Revolution

DEMOCRACY AND REVOLUTION.
By George Novack. Pathfinder
Press. New York. 1971. 286 pages.
$2.95.

This most recent book of Novack’s,
who is the leading theoretician of
the revisionist Socialist Workers
Party, must be assessed within the
context of the further degeneration
of his party. The book is on the
surface an historical summary of
those regimes that can be called
political democracy, especially
bourgeois democracy and its mani-

festation in the United States. The -

book purports to be a defense of
democracy historically and a defense
of socialism which is viewed as the
highest expression of democracy.

It is not irrelevant to note that the book
is written in the form of a continuing
discussion between a ‘‘Marxist’’ and a
iiberal who both agree that democracy
is good, but who disagree on the proper
way to insure and extend democracy.
Novack tries to convince the liberal that
bourgeois parliamentary democracy has
historically been the product of revolu-
tions, that therefore revolutions and re-
forms are not diametrically opposed, and
that the fight against “‘tyranny’’ and the
extension of democracy requires a third
revolution in America, a socialist revolu-
tion that would extend the democratic
spirit of 1776 and the Civil War. The
struggle for socialism is viewed as a
logical extension of the struggle for de--
mocracy.

PRAGMATIC

Since Novack purports to be a Marxist,
he tries to ‘‘defend’’ certain orthodox
positions. The trouble is that his method
has nothing to do with Marxism and
everything to do with pragmatism. As
a result, his defense of these positions
is just a cover for an attack on Marxism.

He feels that one can pick and choose
certain ‘‘progressive’’ aspects of bour-
geois democracy, such as trial by jury,
universal suffrage, etc., and weigh them
against the ‘“‘bad’’ aspects, primarily the
economic exploitation class society en-
genders beneath the political superstruc-
ture, imperialist enslavement of other
peoples, wars, etc. Weighing these

different features in the balance, he
concludes that what is needed is a system

that retains the good features and purges
the bad features out of society.
Furthermore, the continued existence
of capitalism means that even the good
features of parliamentary democracy are
constantly threatened by military dictator-
ship and fascism. Using <his sort of logic,

the socialist revolution is portrayed as a
defensive action in the service of ‘‘true
democracy.”

Novack is incapable of seeing bourgeois
democracy in its totality and its historical
development. The ‘‘progressive’’ features
of bourgeois democracy were ‘‘progres-
sive’® only as long as capitalism itself
was. progressive, i.e. up to the First
World War. To speak of the progressive
features of bourgeois democracy today
isolates. the very episodic and unstable
political forms of rule from the degener-
ation of capitalist society as a whole.
That does not mean that we are indif-
ferent as to whether we liveunder fascism
or bourgeois democracy, but the struggle
against fascism is the struggle against
capitalism and is not the defense of
the bourgeois democracy.

To defend capitalism in any form is the
surest way to lead the working class to
fascism, as was shown in Spain in the
1930s. That means that the working class
must be an independent force led by a
revolutionary party in a struggle for
power, and only within that context taking
up the defense of democratic rights as a
class issue. Novack poses the independent
mobilization of the working class for
power only as the result of a protracted
struggle for democratic rights which is
finally resolved by the realization of the
working class that fighting within the
framework of capitalism is no way to
achieve their aims, and therefore some-
thing else is needed to defend and extend
democracy, i.e. socialism.

MATERIALISM

Novack does not begin with an analysis
of developments in the economic founda-
tions of society and its political reflection
in the constantly shifting relations between
all the classes in society.

Novack tries to make use of the fact
that the political forms of a socicty do

not directly correspond to its social foun-

dations to divorce these political forms
altogether from their social foundations.
Thus, while paying lip service to the con-
nection between the social foundations of
society and its political life, he essentially
sees the development of democratic
regimes in an idealist manner as the
result of the desires for more democracy
of certain classes and people. Thus, the
struggle for socialism in the United States
is given the following scenario:

‘““They (the Marxists) predict that the
harder the masses press and the more
concessions they exact, the more obdurate
and tyrannical the financial oligarchy will
become. The sharpening of their differ-
ences will ultimately force a showdown
on the issue of democracy (our emphasis)
in a revolutionary way, as happened in
1776 and 1861.” (pp. 210) ‘

_ dialectical,

Behind the movement of the working
class (or the ‘‘masses’ as Novack says)
is not seen the struggle by the working
class to maintain their standard of living
in the face of economic attacks by the
employer class which must necessarily
go over into political attacks against the
independence of the trade unions, but
simply a desire for more democracy which
feeds upon itself, spreading like +some
disease, and being resolved only through
revolution.

STATE
Beginning with what is clearly a liberal
outlook let us see where Novack ends up
on that most critical of questions for
Marxists—the state. Novack argues that the
state under socialism will beahigher form
of democracy than any capitalist regime

has yet achieved. In stressing the term’

“‘democracy’’ he deliberately obscures the
discontinuity, the leap that takes place
from capitalism to socialism.

He quotes the historian Forrest Mc-
Donald to buttress his case of the conti-
nuity between bourgeois democracy and
socialism:

‘“The American Revolution was only a
beginning in teaching men the process,
but once it "was done—once the vulgar
overstepped the bonds of property and got
away with it—there was nological stopping
place. Common Sense led unerringly to
Valmy, and Valmy to Napoleon, and Na-
poleon to the revolution of 1830, and that
to the Revolutions of 1848, and those to
the Paris Commune of 1871, and that to
the Bolshevik Revolution, and that to the
African and Asian Revolution in expec-
tations, and those to eternity.”’ (pp. 204-5)

On the contrary however, the year 1848
marks a discontinuity between two dif-
derent kinds of revolutionary upsurge.
The period after 1848 is marked by the
emergence of the working class. as an
independent force on the arena of world
history, fighting for its own interests
against the bourgeoisie and their state.
The revolutionary upsurges from 1848 to
the present mark the dialectical develop-
ment of the working class as the only
progressive class in society and not, as
Novack implies, ‘‘the logic of democracy.”’
His conception ofthe struggle for socialism
being an extension of the consistent strug-
gle for democracy is a completely non-
evolutionist approach that
harkens back to Bernstein and Kautsky
and has its political manifestation in
reformism.

LENIN

Novack carries this open break with
Marxism in his discussion on the nature
of the state. He tries to convince the
reader that a healthy workers state will
be more democratic than any bourgeois
parliamentary democracy. He sees the
difference therefore, as a quantitative
difference. Lenin however, in State and
Revolution insisted on the qualitative leap
distinguishing the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat from all previous political
regimes.

“...the state must inevitably be a state
that is democratic in a new way (for the
proletariat and the propertyless in gen-
eral) and dictatorial in a new way (against
the bourgevisie)’’ (p. 41 Foreign Lang-
uage Press) .

Furthermore, although Novack may pro-
test to the contrary, it is clear that he
conceives that the proletariat cantake over
the old state apparatus and use it to their
own ends, directly attacking Marx and
Lenin who insisted that the old state
apparatus had to be completely smashed
and replaced by a new state of armed
workers. Thus, he writes:

“‘Lenin proposed to curb the repressive
and reactionary role of these parasitic
organs of the old state by handing over
their functions to the people themselves,
or at least for the interim period, placing
them under the unremitting surveillance
of the masses...

“The police were to be stripped of all
political functions and made responsible

for their conduct to the workers’ councils.”’
(p. 228)

In other words, Novack has the con-
ception that the old state apparatus does
not have to be completely smashed, but
can, givén the supervision of the masses,
be used by the working class in establish-
ing their power. Lenin never held anything
of the kind and it is an outright slander
to ascribe such a position to him. What
Novack is driving at very concretely can
be glimpsed in a small aside early in
the book: -

““...Revolutionaries must control the
army or soonet or later the reactionaries
among the officers will suppress the
revolution—a lesson- which the Algerians
led by Ben Bella learned to their sorrow
more than a century and a half later.”’

~ (p. 80)

So the reason for the failure of the
Algerian revolution was that. Ben Bella,
a bourgeois nationalist relying on the
petty bourgeoisie for his support, not
only did not smash the bourgeois state,
but failed to use its apparatus for revo-
lutionary .ends. Perhaps Novack feels that
the SWP’s campaign of community control
of police will succeed where Ben Bella
failed.

Further he writes, still claiming to
develop Lenin’s exposition:

“The proletarian power would have to
make a conscious break with the evils
of parliamentarism, ‘the congressional
racket,” as it is called in the United
States, by narrowing as far as possible
the gap between the legislative and execu-
tive powers.” (p. 229)

But again, Lenin does not speak of
narrowing the gap between the legislative
and executive, but as Marx wrote of the
Commune, the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat needs:

‘‘...A working, nota parliamentary body,
executive and legislative at the same
time.”

Finally, let us sce what Novack has to
say about the Popular Front, a question
that has always divided revolutionaries
from counterrevolutionaries.

He writes:

“In case of civil war it is imperative
to distinguish between the camp of overt
counterrevolution and any section of the
bourgeoisie and petty bourgeoisie which
actually take the field to fight the fascists.
It is permissible and may be imperative
to effect a practical alliance with such
elements.”

He then lists certain conditions for such
a “‘united front.”

““It has to be made without confusing the
political programs andaims of the different
classes, without entering any political
coalitions with the liberals which sub-
ordinate the class struggle to their stipu-
lations and restrictions and without
teaching the workers to trust in the re-
liability of their temporary ally.”” (p.172)

Novack does not rule out entering a
political coalition with the bourgeoisie,
but only one “‘which does not subordinate
the class struggle to their stipulations
and restrictions.”” We should like to ask
Mr. Novack just when has there ever
been a coalition with the bourgeoisie
which did not subordinate the class struggle
to their stipulations and restrictions, and
how could this be possible? What other
grounds would any section of the bour-
geoisie have for entering into a political
alliance with the working class?

We have here, in Novack’s own, enig-
matic manner, a defense of the policies
of the popular front. As the SWP looks to
form new coalitions with liberals and
capitulates to the Stalinists, Novack’s
book must be seen as an announcement
of their future political intentions. That
is, why he is so concerned with making
socialism seem palatable to the liberals.

The old orthodox cover is being dropped
and the SWP is revealed as the modern-
day Kautskys. Let us remember that
Kautsky was not just ‘‘wrong.”’ He sup-
ported imperialist war and he joined the
bourgeoisie against the young Russian

workers state.

s e ——
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England

SLL Holds 13th Congress

Gerry Healy, National Secretary of the
SLL addresses 13th Annual Congress.

BY MELODY FARROW

The Socialist Labour League,
British section of the Fourth In-
ternational, concluded its 13th
Annual Congress May 30, just one
day before a strike ofblastfurnace-
men closed down steel production
throughout England.

The increasing resistance of workers in
Britain and throughout Europe to rising
unemployment and rising prices can now
quickly turn into a massive revolutionary
upsurge even greater than the May-June
French General Strike of 1968.

Since the Tories came topowerone year
ago there has been a sharp turnby masses
of workers and sections of the middle
class against Tory policies. Every election
promise the Tories made—to stop infla-
tion, reduce unemployment and bring back
prosperity—has been broken. Prices have
gone up 30% in one year andovera million
are unemployed. :

The British workers have expressed
their desire to get rid of the Tories
in the massive votes for the Labour
Party in the recent municipal elections
and by-elections: where Labour won in
three towns—Southampton, Goole, and
Bromsgrove.

These developments confirm the cor-
rectness of the program of the Socialist
Labour League, which fought from the day
after the Tory election to expose and
defeat the Tory government.

Now, Heath’s intention to bring Britain
into the Common Market, which will mean
the destruction of the living standards of
British workers, has strengthened the
determination of the working class to fight
the Tories. '

The SLL’s Congress unanimously passed
a manifesto which begins:

NO to the Industrial. Relations Bill.

NO to unemployment.

NO to the Common Market.

““The Tory government can be forced to
resign and the working class is ready to
force it to resign!”’ :

HATRED

Noting the rising flood of hatred for the
Tories the manifesto continues:

““These results are absolute proof of the
correct and principled line of the Socialist
Labour League. We warned then (June 1970)
that the all out attack on living standards,
the introduction of anti-union legislation,
mass unemployment and entry into the
Common Market would make it necessary
to organize the whole working class to
defeat the Tory goverpment. We cam-
paigned since October 1970 to call a
General Strike to make the Tories resign.

‘““The Tories are ruling without the
consent of the people. The Labour Party
and TUC (British equivalent of AFL-CIO)
must hold special conferences to lay im-
mediate plans for bringing down the
government and forcing a General
Election.”

HEALY

Gerry Healy, SLL national secretary,
told those assembled:

‘““The Common Market today is the
beginning of the organized counter-revolu-
tion by the master class of Europe.

‘“We can only fight the Common Market
by building up our own revolutionary

organizations as part of the Fourth Inter-
national and by leading the working class
in the struggle for the United Socialist
States of Europe.”’

REVISIONISTS

He stated that the policies of revision-
ism which led to the betrayals in Ceylon
and to adulation of an anti-working class
petty bourgeois regime in Cuba as well
as Mao’s counter-revolutionary actions in
Pakistan had been clearly exposed.

Healy concluded:

‘“Now we can come out of isolation, now
we can build an international center to
exchange experiences and to intervene in
all the struggles of the working class
internationally. Now we can build the
Fourth International into the world party
of revolution.””

OClI

Fraternal greetings were brought to the
Congress by Francois Demassot, from the
Organization Communiste International-
iste, French section of the International
Committee of the Fourth International.

In order to bring Britain into the Com-
mon Market Heath must destroy the inde-
pendence and militancy of the working
class which threaten his plans to consoli-
date European capital on the backs of a
docile labor force.

This is why the Tories are going full
steam ahead with passage of the Industrial
Relations Bill which would *“‘register”
unions with the state, completely control
wages and penalize unions for strikes.
If this Bill is passed without a fight from
the unions it would mean the end of free
unions in Britain and a big step towards
dictatorship.

Lord Cooper, head of Britain’s third
largest union, the General and Municipal

Workers Union, had announced he will
register his union under the Bill despite
the stand of the TUC that nounionis to re-
gister. . :

This action by Cooper which has not
even been denounced by the rest of the
labor bureaucracy opens‘the door to other
right wing union leaders to hand the ranks
over to the Tories and eventually fascist
rule.

The SLL has fought day in and day out
in its daily paper, the Workers Press to
expose these leaders who are following in
the footsteps of the labor leaders in Ger-
many, who refused to fight the fascists in
the only way possible—with adirect strug-
gle for power.

The consistent fight of the SLL is
winning wider and wider sections of
workers to its banner. In answer to the
capitalist crisis and the attacks on the
workers the SLL has called for the fol-
lowing actions:

Emergency Labour Party and TUC Con-
ferences to discuss defeat of the anti-
union law, Common Market and unemploy-
ment. .

Make the TUC and union leaders call
a General Strike to force the Tories to
resign.

Re-elect a Labour government pledged
to socialist policies, to restore full em-
ployment, cuts in social service and to
legislate a Charter of Basic Rights for
workers.

Now the National Union of Vehicle
Builders has passed a resolution for a
General Election and the Building Trades
workers have gone on record against
entry into the Common Market.

It is the uncompromising fight of the
SLL for these demands and against all
the betrayers of the fight against the
Tories that has enabled the SLL to make
the revolutionary alternative, Trotskyism,
a reality in Britain.

CITY LABOR . . .

(Continued From Page 3)
the pension plan negotiated be-
tween District Council 37, repre-
senting 120,000 city workers, and
the city, which would allow re-
tirement after 20 years at half
pay, and after 40 years work at
full pay.

The killing of the pension plan
would completely wipe out col-
lective » bargaining for all city
employees, and thus be a big step
in crushing the powerful city labor
movement, and pushing through
the 90,000 layoffs of city workers
planned by Lindsay and Rocke-
feller.

Lindsay immediately got an
injunction from the State Supreme
Court against DC 37 and the
Teamsters. Governor Rockefel-
ler joined with him in calling the

STEEL . . .

(Continued From Page 3)
ding up under the feet of the
local leaders, the Daily World
“reports’> that many workers
in steel and copper are ‘‘scep-

tical”” and that steel locals
are ‘‘cool”” toward the alumi-
num settlement. The CP is

very careful to avoid at all
costs stating where THEY stand
or exposing the sellout iole of
Abel. The furthest thing from
their minds is fighting for a
real alternative as represented
by the demand for $2.00 an hour
now.

Another group which attempts
to cloud the central importance
of the wage demand and todivert
the rank and file from a
fight against the Abel leadership,
is the Progressive Labor Party,
a “‘left’” Stalinist cousin of the

UNEMPLOYMENT . . .

strike ‘‘irresponsible’” and a-
greed to call out the Guard when
required. -

Striking workers are threat-
ened with fines under the Taylor
Law, and bridge workers are
being threatened with criminal
action for removing gears and
fuses from the bridges to pre-
vent their being used.

ARMY

The Army Corps of Engineers
was brought in, but as of evening
only seven of the bridges were
operating again.

The injunctions, threats of
fines and jail, police guards, and
the plans being laid to call out
the National Guard show the fear
and vulnerability of the capitalist
class.

Stalinist Communist Party.
Last week, steelworker suppor-
ters of the Workers League at-
tempted to bring their program
for $2.00 an hour now into the
so-called “‘national rank and
file steel workers conference’’
called by PLP inChicago. These
workers were bureaucratically
forced to leave the conference
under threat of physical violence.

In the course of'the conference
attended by about twenty-five
people, an estimated one half of
them actual steelworkers ofany
kind, PL’s wage demand finally
emerged. What this amounts to
is exactly one and one half cents
more than Abel’s demand of $1.10
for the top grades and ten and
one half more for the bottom,
over the three year contract!

In a press conference today,
Lindsay complained about the fact
that the strike was carried out
“in the middle of the night.”
He is terrified that one morning
he will wake up and find the whole
city under the control of the
workers.

This is what is now posed. The
question of general strike action
is now first on the agenda.

FEAR
Lindsay, Rockefeller and the

‘Repu,blicans and Democrats in Al-

bany are not the only ones who
are afraid.

At every point, the labor bu-
reaucracy has expressed its fear
of the groundswell
ranks for a general strike. They
are doing everything in their
power to hold back this move-
ment, and to maintain their re-
lations with the capitalist class.

This strike takes place as the
city labor movement is threat-
ened with decimation, with 90,000
jobs being slashed and a quarter
of city workers facing unemploy-
ment. ‘

Under tremendous pressure
from his ranks, John Delury,
head of the Sanitationmen’s union
has called for a general strike,

if one city worker is laid off."

The third largest local of DC
37, the SSEU, has mandated its
leadership to fight for a general
strike, and to take this fight into
DC 37.

At the DC 37 Delegates meet-
ing tonight, it was voted to ‘‘es-
calate the strike.”” But at a time
when four locals are out on strike
over a pension plan which affects
all 120,000 workers in DC 37,
and more, Gotbaum refuses to
call them all out.

among the-

(Continued From Page 5)
one way ticket to Vietnam or
the bread-line for those whoare
fortunate enough to make it
back.

Even an academic economist,
Paul Weinstein of the University
of Maryland is forced to admit,
“Even when men are able to
transfer their skills, in only
about half the cases does the
service training bring more pay
or responsibility. The old re-
cruiting poster that says ‘Join
Up and Learn a Trade’ is a
farce.”

CRASH
Following the release of the
May unemployment figures,

Presidential economics adviser
Herbert Stein repeated his fore-
cast that unemployment would be
“much lower”” ayear from now.
But despite Mr. Stein’s pathetic
effort to be ‘‘optimistic,”” along
with the continued rise in the
wholesale price index for May,

.tor Gotbaum

the ruling class has now em-
barked on a course that can only
lead to a deepening of the re-
cession with the prospects of
a worldwide crash and mass un-
employment on a larger scale
than even in the 1930s.

NO WAY OUT

For the capitalists—the ban-
kers and the government repre-
senting their interests—there is
no way out except a war on the
unions, preparation for massive
unemployment and fascist dic-
tatorship.

PROGRAM

The fight against unemploy-
ment and in defense ofthe unions
now requires that the fight for an
independent party of labor based
on the interests ofall workers be
formed immediately. A real
program against unemployment
and inflation must be taken into
the unions and the fight for a
labor party.

e Four day week at 5 days
pay for‘all workers

® No layoffs of government
employees—prepare a general
strike of all labor to stop threa-
tened layoffs.

e Unemployment compen-
sation for all workers at full
trade union wages for the entire
period of unemployment

® Escalator clauses in all
union contracts to counteractin-
flation

~® Nationalization without
compensation of all industries
that go bankrupt or say they
must lay off workers to stay in
business—workers committees
to operate these companies.
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Argentine Kidnapping

United Secretariat On Collision Course

BY TIM WOHLFORTH

THE SIMMERING DISPUTE within
the United Secretariat—the inter-
national body encompassing Ernest
Mandel and the Socialist Workers
Party—over guerrilla warfare has
now exploded into the open over
the Argentine kidnapping and the
role of the IMG group in England.

Interncontinental Press, interna-
tional organ of the SWP, has been
forced to confirm that the recent
kidnapping in Argentina was, as
the Bulletin stated last week, car-
ried out by a section of the United
Secretariat. They do this in a
backhanded way by printing un-
critically various press accounts
on the action of the ERP (People’s
Revolutionary Army) which kid-
napped Stanley Sylvester who
manages the Swift meatpacking plant
in Rosario, Argentina. They state:

““The leaders of the ERP, in a state-
ment published in the January-February
issue of the Buenos Aires magazine
Cristianismo y Revolucion (Christianity
and Revolutiony, reported that the ERP
was set up by the Partido Revolucionario
de los Trabajadores (Revolutionary Wor=-
kers Party—the Argentine section of the
Fourth International). Their party ad-
vanced, they said, ‘incorporating the ex-
perience of the continental revolution
in the decade of the seventies, incor-
porating and discussing the principles
of ‘‘Maoism’’ and the propositions. of
““Marighelism’’ and of the ‘‘Tupamaros”’
this indicating its permanent radicaliza-
tion.””?

MORENO
If we add a few more background
elements to the picture the meaning of
this “‘straightforward” news article will
become clear. It is well known in
Latin America that the PRT itself is the
result of a split with a group led by
Moreno, longtime ‘“Trotskyist’’ inArgen-
tina who has been closely associated
with Joseph Hansen of the SWP. Moreno
originally led the International Committee
section in  Argentina prior to the re-
unification of the SWP supported forces

with the Pabloites in 1963.
The PRT is now recognized as the
official section in Argentina of the

United Secretariat but the Moreno group .

is also recognized as a ‘‘sympathizing
section.”’

FACTIONS

It is also important to note that at
the last International Congress of the
United Secretariat a majority faction—
led by Ernest Mandel, Livio Maitan
and Moscoso—came up for a ‘‘perspec-
tive of a prolonged civil war with rural
guerrilla warfare as its principle
axis....”” This line was opposed by the
SWP which was placed in a minority.
Moreno blocked with the SWP over this
issue while the PRT supported the
Mandel-Maitan-Moscoso theses.

Clearly the establishment of this ERP
and its going over to the urban guerrilla
warfare tactics of the Tupamaros com-
bined with Maoists and all sorts ofother
riff-raff is the result in practice - of the
majority line of the United Secretariat.
This is why we find it hard to believe
that the Sylvester kidnapping article
actually reflects the political .evaluation
of this action by the SWP.

TERRORISM

But if we turn to page 528 of the same
issue of IP we come across an article
by Les Evans on ‘‘Police Agents, Then
and Now.”’ Its purpose, really, is to
discuss the question of terrorism about
which he quite correctly says:

““The party, unlike ad hoc groups of
young radicals, decides its program and
policies collectively and consciously,
bringing to bear a rich experience and
tradition.”

And on terrorism he quotes
to the effect:

““The basic property of terror as a
system is to destroy that organization
which by means of chemical compounds
seeks to compensate for its own lack
of political strength.”’

Clearly Evans is answering the ERP!

Trotsky

BLACKBURN

Then between the ERP article and the
Evans article appears one by Ross Dowson
on the recent British local elections.
Dowson takes the opportunity to state
that the radicalization around the struggle
against Tory policies ‘‘has not only
been reflected in the Labour Party, but
has inevitably siphoned right into it
and poses once again the challenge of
Labour to power.”” This is quite the
opposite of the line taken in the last
election by the United Secretariat’s sec-
tion in England the IMG, and particularly
its collaborator in the editing of the
Red Mole, Robin Blackburn. .

Robin Blackburn, it is significant to
note, has taken to the columns of the
London Times to write on January 12th
on the state of the “New Left”’ in the
United States. Blackburn finds no need
to mention the SWP or the YSA in the
article though, like the SWP and YSA he
is very favorably impressed with the
development of the women’s liberation
and gay liberation movements.

His main theme is an idealization of
the Weathermen and their terrorist tac-
tics, and youth culture referring to
the working class only once and then as
‘“the wage-frozen white working class,”

v BLANECO

If we turn to the current issues of the
Village Voice for Maurégn Nadle’s two
part series on Hugo Blanco we get
another element of the picture. Blanco
is a man with some acquaintance with
the question of the South American
peasant, not so much as a guerrillaist,
but as a peasant strike leader. This has
led him to be very critical of Guevarism.
He states:

““Che said a political party apart from
the fighting men wasn’t necessary. I
think it is crucial!”

Hugo Blanco is also a member of the
United Secretariat. )

Since the 1969 Congress of the United
Secretariat there has been a deepening
of the political divisions within the United
Secretariat. This discussion has now
broken into the open as the various fac-
tions inthe Pabloite movementare forced
into collision in the course of carrying
out their line under the pressure of a
deepening capitalist crisis.

There has emerged around the line of
the United Secretariat majority a grouping
not only of supporters of guerrillawar-
fare in the countryside but those whohave
carried it out into practice in the cities
like Rosario and those who sym-
pathize with terrorism even within the
United States, like Robin Blackburn and
no doubt his buddy Tariq Ali.

MEANING
What is the meaning of this tendency?

" What does it represent politically? How

did it arise? The SWP leadership which
has long since given up on the materialist
method of Marxism no doubt will be con-
tent to dispense with the question
by explaining that it opposes this poli-
tical tendency. So it tries to explain
the LSSP. When the LSSP entered the
coalition government the SWP expelled
the LSSP. Now, we will be told, when
the majority of the United Secretariat
comes out for liquidation of the Trot-
skyist movement into guerrillaist and

terrorist activities the SWP again
opposes this.
This answers nothing. How did it

happen that one year after reunification
it was necessary to expel the bulk of
the major party affiliated to the United
Secretariat——the LSSP—for going over
openly to the bourgeoisie? How does
it happen that as the fruit of an eight

year collaboration in a common interna-
tional organization the SWP finds itself
in a minority with the majority sections
having in the words of SWP supporter
Peng “‘discarded the Transitional Pro-
gram’’ requiring, again in Peng’s words,
“a return to the road of Trotskyism.”’

Is it all to be chalked up to bad luck?

CLASS
The development of the ERP shows what
the real class character of this tendency
is. Precisely when the mass of the
Argentine working class is involved in

major general strike action this group -

separates itself from this working class
and carriesoutisoldted ‘heroic’® actions
aimed to ‘‘serve’’ the workers and poor.
Rather than a struggle to penetrate the
Rosario employees of Swift to get strike
action against layoffs it kidnaps the
director of the firm! Instead of fighting
for the labor movement to take the lead
in the interests of the poor, unemployed
and peasants, it seeks to gain a little
money from Swift for these poor.

This is nothing more that a ‘break-
fast program’’ with the gun! And like
the Panthers is no more revolutionary
than the Methodist church!

The perspective of groups like the ERP
is put forward by Robin Blackburn when

he refers to ‘the wage-frozen white
working class.”” When longshoremen
demand a 100% wage increase this

hardly goes down for frozen wages!

It is precisely the massive strike move-
ment of American workers together with
workers in all other capitalist lands
for higher wages which is bringing capi-
talism to the brink of a ciyil war in
which it will not be the movement of
individual terrorists but of millions of
workers that will be decisive. It is
precisely this movement that the ERP
and Blackburn either fail to see or
seeing—oppose.

We are dealing here with the frustra-
tion of the petty bourgeois radical caused
precisely by the entrance onto the scene
of struggle of the working class itself.
This new terrorism is not the under-
standable despair of sections of the
working class in a period of reaction
and defeat but the reaction and furor of
sections of the petty bourgeoisie who
fear the independent movement of the
working class as much as they do the
imperialists and in many cases more so.

PERSPECTIVE

If understood in this materialist light
then we can see the role of the SWP in
this situation. The SWP shares a com-
mon perspective with the ERP and
Blackburn in that it stands also on the
basis of a denial of the movement of
the working class. Instead of reacting
in a frenzied terrorist way it reacts in
a liberal opportunist way. It adapts to
petty bourgeois movements, seeks to
maintain these movements in democra-
tic, legal and liberal channels. But to
the extent the working class figures
at all into its calculations it is to
play the subordinate role of adding
its “‘social weight’’ to these middle class
reform movements. Above all it is not
to act on its own, independently and as a
class!

This leads us to what is on the surface
a curious twist in the evolution of the
forces that make up the United Secre-
tariat. Around the time of the reunifica-
tion, Ernest Mandel was deeply involved
in the reformist Social Democratic Party
of Belgium. He was far, far removed
from guerrillaism and terrorism. Infact
it was in this period that he developed his
theory of neo-capitalism and structural
reforms.

In that same period it was the SWP
which pioneered in the uncritical promo-
tion of Castro, Guevara and guerrillaism.
Mandel willingly embraced the SWP’s
Cuban line but it originated with the
SWP. Today Mandel, long out of the
social democracy and adapting to petty
bourgeois radical layers among European
university  students, picks up and

develops the SWP line while the SWP
develops Mandel’s theories of permanent
capitalism and the reform movements of
the middle classes, the new working
class, etc.

What united these forces in 1963 was
their opposition to dialectical ma-
terialism. Dialectics, as we have noted,
develops dialectically through the strug-
gle within the Trotskyist movement
against the revision of Marxism. That
struggle in turn centersaround thedeve-
lopment of Marxism as an understanding
of the fundamental nature of the objective
situation and ‘the carrying forward of
the strategy embodied inthe Transitional
Program for the construction of parties
in all countries.

REUNIFICATION

In 1963 all the parties to the reunifica-
tion refused to discuss the question of
revisionism within the Fourth Inter-
national and the original split in 1953.
Consequently they were not capable of
understanding the nature of the capitalist
crisis developing in that period whichhas
come forward so sharply on the surface
today. Without understanding this then
the program embodied in the founding
document of our movement, the Transi-
tional Program of 1938, could have no
relevancy. That program was and is
rooted in an understanding of the capi-
talist crisis and without that understan-
ding it can have no meaning. Without
a struggle for the Transitional Program
to talk of the strategy of constructing
revolutionary parties, as does Evans in

~ his attack on terrorism, is to be com-

pletely hollow.

Internationalism is, as Trotsky points
out in Third International After Lenin,
rooted in an understanding of the inter-
national character of class relations
created by capitalism. If one does not
begin from this then one cannot develop
an international movement. And so the
United Secretariat, a marriage of con-
venience to begin with, is constantly
breaking apart into its constituent parts
and these parts breaking asunder them-
selves.

Terrorism for the ERP is irresistibly
attractive and far more important than
any “‘international’’ or Trotskyism itself.
After all, the ERP contains Maoist and
even Christianelements. Terrorism for
the SWP means a break with the liberal
forces it is presently allied with in the
peace movement, women’s liberation and
elsewhere. The advocates of ‘‘peaceful
and legal’’ demonstrations supported by
Democratic Party senators and govern-
ors find terrorism most embarassing to
say the least. Of course to the terrorist
the SWP’s liberalism is most embarassing
as well.

And so these tendencies, in reality
but different sides of the same coin,
are under present conditions quite hos-
tile, quite irreconcilable without in any
sense one tendency being fundamentally
different from the other.

After all the Black Panthers . in a
very short period of time have gone from
“picking up the gun’ to embracing the
church and Black capitalism and Berna-
dine Dohrn is even reconsidering the
SWP’s peace marches!

The only road forward is the road of
Lenin and Trotsky. It is because the
International Committee insisted wupon
this road that it was forced to split
with Pablo in 1953 and that it refused to
rejoin the Pabloites in 1963.

The events since have proven us to be
completely correct. This can no longer
be denied by the SWP.
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Ceyloli

The Redl Story Of The LSSP Betrayal

BY MICHAEL ROSS

THE VERY SHARP developments
in Ceylon have finally forced the
leaders of the Socialist Workers
Party to break their silence onthe
origins of Mrs. Bandaranaike’s
United Left Front government.

The June 4 issue of The Militant
publishes a major article by Caro-
line Lund: “‘Special Feature—
Behind the Rebellion in Ceylon.”

For the SWP to try and discuss
the Ceylonese events is indeed a
‘“‘special feature.”” They have been
trying to brush this issue under
the carpet since the formation of
the first Bandaranaike-led coali-
tion with their erstwhile cothinkers,

the Lanka Sama Samaja Party in.

June, 1964. In. fact, the founding
members of the Workers League
were expelled from the SWP for
demanding just such a discussion
in 1964. ’

Now the whole world capitalist crisis
is forcing the SWP to take up this dis-
cussion. And what they say in Lund’s
article is very revealing. ‘In fact it
is their most revealing article to date
on the whole question of Ceylon.

MAGNITUDE

Lund starts out by obscuring the mag-
nitude of Mrs. Bandaranaike’s bloodbath
in Ceylon. Although the- bulk of the
repression is indeed directed at the
Peoples Liberation Front (the JVP), Lund
does not mention once the detention of
leaders of the pro-Chinese Communist
Party, the leaders of the Revolutionary
Communist League (Ceylonese Section of
the Fourth International) and the banning
of their press, the detention of LSSP
MP V. Nanayakkara, the arrests of and
raids on the homes of many LSSP and pro-
Moscow Communist Party members.

With all this going on, Lund cannot,
and has no intention of explaining why the
leaders of the present section inCeylon
of the United Secretariat, the LSSP (Re-
volutionary) led. by Mr. Bala Tampoe,
are walking the streets of Colombo with-
out any problem.

To this is added a complete cover up
for the class nature and the politics of
the JVP.

The first thing the SWP has to show
is that the LSSP is no longer a Trotsky-
ist party. And so Lund attempts to
probe the origins and development of this
party.

TAMIL

Lund makes some very interestingdis-
coveries about the LSSP:

“‘One of the reasons for the popularity
of the LSSP was its position concerning
the rights of the Tamil people of
Ceylon. Some 22 percent of Ceylon’s
12,600,000 people speak the Tamil lan-
guage, having originated in Southern
India. About half this number migrated
to Ceylon many generations ago; most of
the rest were brought from India in the
nineteenth century to work on British
tea plantations. Most of the Tamil-
speaking people are of the Hindu reli-
gion. They form the bulk of the planta-
tion workers, which is the main sector
of the Ceylonese working class.

““Under British rule, the Tamil and
Sinhalese people were artificially brought
together under one government, and divi-
sions between thers have been used by
the ruling class in Ceylon to enforce
its rule. An anti-Indian movement started
in the early 1930s. In the 1950s, there
were language riots and open violence
and pogroms against the Tamils.

““From its founding, the LSSP staunchly
defended the rights of the oppressed
Tamil minority against the chauvinism of
the Buddhist majority which speaks Sin-
halese.”

If this were only true! How is it then
possible that the greatest supporters of
the Tamil-speaking people turned into

one of the greatest promoters of ‘‘Sinhala
Only*?

But what is Lund saying when she says
that Tamils and Sinhalese were ‘‘artifi-
cially brought together’’? Lund is jus-
tifying, as does every Pabloite
revisionist, the imperialist partition of
India. This is expressed in British
Pabloite leader Tariq Ali’s call for a
“Sociali . Pakistan.”

Byt ou this tiny island of Ceylon, the
creation of one government over. Sin-

the collapse of the 80,000 strong Lanka
Estate Workers Union, which had been
gaining ground steadily from the reformist
plantation workers unions ledby Azizand
Thondaman.

This effectively barred the growth of
the LSSP in the countryside, something
essential for the taking of power.

It was shertly after this, in 1963,
that the SWP reunified with the Pabloites
and the LSSP.

The reunification with the SWP in 1963

Colvin DeSilva, top left; Bala Tampoe, right; Ernest Mandel,

bottom left; N.M.Perera, right.

halese and Tamil alike is called
“artificial.”” Lund and the SWP, no doubt
would call for “Tamil Control of the*

Tamil Community,”’ which means nothing
more than the acceptance of Sinhalese
racism as a permanent feature of politics
in Ceylon, which even the working class
taking power might not be able to
eradicate.

PABLOISM

Lund then proceeds to gloss over the
split in the Fourth  International in 1953
and its effects in Ceylon. A third of the
LSSP led by Henry Peiris and T.RB.
Subasinghe (today general secretary of
Mrs. Bandaranaike’s Sri Lanka Freedom
Party), deserted on the basis that Pablo
was correct. on the nature of post-
war Stalinism and middle class nationalist
forces in the colonial countries—it would
be through mass pressure on these
forces that the working class would take
power, therefore negating the need for the
Fourth International. .

In -this split the LSSP lined up with
Pablo. By placing a question markover
the future of the Fourth International, it
became impossible to build the LSSP
as a revolutionary party from 1953 on.

Yet the potential had been there. On
August 12, 1953, the LSSP had led the
great Hartal strike action against the
attacks by the UNP government on the
living standards of the masses.

But with Pablo and Mandel firmly in
charge, the adaptation to Bandaranaike’s
SLFP began.

Lund touches onthe ‘“‘responsive coope-
ration’” position of the LSSP from 1956
towards the SLFP government. This was
a ‘‘critical support’> move, with the
critical becoming less and less, and the
support more and more. .

By 1960, the party which Lund claims
had been outstanding in its defense of
the rights of the Tamil people had
changed its program to read that - the
rights of citizenship of the Tamil Indian
plantation workers, made stateless by
the UNP government in 1948-49, was a
matter for negotiation between the
bourgeois governments of India and Cey-
lon.

The most immediate result of this was

was carried out on the basis of no dis-
cussion of the 1953 split or of principled
differences. .

It was this reunification which provided
for the decisive cover behind which the
right and center wing leaders of the LSSP
prepared to enter the government of Mrs.
Bandaranaike.

It was precisely in1963-64 that the class
struggle sharpened so much that a
decisive showdown withthe Bandaranaike
government and the working class became
inevitable.

The bulk of the island’s labor fede-
rations united in the Joint Committee of
Trade Union Organizations (JCTUO) in
September, 1963. They organizedaround
what they considered 21 non-negotiable
demands.

Reformist demands on the surface for
the most part, the struggle torealize these
demands would have meant the taking
of power by the working class and the
beginnings of socialist revolution through-
out the Indian subcontinent.

Behind the 21 demands were united the
organizations of the working class inboth
the cities and towns and the plantations.

On March 21, 1964, several hundred
thousand workers massed in Colombo or-
ganized by the JCTUO to achieve the 2I
demands. Western reporters later wrote
that Mrs. Bandaranaike was physically
shaking with fear—she knew what fhis
movement of the working class meant
to her and her class.

Now as zero hour on the 21 demands
approached, who but Dr. N.M. Perera of
the LSSP should choose to sneak in
through the servants’ entrance to the
Prime Minister’s residence with a pro-
posal for a coalition government.

By June 7, 1964, Perera got his way,
with a three fourths vote for coalition
at a special party conference. The re-
volutionary minority walked out and
formed the LSSP (R). Pablo and Mandel
then found it necessary to expel all who

had voted for the coalition from the ranks

of the United Secretariat.

At the same time, nothing was seen
wrong with Pabio holding office in Ben
Bella’s nationalist government in Algeria,
a government which suppressed the
Communist Party and strangled thetrade

.union, one of the most powerful

unions.

The LSSP-SLFP government, for the
short period of time it lasted, was able
to do two things: breakup the JCTUOand
the struggle for the 21 demands, and sign
a pact with Prime Minister Shastri of
India, providing for deportation within IS5
years of 525,000 Tamil Indian plantation
workers, and making sccond class citi-
zens of the remainder.

Lund then proceeds to just touch on
the 1965-69 period, when the JVP.deve-
loped, and Tampoe’s LSSP (R) went from
onc disaster to another, being today a
cligue of bureaucrats in the Ceylon
Mercantile Union, of which Tampoc is
general secretary.

The JVP was a middie class Sinhalese
youth movement, forméd by university
students and graduates who, 'disgusted
with the betrayals of the LSSP and CP,
turned their backs on the working class.

The LSSP (R) remained isolated from
this development. But as soon as the
JVP began holding mass meetings at-
tracting up to 10,000 people, Tampoe's
group began to adapt to and cover up
for the weaknesses of the JVP.

Seeing numbers and not politics as the
decisive thing, Tampoe formed an un-
principled united front with the JVP, and
introduced JVP leader Rohan Wijeweera .
as a ‘‘true Marxist-Leninist’” at joint
mass meetings.

But the JVP was an all-Sinhalese
organization, and a racist organization.
JVP speakers went around the island
speaking on five main topics, not
the least of which was ‘‘Indian impe-
rialism.”

This was and is covered up for by
Tampoe. While we defend the JVP
against repression, this in no way
obliges us to cover up for their weak-
nesses.

It is no accident then, that Tampoe’s
on the
istand, has taken only verbal action
against the state of emergency.

Those who really defend the rights of
the JVP, the Revolutionary Communist
League, are harassed, their leaders de-
tained and their press banned. )

Once again, why are Tampoe and the
SWP silent about this?

Lund’s entire analysis is dominated
by Mandel’s theory of neo-capitalism.
She continues to defend the Pabloite
theory of the students as the detonator
of the socialist revolution. It is theories
of this order that led the membersand
supporters of the JVP into a bloodbath.

What stands out is how the SWP waited
until the insurrection was in its last
and defeated days before making any
attempt of a serious analysis of the
situation.

Their covering up for the weaknesses
of the JVP helped lead the JVP into its
present situation.

Unlike the SWP leaders, we do not
view Ceylon as an isolated instance.
The United Left Front of Iliberals,
Stalinists and revisionists showed its face

_ in the United States most graphically in

the form of the anti-war marches of April
24th. .

We warn that unless checked in time,
the mobilizing of workers behind the
liberals will lead to a Ceylon bloodbath
in the USA of much greater proportions.

Lund concluded by saying that ‘‘the
next stage of the struggle in Ceylon
will be built on the experience gained
by those who have participated in -the
recent political battles.”

How then to explain, except by silence,
the abstention of Bala Tampoe’s LSSP (R)
from last year’s elections and the present
emergency in Ceylon?

The next stage of struggle against the
ruling class, will be build by - those who
have fought for revolutionary politics
in both the US and Ceylon: the Revolu-
tionary Communist League in Ceylon aiwd
the Workers League in the US, as part
of a common struggle against the poli-
tics represented by April 24th, bothhcere
and in Ceylon.
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Big Bankers
Seek Trade

With Chinag

BY A BULLETIN
REPORTER

Manifestations of Mao’s
panderings to imperialism
have been apparent in
Northwest news recently. An
article appearing in the
Seattle Times recounted a
speech given by Charlesde
Bretteville tothe Seattle Ro-
tary Club on the role of
Seattle in relation to the
possibilities of bringing
China into fullblown class-
collaboration with the im-
perialist camp.

Charles de Bretteville is
chairman of the board of the Bank
of California, one of the pillars
of finance capital inthe imperia-
list system.

The article begins, ‘‘Business
is entering a new era of
fundamental redirection and
Seattle is uniquely qualified to
be among its leaders.”” Thear-
ticle goes on:

“Private capitalism can par-
ticipate in the opening of trade
with 750 million Chinese ‘who
must ultimately be brought into
the family of nations,” deve-
lopment of ‘third world’ coun-
tries, and a comprehensive
building of the quality ofdomes-
tic life.”

Dan Evans, Governor of the
state of Washington is getting
into the act also. The Seattle
Times covered the content of
a telegram sent by Fvans to
Chou En-Lai, recounting Evans’
effort to establish trade and
‘cultural =~ exchanges between
Washington State and China.

MISSION

His plans for doing soare con-
tained in his desire to lead a
10-member mission to the
Peoples’ Republic later this
year. Evans said the mission
would be made up of represen-
tatives of various manufacturing,
commercial, and trade organi-
zations. Earlier in the same
week, Evans had met with
several industry representatives
who had demonstrated interest
in trading with China. Among
these were the financially hard-
pressed Boeing Company, and
the timber industry.

In Portland, the principal
speaker at the University of
Portland’s commencement exer-
cises, Harrison  Salisbury,
assistant managing editor of the
New York Times, commented on
China’s recent betrayals of the
international class struggle.

He said that the loosening of
trade restrictions could prove
a boon. Salisbury added, ‘I
don’t expect any gold rush, but
it has opened up the opportu-
nity for the sale of American
grain...”

TREACHERY

The treachery of Stalinism
becomes readily apparent when
Mao reaches out to get into the
capitalist mainstream as he
aids in the butchery of Bengla
Desh. Furthermore, capitalism
continucs to cash in on the nine-
lives-for-capitalism strategy of
socialism in one country.

As Lenin and Trotsky pointed
out over and overagain, the wor-
kers states can only be defended
through the fight of the working
class for power internationally.

LAWorkers Face Wage Slash

BY BILL WINGFIELD
LOS ANGELES—Los Angeles City Council President

John Gibson’s proposal to resolve L.A.’s

financial

crisis by imposing wage cuts on the city’s 28,000 em-
ployees was extended recently, in modified form,_ to
the 72,000 men and women who draw wages from the
L.A. County government’s budget.

On April 14, Gibson proposed
that the wages of city workers
be cut 20% by means of a re-
duction in the work week to 32
hours with wages—in Gibson’s
officialese—‘‘based on the actual
hours worked rather than their
present monthly salaries.’’

On May 24, Los Angeles County
Supervisor Frank Bonelli pro-

posed to-trim $56.2 million off
next year’s county budget by re-
ducing the work week of county
employees to 37 1/Z hours. That
is a proposed wage cut of 6 1/4%.

Prior to Bonelli’s proposal, the
county government had negotiated
wage increases, averaging 6.2%
(a bare cost-of-living increase),
with several employee organiza-

tion representing 67,000 of the
county workers. That amounts to
an increase of just over %50
million in the wages bill of those
67,000 workers. Thus Bonelli
proposes to wipe out completelv
the bare cost-of-living increase
the workers gained through their
unions!

- VICIOUS
Although Bonelli’s proposed
pay cut for county workers is
considerably less than that
threatened by Gibson againstem-
ployees of the city government,

Militant Machinists Suspended

BY A BULLETIN
REPORTER

SAN DIEGO—A group of
members of Lodge #1129,
District 50, International
Association of Machinists,
employed by General Dyna-

mics, Convair Div. here,
were recently suspended
from union membership.

After considerable red-bai-
ting by the union leadership,
everyone who had been in-
volved in the publication of,
or had openly supported a
particular newspaper pub-
lished withunion funds, was
found guilty of using wunion
funds to publish a ‘‘commu-
nist’’ newspaper.

BY JEFF SEBASTIAN

In the greatest display of
cynicism since it hailed the
Hitler-Stalin Pact as a blow
against imperialism, the
People’s World has pro-

claimed the Soviet-Egyptian

‘“friendship and cooperation
pact”> as ‘“‘imperialism’s
smashing new defeat.”

The author, Bob Kaufman, ma-
nages each week to perform the
most astonishing acrobatics for
his Kremlin masters. From a
two faced defense of the Czech
purges, to cheering on Castro in
his attacks on Cuban poet Padilla
to this week’s astonishing dis~
coveries.

According to Kaufman this pact
has nothing whatsoever to dowith
“peaceful coexistence’” and the
strengthening of a reactionary
regime in the Middle East but,
“reaffirms that Egyptis commit-
ted to restructuring its society
along socialist lines.”

The massive purge of Egyptian
CP members and sympathizers
who oppose Sadat’s peace plans
is a minor development. As Kauf-
man points out ‘“The alliance was
surely tested in 1959 when Nasser
arrested hundreds of Communists
and other progressives. Many
died in torture in prisoncamps...
yet Soviet aid did not even slow
down.”” As Kaufman puts it Sadat’s
purge indicates ‘‘an instability in
the leadership of the Egyptian
revolution that has still not been
able to achieve that essential ele-
ment in moving forward towards
a socialist society, the active
involvement and leadership of
workers and peasants.”’

Any wcrry that workers and
peasants might take some leader-
ship is inadvertantly dealt with
by Kaufman when he indicates that
“the new leadership of the Arab
Socialist Union met with Boris
Ponomoaryov, representing the
Soviet .Communist Party to seek
the aid, of the Soviet party in
helping to make the ASU more
truly a vanguard party.”’

Thus the CP lines up with the

butchers of the Arab Revolution
and provides a cover for pre-
parations. for new repression.

From Ceylon to Pakistan, from
Czechoslovakia to Cuba and now
Egypt the People’s World joins
with those who strangle the inde-
pendence of the working class;

It is for this reason that they
now oppose any criticism of the
Schrades, Woodcocks; Bridges
and Abels and fight sodesperate-
ly to head off the independent
political movement of the working
class with popular front politics.

BERKELEY

The Berkeley election is at the
very center of this perspective.
According to Bettina Aptheker in
the May 29 People’s World the
Berkeley Coalition isnotaliberal
or center coalition but a new
movement for electoral indepen-
dence. This new movement per-
sonified by Ron Deliums is seen
as ‘“‘uniting the Black Community,
the academic student movement
and the most advanced sections

of the organized labor move-
ment.”’
Dellums is viewed not as a

e,

bourgeois politician but, as ‘‘an
independent radical-democratic
force outside of the bourgeois
poltical spectrum.”” Thisisavery
fancy way of saying a petty bour-
geois element who can of course
be in no way independent of the
bourgeoisie.

The Berkeley Coalition, a crew
of petty bourgeois radicals, com-
pletely hostile to the working
class and committed only toa few
mild reforms of the police de-
partment is posed as. the way
forward for a working class facing
the greatest attacks since the
1930s.

Around this perspective the
Stalinists now come forward to
beat back every movement of the
class which could develop into a
political movement for a labor
party.

We warn, the defense of Sadat
is no accident. It is a consistent
part of the Stalinist bid to become
the staunchest defenders of the
bourgeois order here at home.

The local Lodge hadoriginally
found the group guilty and recom-
mended that they be suspended
for one year. The District, having
higher authority, overruled the
Lodge sentence and ruled that all
who were involved should be
suspended for five years, with
the exception of a business rep-
resentative who wasonly sharply
reprimanded.

The immediate result is that
this group cannot, for the next
five years, work as machinists.
This ouster sets a very dan-
gerous precedent for all or-
ganized labor. The paper rep-
resented opposition tothe rotten
leadership of the District and its
Lodges. In view of the recent
hotly contested District elec-
tions, which are still not
settled (due to charges of
illegal balloting procedures), and
the widespread hostility of the
ranks to-the local leadership,
we are forced to conclude that
the bureaucrats are being backed
up against the wall, and are
lashing out atany potential threat
to their positions.

The red-baiting used against
this group then must be seen
as an excuse that was used to
muzzle a militant opposition.
That excuse will be used again
and new excuses will be found

to try to ensure that the
leadership will maintain its
position in order to continue

doing the dirty work of the capi-
talists.

this latest expression of the at-
tack on California’s government -
workers is every bit as vicious;
for Bonelli’s action, just as
Gibson’s, expresses a threat to
government employees that goes
beyond the threat to wages posed
at the level of appearance.

Gibson made his proposal as a
motion before the City Council
just one day before AFSCME’s
UCLA rally against the wage and
job freeze imposed by Reagan .
on state workers. And, in order
to make sure that his challenge
to the union had time to get
gossiped about by AFSCME mem-
bers, but not enough time for
militants to counter defeatist gos-
sip, Gibson released his proposal
to the LA Times in advance of
its actual presentationas a motion
before the City Council. Doing
its part, the Times obligingly
gave Gibson’s motion feature-
coverage under its major front
page headline on the morning of
the day preceding AFSCME’s
rally. Thus Gibson’s motion be-
fore the City Council was only a
part of the action taken by him
against both city and state em-
ployees!

It follows that government
workers need not await the out-
come of debates within the various
bourgeois councils to draw the
conclusions they require to theo-
retically prepare themselves for
struggle.

CONCLUSION

One conclusion that should be
drawn in this instance is: Had
AFSCME responded to Gibson
with a fight to bring out CSEA,
AFT, and other emplovee organi-
zations in a general strike against
the job freeze and layoffs, Bo-
nelli’s proposal would not have
been made!

Another conclusion is: since
all divisions of the governmental
apparatus of the capitalist state—

-federal, state, county, and mu-

nicipal—face the same financial
crisis, public employees at all
levels of government must be
made to understand that they face
the same attacks, that today’s
attack on city workers will be
re-expressed more or less vi-
ciousiy, as an attack on county,
state or federal employees
tomorrow.
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Unemployment
Hits 600,000
In Cahforma

BY STEVE ZELTZER
California which has been

.ause the big military
program are now picketing be-
hit by massive cutbacks in cause they’ve lost their jobs
government spending and a in the aerospace industry,”
depression in its electronics F',’}Cl"; sa;‘:sing snemployment
?‘ngch ;ero:pa;:: m llndUStr{ however is the conscious policy
¢ ¢ an. ,e pioyment ¢ e capitalist government
rate of 7.4% in May the

Harry Bridges, head of ILWU, refuses to take up fight against bosses plans for unemployment.

highest level since 1958.

Over 600,000 workers were
without jobs, anincrease of 7,000
over April and of 130,000 over
May, 1970, when the unemploy-
ment rate was 5.8%.

Th city of Stockton contmued
to have the highest regional un-
employment rate in the state
with 8.9 percent of its available
workers out of jobs, followed by
Los Angeles with 7.6% unem-
ployed.

With 250,000 high school
seniors graduating at the end of
the current school year and the
majority moving in the labor
market the prospect for a
summer job or any job for that
matter is very dim.

Robert H. Finch, Mr. Nixon’s
counselor who is in California
blamed the high unemployment
on the Vietnam War cutbacks.
“The same peopie who were
picketing me two years ago be-

Roofers Win 25% Hike,
Explode Wage Guides

SPECIAL TO THE
BULLETIN

SAN DIEGO—Despite the
treachery of union leaders
who refused to strike con-
struction sites, roofers of
Local 45 have won a con-
tract agreement thatthrea-
tens to explode Nixon’s Wage
Review Board, and set back
attempts tofreeze wages in
construction.

After three weeks off the job,
roofers and the Roofing Contrac-
tors Association agreed to a
three-year contract involving a

attempting to stifle inflationand
increase productivity. Nixon,
Reagan and the rest of their
class are attempting to use the
possible loss of 70,000. jobs at
Lockheed and the bankruptcy of
the railroads as a whipsaw to
lower wages and break the trade
unions.

The trade union bureaucracy
calls for the election of the
Democrats as a solution to the
economic policy of the Rep-
ublicans yet both parties start
with the continued existence of
capitalism and only differ on
how to deal with its bankruptcy.

Democrats and Republicans
together call for wage freezes,
anti-strike legislation and wel-
fare cuts.

The trade union movement
must break once and for all
from these labor haters and
build its" own party. This . is
the only answer to the policies
of the capitalist parties.

four-dollar - wage and benefit
package, with a 25% increase
in the first year. Although full
terms of the contract have yet
to be released, roofers have in-
dicated that the settlement in
wages and fringes is only
eleven cents short of the ori-
ginal demands. This attests to
the strength of the construction
unions, because the sell-out
leadership of Local 45 and the
San Diego Building Trades Coun-
cil consistently refused to put
up picket lines and mobilize the
other union to support the
roofers.
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Bridges Prepares For Sellout

BY JEFF SEBASTIAN

SAN
less than a month to go till the
expiration of the ILWU long-
shore contract the leadership
is doing everything in its
power to reach a sellout
agreement without a strike.

Everything that Bridges has
written and said indicates that,
true to the M&M philosophy, he is
willing to accept continued auto-
mation, attritionand eventual port
closures.

Dockers face the most serious
struggle in the history of the union
with no commitments from the
leadership to stand firm on any
program or strategy.

M&M is now completely dis-
credited throughout the union. It
has been paid for in a run down
of conditions and mass unemploy-

The result of their fight is
a contract that can pose a lead
to every other construction union
facing negotiations in the near
future. With the roofers’ con-
tract as a guide, the wage offen-
sive in construction would deepen
into an all-out battle against
the contractors, who vowed at
their recent convention to
cooperate with the federal go-
vernment in smashing the power
of the construction unions.

That is why the roofers’ fight
is not over. In fact, it has only
begun. The contractors have
made it clear that they do not
intend to abide by the agreement.

" Instead of taking up a struggle

against the construction unions,
they are calling on the federal
government to beat back the
roofers. The contractors are
appealing to the Wage Review
Board to revoke the very agree-
ment that these contractors have
just signed!

The ranks must stop this dan-
gerous precedent dead in its
tracks. All agreements must
take effect immediately, and
without regard to any govern-
ment wage freeze board. The
government cannot get away with

beating down even one union
anywhere in this country. The
slightest move to smash the

roofers’ contract must be met
by a swift and powerful
GENERAL STRIKE of all labor.

ment. The PMA is hell bent on

FRANCISCO—With gontinuing this process through-

massive automation and the re-
duction of the union to a small,
highly skilled force subject tothe
most intensive exploitation.

The only way to fight this is in
a complete rejection of all auto-
mation and attrition schemes and
an all out struggle for the shorter
work week with a forty hour
guarantee for all dockers.

Bridges’ strategy is to prevent

- such a united fight by turning the

“A> men against the B>’ men
and heating up a civil war with
the Teamsters.

He is depending on his ability
to use the large unemployment
among ‘A men and the virtual
depression in the “B’’ section of
the union to sell two contracts to
the ranks.

Bridges is fighting tooth and
nail to sell longshoremen on a
fight with the teamsters to take
over all container freight station
work at reduced pay and inferior
conditions to those on the docks.

BLOW

This agreement is calculated to
strike a deadly blow at the hiring
hall by employing hundreds of men
as steady workers. It will ulti-
mately lead to the elimination
of most work opportunity outside
the stations as the loading and

BY A
BULLETIN REPORTER
MAYWOOD—Last week’s

Bulletin reported on the
closure of the Chrysler
assembly plant in Maywood.
Earlier in the year nearly
800 workers had been laid
off and now the remaining
1200 are to get the axe.

The response of regional
director Paul Schrade must be
seen as a warning to every UAW
member. Schrade is the dar-
ling of the revisionists, featured
speaker at the April 24 NPAC
rally and constantly quoted by
the Stalinists.

Not only does Schrade not have
a program to fight back but, he
acts like a member of the board
of directors of Chrysler. He
disputes with the employers on
their own terms.

He claims that the plant should
not be shut down on the basis
that it is one of the most
efficient plants in operation. He
claims that the fault lies in
the fact that the auto companies

unloading of containerized ships
will .be handled by xery few men.

What is now needed is a mass
fight to see to it that no section
of longshoremen will work under
inferior wages and conditions.

FIGHT

Both the CFS and the M&M
agreement must be completely
rejected. An all out fight must be
launched for united action with
the teamsters to preserve all
cargo handling jobs around the
demand for a forty hour guaran-
tee, the shorter work week and
absolutely no elimination of jobs.

Dackers must stand firm inde-
manding that no jobs be handled
except through the hiring hall and
all work to be done at the same
rates and conditions.

There must be no compromise
on the wage demands of a dollar
an hour each year of a two year
contract.

Dockers must be prepared to
call out the entire labor movement
in their support to defeat any go-
vernment attempts at strike
breaking.

The construction of a leader
ship that will fight for this per-
spective is now the only way for-
ward on the docks.

'Fight Chrysler Layoffs

are not perfecting their tech-
niques as quickly as their
foreign competitors. He points
out that he and the UAW bureau-
cracy have been demanding for
some time the production of
more compact cars in order
to better compete with foreign
imports.

Of course Schrade never
bothers to mention that it is
that efficiency which he and the
UAW bureaucracy have fought
so hard to establish that enables

companies like Chrysler to
rationalize by shutting down
operations.

Indeed in this period of capi-
talist crisis the harder the ranks
are forced to work the sooner

they will wor‘k themselves out
of a job.
Apart from appealing 0

Chrysler to ‘‘reconsider their
cruel and deplorable decision’
Schrade and UAW Chrysler
division vice president have
little to offer but some proposals
to work out transfers which will
enable men with seniority to
bump their fellow workers at
midwestern plants.
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Unemployment
Hits 600,000

In Cahforma

BY STEVE ZELTZER

California which has been
hit by massive cutbacks in
government spending and a
depression in its electronics
and  aerospace industry
reached an unemployment
rate of 7.4% in May the
highest level since 1958.

Over 600,000 workers were
without jobs, anincrease of 7,000
over April and of 130,000 over
May, 1970, when the unemploy-
ment rate was 5.8%.

Th city of Stockton continued
to have the highest regional un-
employment rate in the state
with 8.9 percent of its available
workers out of jobs, followed by
Los Angeles with 7.6% unem-
ployed.

With 250,000 high school
seniors graduating at the end of
the current school year and the
majority moving in the labor
market the prospect for a
summer job or any job for that
matter is very dim.

Robert H. Finch, Mr. Nixon’s
counselor who is in California
blamed the high unemployment
on the Vietnam War cutbacks.
‘“The same peopie who were
picketing me two years ago be-

Roofers Win 25% Hike,
Explode Wage Guides

SPECIAL TO THE
BULLETIN

SAN DIEGO—Despite the
treachery of union leaders
who refused to strike con-
struction sites, roofers of
Local 45 have won a con-
tract agreement thatthrea-
tens to explode Nixon’s Wage
Review Board, and set back
attempts tofreeze wages in
construction.

After three weeks off the job,
roofers and the Roofing Contrac-
tors Association agreed to a
three-year contract involving a

.ause the big military
progrdm are now picketing be-
cause they've lost their jobs
in the aerospace industry,”
Finch said.

The rising unemployment
however is the conscious policy
of the capitalist government
attempting to stifle inflationand
increase productivity. Nixon,
Reagan and the rest of their
class are attempting to use the
possible loss of 70,000 jobs at
Lockheed and the bankruptcy of
the railroads as a whipsaw to
lower wages and break the trade
unions.

The trade union bureaucracy
calls for the election of the
Democrats as a solution to the
economic policy of the Rep-
ublicans yet both parties start
with the continued existence of
capitalism and only differ on
how to deal with its bankruptcy.

Democrats and Republicans
together call for wage freezes,
anti-strike legislation and wel-
fare cuts.

The trade union movement
must break once and for all
from these labor haters and
build its own party. This is

the only answer to the policies
of the capitalist parties.

four-dollar - wage and benefit
package, with a 25% increase
in the first year. Although full
terms of the contract have yet
to be released, roofers have in-
dicated that the settlement in
wages and fringes is only
eleven cents short of the ori-
ginal demands. This attests to
the strength of the construction
unions, because the sell-out
leadership of Local 45 and the
San Diego Building Trades Coun-
cil consistently refused to put
up picket lines and mobilize the
other union to support the
roofers.
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Harry Bridges, head of ILWU, refuses to take up fight against bosses plans for unemployment.

Bridges Prepares For Sellout

BY JEFF SEBASTIAN

SAN FRANCISCO—With
less than a month to gotill the
expiration of the ILWU long-
shore contract the leadership
is doing everything in its
power to reach a sellout
agreement without a strike.

Everything that Bridges has
written and said indicates that,
true to the M&M philosophy, he is
willing to accept continued auto-
mation, attritionand eventual port
closures.

Dockers face the most serious
struggle in the history of the union
with no commitments from the
leadership to stand firm on any
program or strategy.

M&M is now completely dis-
credited throughout the union. It
has been paid for in a run down
of conditions and mass unemploy-

The result of their fight is
a contract that can pose a lead
to every other constructionunion
facing negotiations in the near
future. With the roofers’ con-
tract as a guide, the wage offen-
sive inconstruction would deepen
into an all-out battle against
the contractors, who vowed at
their recent convention to
cooperate with the federal go-
vernment in smashing the power
of the construction unions.

That is why the roofers’ fight
is not over. In fact, it has only
begun. The contractors have
made it clear that they do not
intend to abide by the agreement.
Instead of taking up a struggle
against the construction unions,
they are calling on the federal
government to beat back the
roofers. The contractors are
appealing to the Wage Review
Board to revoke the very agree-
ment that these contractors have
just signed!

The ranks must stop this dan-

gerous precedent dead in its
tracks. All agreements must
take effect immediately, and

without regard to any govern-
ment wage freeze board. The
government cannot get away with
beating down even one union
anywhere in this country. The
slightest move to smash the
roofers’ contract must be met
by a swift and powerful
GENERAL STRIKE of all labor.

ment. The PMA is hell bent on
continuing this process through
massive automation and the re-
duction of the union to a small,
highly skilled force subject to the
most intensive exploitation.

The only way to fight this is in
a complete rejection of all auto-
mation and attrition schemes and
an all out struggle for the shorter
work week with a forty hour
guarantee for all dockers.

Bridges’ strategy is to prevent
such a united fight by turning the
“A’ men against the ‘B>’ men
and heating up a civil war with
the Teamsters.

He is depending on his ability
to use the large unemployment
among ‘“‘A” men and the virtual
depression in the ‘B’ section of
the union to sell two contracts to
the ranks.

Bridges is fighting tooth and
nail to sell longshoremen on a
fight with the teamsters to take
over all container freight station
work at reduced pay and inferior
conditions to those on the docks.

BLOW

This agreement is calculated to
strike a deadly blow at the hiring
hall by employing hundreds of men
as steady workers. It will ulti-
mately lead to the elimination
of most work opportunity outside
the stations as the loading and

unloading of containerized ships
will be handled by very few men.

What is now needed is a mass
fight to see to it that no section
of longshoremen will work under
inferior wages and conditions.

FIGHT
Both the CFS and the M&M
agreement must be completely

rejected. An all out fight must be
launched for united action with
the teamsters to preserve all
cargo handling jobs around the
demand for a forty hour guaran-
tee, the shorter work week and
absolutely no elimination of jobs.

Dockers must stand firm inde-
manding that no jobs be handled
except through the hiring hall and
all work to be done at the same
rates and conditions.

There must be no compromise
on the wage demands of a dollar
an hour each year of a two year
contract.

Dockers must be prepared to
call out the entire labor movement
in their support to defeat any go-
vernment attempts at strike
breaking.

The construction of a leader
ship that will fight for this per-
spective is now the only way for-
ward on the docks.

Fight Chrysler Layoffs

BY A

BULLETIN REPORTER

MAYWOOD—Last week’s
Bulletin reported on the
closure of the Chrysler
assembly plant in Maywood.
Earlier in the year nearly
800 workers had been laid
off and now the remaining
1200 are to get the axe.

The response of regional
director Paul Schrade must be
seen as a warning to every UAW
member. Schrade is the dar-
ling of the revisionists, featured
speaker at the April 24 NPAC
rally and constantly quoted by
the Stalinists.

Not only does Schrade not have
a program to fight back but, he
acts like a member of theboard
of directors of Chrysler. He
disputes with the employers on
their own terms.

He claims that the plant should
not be shut down on the basis
that it is one of the most
efficient plants in operation. He
claims that the fault lies in
the fact that the auto companies

are not perfecting their tech-
ngues as quickly as their
foreign competitors. He points
out that he and the UAW bureau-
cracy have been demanding for
some time the production of
more compact cars in order
to better compete with foreign
imports.

Of course Schrade never
bothers to mention that it is
that efficiency which he and the
UAW bureaucracy have fought
so hard to establish that enables
companies like Chrysler to
rationalize by shutting down
operations.

Indeed in this period of capi-
talist crisis the harder the ranks
are forced to work the sooner
they will work themselves out
of a job.

Apart from appealing 0
Chrysler to ‘‘reconsider their
cruel and deplorable decision™
Schrade and UAW Chrysler
division vice president have
little to offer but some proposals
to work out transfers which will
enable men with seniority to
bump their fellow workers at
midwestern plants.



