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by Paul Benjemin

MARCH 3—The British general election, held February 28,

has thrown Britain into its greatest political crisis in 4

5 years.

After three years of attacks on the British working class, the
Conservative government of Prime Minister Edward Heath

has gone down to defeat.

The opposition Labour Party, whose election campaign

two major political

represented nothing more than a retreat from the reality of
he class struggle, also failed to win a-majority. Neither one of
parties can provide a

stable

paﬂiamentary government to preside over British capitalism.
The general election has served only to reveal the bankruptey
of British parliamentary democracy in the face of economic

crisis and proletarian revolt.
>ction division

sy 7 seats_is:
Labour 301
Conservative 296 .
Liberal 14
Others 24
TOTAL 835

- Needed to rule 318

The Labour Party has come
of the elections with a
t plurality in Parliament.
The Conservatives, who lost
26 seats, retained a slight
plurality in the popular vote
—38.5 per cent of the vote,
compared to the
Party’s 37.5 per cent. As we
go to press, both Heath and
“Labour Party leader Harold
Wilson .are attempting to
form a minority government.

PETTY-BOURGEOIS REVOLT

Their fate lies in the hands
of the Parliamentary repre-
sentatives of an embittered
and frustrated petty bour-
gecisie. -‘The Liberal Party
won fully 19.6 per cent of the
popular vote. The Scottish
nationalists, the Weish na-
tionalists, and the hard-line
Ulster Protestants control 28

Labour -

seats in Parliament, although
they captured less than five
per cent of the popular vote.

The Liberals, together with
these parties, hold the bal-
ance of power in Parliament;
neither Heath nor Wilson can
rule without them. Yet their
strength represents only a
protest by the British petty
bourgeoisie, a declaraticn of
no confidence in the ability of
either major party to solve
Britain’s problems. The next
government of Britain, in
other words, must lean on the
very voters who have con-
demmned that~ government in
advance. No such regime can.
hope to survive for more than
a few months.

Nevertheless, those few
months will be eritical ones
for the British working class.
A  Conservative government
can only atfempt to renew its
attack on the workers. A
Labour regime would in all
likelihood result in tota] par-
alysis of the parliamentary
government. In either event,
the parliamentary crisis can
only lead to intensified class
struggle in Britain.

The sh general elec-
tion is the product of the
Heath government's failure
to either rebuild British cap-
italism or restrain the anger
of the proletariat.

td

struet |

Heath has resorted to
inflationary ecconomic man-
euvers to stimulate the Brit-
ish economy. He has at-
tempted to foree the working
class to pay the expenses
of 'modernization”  through
wage cuts, productivity
drives, and the elimination of
thousands of jobs. He intro
duced the Industrial

by Jom Myers

Representatives of the in-
dependent truck drivers and
the government have made a
deal and ended the strike. But
a deal in Washington is not a
settlement over-the-road.

The fuel erisis has not
ended, - and the proposed
rationing will not do so.

Rel /J

British engineers march
capitalist attack

against the policies of big
business and the government
which grind them to dust,
reduce them from petty-
bourgeois to semi-proletarian
and then from semi-proletar-
ian to proletarian.

They fight to keep their
bodies out of the factories.
Their plight is like that of
small gas station owners. The

diligence, long hours, and
other sacrifices they make in
the hope of “getling over” are
all mercilessly ‘exploited by
the giant capitalists.

The ruling class uses the
hopes of the independents to
squeeze them dry in the same
way that Las Vegas uses the
fantasies of the workers to rip

Cont'd. p. 15

Prices will continue to rise.
The frustration of the owner-
operators runs deep. Just as
important, no Washington
settlement will eliminate the
bitterness and distrust which
now exists between the in-
dependents and the Teamster
drivers.

FIGHTING FOR SURVIVAL

The ranks of the indepen-
dents are part of the exploit-

THE I

100TS OF THE

CAPITALIST CRISIS

By Ron Taber
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NEW YORK--As management on January 31 dumped (;;,xmg'”xguw
- 62,000 gallons of beer into the East River, workers at were heing
Brooklyn's Rheingold brewery began a sit-in to defend their CHergy Sourc
jobs. The 119-year-old brewery, one of the largest in the work foree b
world, was scheduled to be shut down permanently the vears due to
following day. Rheingold, now a subsidiary of Pepsico, the closings; and

a state of de

cratized and
Todav, the ¢

this situation

giant beverage firm, dumped the beer down the sewers
declaring that this was the most profitable way to dispose of
the beer. .

If the brewery closes, 1,500 workers will be left with no

pensions and little prospect of finding new jobs. (The average wiv un. Risi
. age of the workers at Rheingold is 53.) demand for ¢
THINGS TO COME xn«”pa:,wdq\ the

The Rheingold sit-in provides a clear illustration of the® mining. ;h(/‘
problems which will face workers in the immediate {uture. In hecormn p"}«i,
the coming recession increasing numbers of smaller companies vgnj‘b‘mom \ 1 ;
will be bankrupted, clearing the field for the country’s largest %‘\‘Lfm}, into \ﬂ,’
and wealthiest corporatlons In still other cases, work forces b Rod Miller 1.8, iabor nic
will be slashed in half. with the remaining workers told to Y " CHAN

work twice as hard. TH

- R . . « R w5 oo
The aiternative? “Hit the WY ¥ bl B Reflec

street!” This is the “cleans-
ing” process that capitalism is
now demanding. Millions of
jobs will be lost unless
workers are organized
around a program which puts
workers’ needs ahead of
profits. The life-or-death
question is whether a leader-
ship to spearhead such a fight
can be built in time.
Rheingold’'s brewery
workers, by seizing corporate
property for three days, took
litant step ir defense of
jobs. In the face of
mounting offensive
the standards of

their
teday’s
against
living of millions of workers

across the country,
similar explosions
burst the barriers of “normal
labor relations” are likely.
Yet, despite their dramatic
actions, the R hemgmd “work-
ers were incapable of defend-
ing their jobs.

many
which

The occupation of the
brewery, voted for by the
workers, was sabotaged by

their union representatives of
Teamster Locals 3 and 46. At
first pledging supnort with

militant-sounding  rhetoric,
these misleaders spoke of
“cecupving  the  plant - for

vears if necessary” to prevent

its closing” . One. official
remarked, "If ‘the court or-
ders us out they'll have to

carry us out.”
But these hacks had no
intention of leading a real

fight to defend the brewery

workers’ jobs. They never
demanded that Rhe*ngoﬁd and
Pepsico open up their finan-
cial books so that the workers

could see the real story
behind the shut-down. No
efforts were made to force

the Central Labor Council to
organize a city-wide defense
of the brewery workers’ jobs.
There were no calls by the
union leadership for a nation-
wide strike of Teamster-
organized Pepsico workers.
Isolated, the Rheingold
workers became demoralized.

O'DWYER'S ROLE
After three days in the

brewery, the workers were
sabotaged by a second bunch,

Brewery workers and their families occupy closing-down Rheingold plant
in Broeklyn to defend their jobs.

of “friends.” The sit-in was
called off when a group of
Democratic politicians (led by
City Council President Paul
O’'Dwyer) claimed that they
had found a potential buyer

“for the brewery.

Actually, prospects for a
sale are dim. But even if the
brewery is sold, the best the
workers can hope for is that
some of them will keep their
jobs—with sharply cut wages
and with many other rights
and benefits - eliminated.
O'Dwyer,. darling of the li-
berals, who himself repre-
sented. the now-disbanded
United Brewery Workers
twenty-five years ago, hinted
at the truth when he said the
workers would have to
“knock a little off their price”
to make it worthwhile for a
new buyer.

The Teamster “leaders”
chimed in that they were
ready to “make any conces-

sions necessary.” O'Dwyer
pointed out that “if there isn’t
any profit to be made,
there’s no point in talking
about it at all.” No point for
ODwyer and the financial
interests he represents, that
is. -~

NEEDED PROGRAM

What is necessary to save
millions of jobs is a massive
political movement to nation-
alize industry under workers’
control. The work week must
be shortened to provide em-
ployment for all, but with no
loss in pay. Since the capital-
ists will cry bankruptey, the
demand to open the books of
corporations like Rheingold
and Pepsico, to lay bare the
corporate finances, must be
part of such a'campaign. The
workers must be prepared to
seize plants, as the Rheingold
workers did, and to defend
them against police and

troops.

The current union leader-
ships, and capitalist politi-
cians like Paul O'Dwyer, will
never lead the necessary
fight. If a company cries “No
money!” they roll over and
play dead. They are com-
pletely incapable of defending

- workers’ jobs.

But the real tragedy at
Rheingold is the fact that the
workers had no alternative to
their bankrupt leaders. Wil-
ing to engage in a plant
seizure in defense of their
jobs, still they could produce
no leadership from their own
ranks which stood on a
program that could bring
victory.

Like so many workers
today, the most  politically
conscious workers at the
Rheingold brewery have not
yet come to grips with the
depth and meaning of capital-
ism’s deepening crisis. In an
interview with The Torch,

m& atst

one worker said, “You go and
fight for your country and
you come out and Nixon
doesn't give a damn. He talks
about law and order, but let
me tell you if you take jobs
away from people there’ll be
more killing and raping.”
When we asked what could be
done to save his job, he
replied, “People have to stick
together and take over this
country. If the people don't
take over, this couniry's
going to have a civil war.”
More and more workers
today are reaching these
conclusions. But they have
not yet recognized that the
concerted ruling-class attack
can only be fought if revolu-
. tionary-minded workers or-
ganize and fight around a
socialist transitional program
which points the way to
victory and wins less politi-
cally conscious workers to
their leadership.
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PITTSBURGH, PA.— Until re-
cently, coal mining was considered a
dying industry in the U.S. Mines
were being abandoned as cheaper
energy sources were-exploited; the
work force had been declining for
years due to automation and mine
closings; and the miners’ union was in
a state of decay—ossified, bureau-
cratized and the ranks terrorized.

Today, the energy crisis has turned
this situation around. Coal is on the
way up. Rising oil prices and the
demand for energy resources have
increased the profitability of coal
mining. The coal eompanies have
become part of giant corporate
combines. The miners have been
thrust into the center stage of the
U.S. labor movement.

CHANGE IN UMW

Reflecting this éhange, the United
Mine Workers (UMW) is no longer

the backward, gangster-ridden union.

of the 1950's and '60’'s with a
leadership tied to the most reac-
tionary elements within the ruling
class and its political agents. Instead,
it is a_‘reformed” union with a
ieadership that is tied to the liberal
establishment and allied with the
liberal wing of the national labor
bureaueracy.

This new “left” leadership is the
result of a rising wave of discontent
throughout the 1960's that took the
form of virtual guerrilla warfare in
southeastern Kentucky, wildcats
over safety and working conditions,
the Black Lung movement, and
inereased oppositional activity of all
kinds within the UMW itself.

By 1969, this pressure of the
miners was sufficient to force long-
time UMW bureauerat Jock Yablon-
ski to launch a campaign to unseat
ten-year President W.A. (“Tony”)
Bovie. The threat of Yablonski's
campaign threw Boyle into a panic.
The murders of Jock Yablonski and
his family was the result.

“MINERS FOR DEMOCRACY”

Utilizing the mass outery that
resulted from the killing, the pro-
Vablonski organization, plus the
leaders of the rank and file insur-
gencies, formed the Miners For
Democracy. - This organization,
through an elaborate legal campaign
and with growing liberal bourgeois
support, overturned the Boyle vie-
tory. In December, 1972, in a heavily
publicized Labor-Department-run
election, the Miners For Democraey,
arry Patrick and
Mike Trbovich, was swept into office,

In their campaign, Miller and
company promised many things,
including the democratization of the
union, the reforming and replen-
ishing of the depleted Welfare and
Retirement Fund, and a multitude of
demands concerning mine safety and
working conditions generally. In
power, leading an activated and
militant rank and file, and facing coal
operators (and their conglomerate
parents) which have_gamed tremen-
dous profit increases in the past year,
Miller, Trbovich, and Patrick now
have the opportunity to prove
themselves in practice. The miners,
particularly the revolutionaries and
the advanced militants among them,
have the chance to expose the
pretensions of this left-talking bu-
reaucratic leaderchip.

These women were arrested last
month after organizing a defense
squad te keep scabs out of Harlan
County, Kentucky mines.

“reform” candidacy of James Morris-
sey in the recent National Maritime
Union elections and now has his
hands in the efforts of Ed Sadlowski
to unseat Sam Evett, an LW. Abel
agent in the recent District 31
(Chicago-Gary area) elections in the
United Steel Workers.

CONVENTION

The- UMW contract with the
Bituminous Coal . Operators Associ-

§ ation expires on November 30, 1974.

In preparation for this, the 46th
Constitutional Convention of the
UMW was held in Pittsburgh, Pa.,
from December 3 to December 11.
This Convention is the first held
*under the new leadership.

Under pressure to live up to the
promises of democracy, this Conven-
tion had the trappings of democracy.
Although still bureaucratic (dele-
gates, for example, were not allowed
to present resolutions from the floor
and left-wing organizations were not
allowed to distribute or_sell their
literature), there were-¢énough open-
ings for the militant aspirations of the
miners to make themselves felt.

Instead of limiting themselves to
the proposals of the leadership, the
delegates voted for a series of
demands, all of them essential, that
Miller and Co. (along with the
bourgeoisie) clearly consider to be
“pie in the sky.” These demands
included: six-hour work day with
one-hour paid lunch ({(miners pres-

by Pat McCarthy

But it is not just this leadership
that will be- tested. Miller and the
Miners For Democracy organization
{recently dissolved by the Miller
leadership in order to eliminate a
potential pole for opposition organ-
ized enough to hold them to their
promises) represent the growing
left-reformist current within the
labor bureaucracy nationally. This
tendency's function is to co-opt
leftward-moving and subjectively
revolutionary -elements within the
ranks of the labor movement in order
to more effectively confuse and
disorient them and thus to bind them
to capitalism. It is actively nourished
by leading corporate liberals and
social democrats. Joseph Rauh, Jr.—
lawyer, ‘long-time leader of the
Cold-War-liberal Americans For
Democratic Action—was one of the
leading strategists of the Miners For
Demoecracy. He was also behind the

ently work eight hours with one half
hour for- lunch); thirty- hours work
for forty hours pay; thirty days of
paid sick leave per year (the miners
presently have none); a dental plan,
severance pay, and life insurance (all
unheard of in the coal industry); a
cost-of-living escalator clause; mine
and safety committees with the
power to shut down unsafe mines; an
mncrease in employer-paid royalties to
the Welfare and Retirement Fund
from 80 cents to $2.40 per ton by the
end of the next three-year contract;
in order to raise monthly pensions to
$500 per month; and voluntary
overtime.

Aware of the implications of these
demands, the Miller leadership im-
mediately began to backtrack on
demands which it had itself put
forward. Although they promised to
fight for the six-hour day, they made
no effort to prevent a paralle! eut to

thirty hours pay per week
it clear that the six-hour day was a
“low-priority” demand.

This was on a par with the
leadership's much-vaunted “support”

for the miners’ rights to walk out of

unsale mines. Since coming Lo oifice,
Miller and company have waged a
campaign in the pages of the UMW
Journal against wildeat strikes and
for “making the grievance procedure
work” (denying what every militant
worker knows, that the key to
“making the grievance procedure
work” is to convince management
that the strike weapon s well viled
and ready at a moment’s notice).
THE “CRITICAL SUPPORT"
TACTIC

While still inside the International
Socialists, the future Revolutionary
Socialist L.eague (then in the process
of organizing into the Revolutionary
Tendeney) urged the policy of
“eritical support” to Miller and the
MFD in the UMW elections. We
argued thal the Leninist policy of
critical support was necessary in

, order to expose the MFD as a
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bureaucratic force which aimed at
binding the miners to capitalism.

In effect, we said to the miners:
“You want the elimination of the
gangster Boyle and a fight for the
legitimate needs of the miners. We
revolutionary Marxists think that
these goals require a revolutionary
leadership for the UMW, committed
to a program of transitional demands
and prepared to struggle through to
the end. You believe that reforms
within the capitalist system are
possible and are therefore prepared
to follow a leadership which is
fighting. Boyle and promising a
struggle for such reforms. We will

‘help you to remove Boyle and replace

him with Milter. But we warn you
now, and helieve that you will see in
the course of the struggle, that Miller
will sell you out and that only a
revolutionary leadership committed
to the overthrow of capitalism can
lead you and the rest of the
international working class to vic-
tory.”

In offering this kind of suppori—
critical support, or in Lenin's terms
“support, the way a rope supports a
hanged man”--we proposed to stand

Cont'd. p. 17
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writer Alexander
expelled from the

U.S.S.R. on charges of “performing
systematically actions that are incompat-

~On February 14,
Solzhenitsyn was

v

ible with being a citizen of the U.S.S.R.
and detrimental to the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics.” The whole affair—
from the nature of Solzhenitsyn's work to
the bureaucratic actions of the Russian
ruling class—speaks volumes about the
nature of Russian state capitalist society
and the stage which it is passing through
today.

SUPER-SENSITIVE

he Russian capitalist class is super-sen-
sitive to any kind of dissent whatsoever.
The reasons for this do not lie in the
personal psychological problems of the

ruling class but in its material class
position.
Capitalism everywhere is torn by

contradictions, most fundamentally the
conflict between propertyless workers and
the capitalist class which exploits them.
The capitalist class takes the product of
the workers' labor and transforms it into a
power alien and hostile to the working
class itself.

This conflict (and the other contradie-
tions which arise from it) is sharpened
dramatically during this, the epoch of
capitalism’s death agony, when the
capitalists are forced to step up their
murderous exploitation 6f the workers in
order to_ vpreserve themselves: This
stepped-up economic attack fuels the class
struggle and makes it necessary for the
capitalists to open up a parallel attack on
the de]mz)cratic rights of the working class
as well.

STATE CAPITALISM

If this is true throughout the capitalist
world in general, it is all the more clear in
the state-capitalist states. Under state
capitalism, these conflicts are even more
pointed than usual precisely because
there, as Frederick Engels explained, “the
capitalist relationship is not abolished; it is
rather pushed to an extreme.”

The sham separation between politics
and economics which seems to exist in the
U.S., for example, evaporates when the
state itself is the sole employer. Then
ifagain ir  Engels’ words) the state
“hecomes the real collective body of all the
capitalists.” All workers labor for the
single coliective capitalist. Outbreaks of
ciass struggle which are allowed to
develop therefore become openly political
in character with all the greater speed.

Total political repression—totalitarian-
ism--hecomes a life-or-death necessity for
the state-capitalist ruling class. All ex-
pressions of dissent must be driven
underground. By the same token, every
instance of dissent or indiscipline which
does emerge threatens to become a pole of
attraction—a lightning rod--for all the
accumulating electricity of proletarian
anger.

Today, world capitalism is caught in a
new period of crisis. This crisis is
expressed everywhere through the stag-
nation of production. The oil shortage is
only one example of this over-all stagna-
tion. Symptoms of the same .thing are
found daily within Russian state-capital-
ism. Thus, in the December issue ol the
Russian monthly Nowvy Mir, Nikolai N.
Smelyakov (Deputy Minister of Foreign
Trade) complained bitterly about the
declining produectivity of the U.S.S.R.'s
economy and the shortages and low-qual-
ity of commodities which this stagnation
produces.

Capitalism’s solution to this stagnation
is the same everywhere: further attacks
on the living standards of the workers.
This, once again, requires an even

" greaater crackdown than usual on demo-

cralie rights. In Britain, this attack takes
clear {orm in Heath's police-state law, the
Emergency Powers Act. In the U.S5.R.,
this requires a renewed suppression of all
currents of dissent, Soizhenitsyn's among
them.

INTar~
IR A S0y

SOLZHENITSYN'S WRIT
Solzhenitsyn’s writings have a contra-
dictory character. On the one hand, they
vividly document the horrors of life under
Stalin, in particular the nightmare-world
of the foreed labor camps. Revelations like
these are valuable to the proletariat's
cause; they expose the face of the enemy.
On the other hand, Solzhenitsyn's own
political program—the answer which he
gives to Stalinism’s atrocities—is a reac-
tionary capitalist program itself. Solzhen-
itsyn's ideal alternative to Russian capital-
ism is U.S. capitalism. Just as so many
opponents of the U.S. bourgeoisie look to
Russian capitalism for allies, so do many
opponents of Russian capitalism (like
Solzhenitsyn) look to the U.S. for rescue.

STALINISM AND BOLSHEVISM

Solzhenitsyn's most recent book, Gulag
Archipelago, is fundamentally hostile to
socialism and is filled with religious
mysticism. It traces the origins of
present-day Russian sociely not. back to
the state-capitalist counter-revolution
which Stalin led in the 1930s but to the
socialist revolution of 1917 itself led by the
Bolshevik Party. Solzhenitsyn thus stands
squarely on the false equation cherished
by all capitalists, East and West: Lenin=
Stalin. It is the brutality of Russian life
today and the state capitalist ruling class’s
masquerade as the heirs of the Bolshevik
revolution which gives rise to mysticism
and reactionary illusions such as these.

Revolutionary socialists are the most
determined opponents of the Lenin-Stalin
equation and the reactionary program
which it stands for, but we also stand
foursquare against all the Russian ruling
class’s suppression of freedom of speech
and freedom of the press and to keep the
Russian working class enshrouded in
state-imposed ignorance of state capital-
ism’s blogdy record.
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labour for French capitalism in
return for “technical advisors.”

The economics of capitalism in
West Afriea have {rom colonial times
forced Mossi workers to leave their
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ROAD TO REVOLUTION
IN BRITAIN

Dear Editor,

Paul Benjamin is right to stress the
importance of Heath’s attack on the
miners as being a decisive battle for
the whole working class in Britain.
The miners are very much in the
“front line” of workers’ resistance to
the Tory attacks.

I would not like to say how near we
are to the six million unemployed and
Depression conditions predicted in

‘the articie—although the trend is

definitely downwards. The miners;
however, are in a strong position.
Despite years of propaganda carried
out on behalf of the international oil
companies by successive Labour and
Tory governments to the effect that
coal was a “dying industry,” ete. (in
order to justify the closing of
coalfields and depress miners’ wages
with the threat of unemployment),
despite huge increases in productiv-
ity in the industry, Britain's coalfields
are desperately short of manpower.

The 81 per cent vote in favor of
giving the NUM exequtive the power
to strike shows the miners determin-
ation and confidence. Yet the Heath
government dares not take the risk of
awarding a reasonable increase to the
miners. So far, the Tories have
refused all the initiatives for a shabby
compromise proposed by the TUC
leaders.

Paul Benjamin is quite right about
how the TUC and NUM leaders
strengthen Heath’s hand by accept-
ing the ideology of Phase III and the
“special case.” His arguments for
united class action on the basis of
Councils of Action and the call for a
general strike under their control are
most important.

It is important that transitional
demands of the kind Benjamin
outlines should be to the forefront of
this campaign. It is within the
context of such a programme that the
call for a Labour Government should
be made. Revolutionaries must bear
in mind the grip Which reformist
thinking still holds on the majority of
British workers despite past betray-
als.

Particularly important is the fight
to expose the left reformists, at
present led in Parliament by Wedge-
wood Benn. At a recent mass rally of
trade unionists in support of the
miners and against Phase III, NUM
leader Lawrence Daly scathingly
attacked the “Right-Wing” Labour
MP Reg Prentice who has said the

miners should accept Phase III, but.

Daly added that Prentice “should
follow the line of Wedgewood Benn”
and received a huge ovation.

The development of revolutionary
consciousness among the British
workers, through the fight for
transitional demands, may well take
place under the banner of forcing the
“Left” MPs and union leaders to
fight. The “centre” Labour Party
leaders, Wilson and Callaghan, are
terrified of a movement to force them
into power on the basis of industrial
action.

A manifestation of this anxiety is
the motion signed by 74 Labour MPs,

- including Wilson and Callaghan,

condemning Mick McGahey, Com-
munist Party member, President of
the Scottish NUM and Vice-President
of the NUM nationally. MeGahey was
supposed to have said that one aim of
strike action was to bring down the
Tory Government and replace it with
a “Labour Government pledged to
socialist policies.” The motion—and
various speeches by Labour leaders
have said the same—condemns
McGahey for allegediy saying that if
soldiers were used to break the
strike, miners should ask them to
disobey orders on the basis of “class

solidarity.” McGahey has spent most

of his recent public appearances
saying that he never really said these
things, that a Labour Government
should only be returned “through the
ballot box” and that he would never
ask a seldier to disobey an order.

The *“untold opportunities” for
revolutionaries which Paul Benjamin
speaks of must be taken. This will
depend on the construction of a
revolutionary party which will pro-
vide the leadership necessary to
enable workers to break politically
with reformism. The current “would-
be” leaderships at the top of the
International Socialists, International
Marxist Group and Workers Revolu-
tionary Party are inadequate for this
task, their policies leading in one way
or another to tying the working class
to the reformist bureaucracies.

Fraternally,
CJ

L;)n.d()n, England
¢ February 5

AFRICAN FAMINE

Dear Editor,

Paul Benjamin's article on famine
in West Africa (The Torch #3) shows
how imperialist “aid” does nothing to
develop the economy, but instead
ensures that the West African people
are kept in economi¢ backwardness
and poverty. What Cde. Benjamin’s
article does not show sufficiently is

how West Africa has been systemati-
cally “underdeveloped” by Western

capitalism. o

The precess began with the slave
trade which turned Africa, in Marx’s
words, “into, a warren for the
commercial hunting of black skins.”
Then, as now, European capital found
an ally in the West African ruling
classes, who collaborated in the
export of this basic raw material—the
labour force.

The Muslim fihads (“holy wars”),
which took place mainly in the
nineteenth century, have often been

represented by ‘“radical”- African’

leaders as “anti-imperialist”. Much of
the support for these wars did stem
from popular resistance to the strata
of warriors and nobles who profited
from the slave trade, but often the
new castes and classes who came to
power on this basis proved them-
selves as willing to deal in human
traffic as their predecessors.

With the defeat of the last major
jithad leader, Samori Touré, and the
imposition of direct colonial rule,
Islam -ceased to be an ideology™ of
resistance. Muslim Dyula traders,
once the backbone of the jikads,
found collaboration more profitable.
Although the African elites now used
their people as a force of production
and not as an exportable commodity,
this» meant that whole national
economies were turned over to the
production of single export crops—
groundnuts, cocoa or coffee.

The -policy of the collaborating
African ruling classes has meant
making a quick profit instead of
developing the economy. Hence the
roots of the current crisis.

In Senegal, for example, a major
cause of the drought has been the
policy of the landowners of turning
whole regions over to groundnut
production. This has destroyed the
fertility of the S(;ii:{as well as tying
the economy entirely to the needs of
imperialism. President Senghor’s re-
cent. talk of “reforestation” should
fool no one. The “African Socialism”
of this poet and philosopher has, since
“independence”, provided a smoke-
screen for the export of thousands of
Senegalese workers to provide cheap
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CHILE:

was betrayed

ALSO AVAILABLE IN SPANISE

Upper Volta homeland in tens of
thousands to provide migrant labour
for the coffee and cocoa plantations of
Ghana and the Ivory Coast.” In the
latter, this enables Houphouet-
Boigny's reactionary regime to
control the Ivory Coast workers by
turning them against their class
brothers from Upper Volta in the -
scramble for jobs.

The bourgeois African “leaders”
are totally tied to imperialism and
will not and cannot oppose its
oppression. On his visit to Paris last
summer to request more “aid”,
Upper Volta’s Gen. Lamizana did not
criticise the policies which have
brought misery to his people, but
instead praised the “great generosi-
ty” of the French Government, whose
policy of nuclear tests he defends.

In the coming struggle of the
African masses against imperialism
the struggle will also be fought
against imperialism’s African allies,
currently surrounded by “Cadillacs
and whisky” while their people
starve.

These comments are intended to
supplement Paul Benjamin's article—
they do not alter my opinion-of The
Torch as the revolutionary paper in
the U.S.A.

Yours [raternally,
C. Beckett
Glasgow, Scotland

i

WORKERS UNITY IN CHILE

Dear Editor,

I would like to suggest that The
Torch may be doing the masses of
Chile a disservice by attacking the
Popular Unity government as you do
while the blood is not yet dry and
armed battle is just starting. Massive
unity on the left is now needed to
mobilize opinion against the junta.

Fraternally,
T.R

New York City
November 27, 1973

REPLY:

Unity is indeed necessary—unity of
the working class on the program of
the working class! Salvador Allende’s
Popular Unity government stood for
the disciplining of the working class
by the capitalists and their Stalinist
henchmen. It was the Popular Unity

overnment which disarmed the
%hilean workers, left the reactignary
general staff in command of the
armies, broke working-class strikes,
and even brought the military
butchers into its own government!

It is precisely now, when the
working class is again mounting
resistance to the junta, that revolu-
tionaries must point out the lessons
of the Popular Unity betrayals in
order to lead the Chilean workers
onto the revolutionary road and
thereby make sure that history does
not repeat itself.

This is the lesson taught by our
pamphlet, Chile: Never Again!




Cont'd. from p. 1

tions Act, designed to curb the labor
movement by breaking the back of
the militant shop stewards' move-
ment and chaining the unions to the
capitalist state. ’

Every element of  his strategy
ended in failure, and this failure is the
root of the present political crisis.

By ecreating an artificial boom
through providing easy money and
credit, Heath was able to win
acceptance for entry into the Com-
mon Market. But the artificial nature
of this boom produced a roaring
inflation, which brought British
workers out in their greatest strike
offensive since the 1926 General
Strike.

WORKERS COUNTER-ATTACK

In 1972 British workers, led by the
miners. ripped Heath's labor policy to
shreds. Heath refused to make anv
concessions to the miners, hoping

that by deleatine them he could
diseourace other workers {rom f{1gh:
er wares and stifien the

ne inr h
sistanee of provate mdusiry (o the
e 92}

S demant-
he miners, jomed by thousands of
trade-union mihiants who realized
ance of the r

E ozt delive A
ted flving squadrons of pickets Lo
shut down power stations and other
kev industries. preventing the gov-
ernment {rom using its stockpiles of
coal 1o keep industry going and thus
break the strike. In this way, the
iners and their supporters were
e 1o smash Heath's policy of
“eonirontation” ge demands
and f{oree him (o reireat.

British o also  defeated
Heath's attempt to use the Industrial
Relations Act to break their w
offensive. Dockworkers struck in

2 a st the introduction of
containerization on the docks, which
threatened thousands of longshore

DS,

The government used the Indus-
trial Relations Act to arrest militant
pickets. Workers across Britain re-
plied with strikes and demonstra-
tions amounting to a near general
strike which forced Heath to beat
another hasty retreat.

HEATH'S “PHASES”

Heath came into office proclaiming

“We utterly reject the philosophy of
compulsory wage control.” In fact,
the success of the British workers’
wage offensive. forced him to resort
to a government-imposed wage-
freeze (Phase 1) and then, in early
1973, to strict wage controls which
cut average wage gains in half (Phase

The reformist trade-union leader-
ship refused to take on the govern-

o Biemingham
orih e Warwicx

t
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Cronnel 2 g

[y FRANCE

— NL? — M\’(‘{-«v
ment directly by organizing the class
against Phase II. British workers,
betraved by their own leadership.
and seeing no alternative to Heath's
promised that "equa!l sacrifice” would
produce a five per cent growth rate
and prosperity. {inaliy went down to
defeat in a series of isolated strikes.

Heath also sought out new weap
ons to intimidate working-class mili-
tants. He dug up the 1875 Conspiracy
Act to break the mass pickets which
were the workers’ most effective
strike tactic. With this law the
government was able to conviet and
imprison building workers arrested
on the picket lines during a successful
strike in Shrewsbury the previous

vear.

HEATH PROVES BANKRUPT

But last year demonstrated the
bankruptey of Heath's economic
strategy. Despite the fact that the
proletariat was in retreat, despite the
fact that industry rolled up record
profits, British capitalism was near
collapse by the end of the year. Its
record profits were not nearly
sufficient to rebuild the British
industrial structure. The ruling class
found it more worthwhile to put its
profits into overseas investment or
domestic speculation.

European -capital failed to enter
Britain, too. The inability of British
industry to ,produce cheaply and
efficiently led to the flooding of
British markets with foreign goods
and a catastrophic balance of pay-
ments deficit.

The Heath government was forced
to begin a drastic. slowdown of the
economy. After three years in office,
Heath has left|British capitalism even
worse off than he found it.

The Torch R

. These were _the -circumstance
within  which the working «¢lass
renewed its struggle against Heath's
recentlv imposed Phase III wage
controls. Hailway workers, power
industry workers and others began
slowdowns and bans on overtime in a
fight againt Phase IIL

Most important have been the
miners, who_supply 70 per cent of
Britain’s energy needs. Heath an-
swered this challenge by declaring a
stale of emergency and ordering
British workers onto a three-day
week, swearing he would never give
in to the miners. )

But by this time, Heath’s position
was weak. Once his promise . of
prosperity had collapsed, he no
longer had the political strength with
which to confront the workers'
resistance. Much of the ruling class
no longer had confidence in its -own
government’s ability to rule.

BUREAUCRATS EXPOSED ‘
The workers’ confrontation ‘with
the Heath regime has brought the rot
in the union bureaucracy to the
surface. In an earlier issue of The
Torch, we charaeterized the historic
role of these union tops:

“The reformist labor bureaucracy can no
longer deliver the reforms which onee gave
it prestige in the eyes of the rank and file.
Despite the “socialist” talk of its. phony left
wing. the_labor burcaucracy remains the
svrvﬁnt)ol' the bourgeoisic, tied to ils
interests, tied Lo its hopes. It accepts Lhe
ever narrower limits permitted to the labor
movement by a dying capitalism. and has
neither the will nor the ability 1o challenge
the svstem itsell” (The Toerch #03

The bureaucracy s response o the
fircht agammst Phase 1 and  the
government crisis 1s the iving proof
ol this characterization.

The Trades Union Congress (Brit
ain’s AFL-CIOI flatly refused to call
an emergency Congress of Labor to
organize the resistance to Phase T
1t refused to mobilize class-wide
support for the miners. Instead, it
whined that the miners were a
“special case” and promised that a
miners’ victory would not be used as
a model by other unions negotiating
their wage demands. The TUC tops
acted as a conscious partner in the
government's divide-and-rule strat
egy towards the trade union move-
ment. '

THE NUM AND GORMLEY

The efforts of Joe Gormley (head of
the National Unien of Mineworkers)
to derail the militancy of the workers
he represents is the most blatant
example of the bureaucracy’s treach-
erous alliance with the bourgeoisie.
Gormley never had any intention of
waging a serious fight against Heath.
He considered taking a strike vote
when he thought the vote would be
“no.” He had second thoughts when
the miners seemed ready to take on
the government.

Gormley joined the TUC hacks in
claiming that the miners were simply
a “special case,” thus contributing to
the isolation with which the miners
were faced in the early stages of their
resistance. After the strike vote, he
proclaimed to workers who were
anxious to aid the miners and who
were aware of the threat of repres-
sion that “We as an executive have
not discussed anything about iroops

or enlisting help from other unions.”

At present, Gormley is continuing
his' divisive maneuvers. e  had
refused Lo sinetion mass pleiet
the union executive has org
picketing restricted to st man tewms
of miners only. Nonminers may not
join in.

In the meantime, Gormley still
begs Lhe government's Pay Board to
consider the miners a speciaf case. He
begs for government conecessions
instead of mobilizing the power of
thge miners and their allies in the
working class.

The so-called “left-wing” of the
union-bureaucracy is a full partici-
pant ‘in the TUC capitulation. Hugh
Scanlon, head of the poweriul Amal-
gamated Union of Engineering Work-
ers, spouted a forest of rhetoric
against Heath, then announced he
would restrict his own wage demands
within Phase III limits. '

Jack Jones, of the Transport and
General Workers Union, declared
that the TUC must fight Phase III by
proclaiming that “If the Tories will
not listen then our campaign will
have to go as far as industrial action:
I do not know what it will be—one
hour, half a day—but if it has to, it
will have to be taken."

There is no substance to the leftist
pose of Jones or Scanlon. Like their
openly right-wing cronies in the TUC,
they too will accept—and enforce
the continuing miserv of the workir
class rather than use the opport
ties offered by the government erisis
to finish off a dying capitalisor.

The British labor haeks weleonied
the announcement of new ciections as
an opportunity to derail the sirow tny
militaney of the workers. “he {ram
drivers” union executive voled te i
their union's slowdown o 15 not o
“embarass” the Labour Pty o its
elecuion canip

Gormiey mmmedialely reconumend:
ed=-n vain—that the miners post
pone their strike unijl after the
elections. The NUM ranks ignored
him. These attempts were simple
sabotage, an attempl to channel the
workers  anger into the safe harbor of
Labour Party electoral maneuvers,

BRITISH LABOUR PARTY

The Labour Party atlempts lo
present itself to the ruling class as
the hest and most efficient managers
of British capitalism. In 1964, when
Labour Party leader Harold Wilson
was elected Prime Minister, he
proudly declared that, “We beygin
from the need to strengthen Britain's
economy, to sceure a sleady and
purposive expansion in indusirial
production.”

In practice, this meant the intro
duction of productivity deals, the
introduction of wage controls. The
Labour Party's program for disci-
plining the uniens, entitled “In Place
of Strife,” provided Heath with 25 out
of the 29 elauses of his own Industrial
Relations Act. :

But while selling itself to the
bourgeoisie, Labour must also win
the votes of an aroused working
class. While ecapitalism demands-
full-scale attack on the workers, the
working-class voter demands a coun-
ter-attack on capitalism. The Labour
Party is caught in the middle, and the
squeeze sharpens divisions within the
Party itself. :

The technocrats, capitalism's
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would-be “managers,” make no secret
of their belief in the need for
“austerity” and the necessity of
disciplining the labor movement. The
Labour “lefts” like Anthony Wedge-
wood Benn, - Scanlon, "and Jones,
simply by giving cheap verbal
support to the miners are able to
appear like revolutionary firebrands
in contrast. Party leader Harold
Wilson, in trying to balance himself
.between the two wings of the party,
has succeeded only in angering both
of them. )

WHAT CLASSES?

Wilson is embarrassed by the
militaney of the union ranks and
prefers to ignore it. Not Heath.
Heath has not only sharpened the
class struggle, he has also called it by
name. He ran his campaign for
re-election on the slogan, “Who rules
Britain?”

Wilson and the Labour Party do
not dare answer Heath in kind.
Instead they retreat into sell-out
“classless” politics, declaring, “Need-
ed above all, if everyone in this
country is'to put-thenational interest
first, is an all-out, one-nation effort to
conquer our problems.” Wilson does
not want to do away with classes, of
course; he simply pretends they don't
exist. i -

THE STALINISTS MANEUVER

The . British Communist Party has
used the blatant capitulation of the
open reformists to win a cheap
reputation for militancy. In fact, the
CP is attempting to lead British
workers into the arms of its worst
enemies.

The CP’s program, The British
Road to Socialism, makes this plain.
Rather than smash the bourgeois
state, the CP program maintains that
“Parliament can be ‘made into an
effective instrument of the people’s
will, able to carry-through major-

legislation to challenge capitalist
power, and replace capitalism by
socialism.” Its chosen instrument’ for
this transformation is. the same
Labour and trade union “left”. which
continues . to betray the workers”
movement: “As Communists  we
sincerely desire the strengthening of
the left trends within the Labour
Party.” :

In practice the CP freely sacrifices
the interests of the working class to
its own search for “respectability” in
the ‘eyes of union bureaucrats and
Labour Party hacks. In the case of
the miners’ strike, the CP (which has
six delegates on the NUM executive
committee) was originally not only
against calling a strike, but also
opposed a complete ban on overtime,
for fear of offending its hoped-for
allies. Despite its claimed goal of
electing enough CP candidates to

Parliament to force a Labour govern- -

ment “committed to its present
left-wing program” to carry it out,
the CP actually ran fewer candidates
this year than it did in 1970.

These opportunist maneuvers are
only the tfi,rst signs of the greater
betrayals to come. The CP strategy
can only open the road to a British
repetition of the Chilean disaster, an
alliance between the proletariat and
its own executioners.

BUT WORKERS FIGHT ON

Despite its sell-out leadership, the
working class has demonstrated an
increasing willingness to fight.- The
miners voted by 81 per cent to strike.
This was the largest strike vote in
their long history. Their refusal to

postpone their strike in the teeth of .

the general election is a clear
warning to the ruling class that no
government which ignores their
demands can expect to rule in peace.
As one miner put it, “He [Heath] can
go to the country, but they'll still
have to settle with the miners when

The kidnapping of Patricia Hearst
reveals again the bankruptey of
individual acts of violence as a
substitute for the revolutionary
action of the proletariat.
~The “Symbionese = Liberation
Army” thinks it can blackmail the
bourgeoisie itself into abolishing
capitalism with the Robin-Hood-like
ransom demand of “food for the
poor.” Unfortunately, the bourgeoisie
has other ideas. So the original
demand of $400 million in food {(which
itself would have been no more than a
few crumbs) quickly melts to $4
million.
The demand itself reflects the
worst kind of liberal moralism,
reduced in the end to a plea to the
bourgeoisie to intervene more force-
fully to redress grievances which it .
has created itself. It's FDR’s New
Deal on a smaller scale.
Kidnappings of this sort are not a
new idea. The Tupamaros of Uruguay
used the same tactic ‘for years,
treating the proletariat as passive
spectators, as an inert mass, too

iignorant to act in its own self-inter-

 THE HEARST KIDNAPPING

~on the Uruguayan working class last

est. While giving the ruling class a -
pretext for repression, the Tupama-
ros taught the workers to sit back
and rely on saviours.. When the
bourgeoisie launched an all-out attack

summer in the form of a military
coup, the Tupamaros were of course
no defense at all.

The Hearst kidnappers likewise
can only imbue the proletariat with a
feeling of helplessness—a feeling that
it is at the mercy of “great events”
and “great actors” and can itself play
no independent role. In fact, the
opposite is true—the destiny of
humanity lies in the hands of the
pratetariat.

The proletariat must be prepared
to meet and decisively smash the
violence of the bourgeoisie, but this
can only be done through the
construction of a revolutionary lead-
ership and the mobilization of the
working class as a revolutionary
force. Individual acts like those of the
“Symbionese” only serve to disarm
the proletariat and make it more
vulnerable to attack by the bour-

geoisie.

it's over.” C

Nor are the miners isolated any
longer. Workers: are turning out_in
ever larger rallies in support of the
miners. Dock workers have ‘refused
to unload scab coal imported from

- “socialist” - Poland. Workers have

answered the Shrewsbury picketing
convictions with massive protests
and one-day strikes. Their response
.to the increasingly political nature of
the struggle is reflected in the
growing membership and activity of
the various centrist groups in Britain
who are parading themselves as
revolutionaries.

The Conservative Party has failed-

to subdue the working-class upsurge.
The TUC hacks and Labour Party
reformists have failed to contain it.
The British ‘petty bourgeoisie has
responded to the bankruptey of the
two major parties by rejecting both.
The Conservative share of the total
vote declined 7.9 per cent from the
1970 elections; the Labour Party's
share declined 5.8 per cent. Fully
one-fourth of the British electorate
has rejected its traditional parties.

The various petty-bourgeois par-
liamentary parties have no indepen-
dent strength of their own. They
have no program, they have no
future. Reactionary right-wing Tory
demagogues like Enoch Powell and
openly fascist groups like the Nation-
al Front will attempt to whip the
petty-bourgeoisie’s frustration into a
frenzied attack on the very existence
of the proletarian organizations—
both the parties and the trade unions
themselves.

Revolutionaries in Britain must
warn the working class against any
slackening of its defenses against the

capitalist attack. A retreat will only

encourage the reactionary and fascist
elements, will only demoralize the
less advanced workers who are only
beginning to join the struggle.

The revolutionary forces in Britain

must call for Councils of Action to"’

organize a general strike to support
the miners’ claim against-compromise
.or defeat, against the Emergency
Powers Act, against the Industrial
Relations Act and anti-picket laws,
against the system of wage controls
which remains in effect. They must
urge the creation of workers’ defense
guards to protect both the general
strike as “well as all proletarian
demonstrations and struggles—pro-
tect them against police repression
and fascist goon-squad attacks. They
-must plainly state the bankruptcy of
Labour™*Party ~ reformism, which
(through its class collaborationist
policies, its cowardly retreat before
the capitalist assault, its refusal to
defend the workers’ struggle) has
opened the way for reaction and
defeat.

In doing all this, the revolutionary
forces will carry forward the fight to
build the revolutionary party which
can unite the class and win the
petty bourgeoisie to the support of
the proletariat. :

INTERNATIONAL IMPORTANCE

The political struggle now under
way in Britian is only the most
advanced example of the crisis which
is undermining the foundations of
bourgeois rule in the advanced
capitalist countries: -Throughout

~Europe, the parliamentary regimes

are faced with an economic crisis
which they are unable to solve.

Throughout Europe, the petty bour-
geoisic is rejecting its traditional
political allegiances in a desperate
attempt to preserve its historic way .
of life. And throughout Europe the
working class is demonstrating both
its anger and its power in a series of
massive strikes. \

Inthe U.S., this has taken the form
of the bourgeoisie’s crisis in leader-
ship over the Nixon regime. Nixon's
series of attempts to paste the
economy back together again have all
ended in failure. As with Heath, this
failure weakens Nixon's ability ‘to
crack down on the working class. His
incompetence in leading the U.S.
ruling class towards a “strong state”
which the capitalists need to pre-
sérve their profits and their rule has
threatened the very basis of the
bourgeois regime. k

SAME SCRIPT IN US.A.

It is precisely in such moments of
political crisis that the character of
the workers’ leadership is most
important. It is precisely when the
working class must pose itself as a
positive alternative to capitalist
decay that the reformist friends of
capitalism in the labor movement
demonstrate their own political bank-
ruptey most clearly. -

The U.S. labor bureauerats are
hopelessly tied to the U.S. bour-
geoisie—not through a reformist
workers’ party, as in Britain, but
through the two bourgeois political
parties themselves. In the face of the
crisis, the labor bureaucrats hide
behind the Democratic Party and
prattle about “veto-proof Congress,”
refusing to break with the bourgeois
politicians and form a labor party.

The workers’ growing disgust with
reformist sell-outs is pushing forward
the U.S. counterparts of Jones and
Scanlon. Fake-left hacks like Patrick
Gorman of the Meatcutters; Arnold
Miller of the miners; and Paul
Schrade, the United National Caucus,
and similar types in the UAW use a
militant rhetoric to conceal their own
refusal to fight capitalism.

The U.S. Communist Party shame-

“lessly promotes these hacks and the

“progressives” in  the Democratic
Party as the true representatives of
working-class interests. The “anti-
monopoly coalition” hawked by the
CPUSA is nothing but the application
of the British Road to Socialism to -
U.S. polities.

The program of the CPUSA is
crowned with the —promise: “Of
course, we advocate social change by
peaceful means, through’ political
institutions and people’s organiza-
tions within the American Constitu-
tional framework.” Like their British
partners, the U.S. Communist Party
can lead workers only to crushing
defeat.

Only an international revolution-
ary leadership can prepare the
workers’ defense against the bour-
geoisie’s attacks, can pose the
socialist reconstruction of society as a
practical task-—and as the only road
for the international working class. In
fighting for this program, the revolu-
tionaires will expose the reformist
betrayers and drive them out of the
labor movement. In fighting for this
program, they will construet the
world revolutionary party—the
Fourth International—which alone
can lead the working class to power.

o
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BY BRUCE LANDAU

Caught up in the most agute class
struggles in almost fifty years, the
British working class is still crippled
by centuries-old reformist prejudices.
One of the most deep-rooted and
dangerous of these is pacifism—the
refusal to meet the force and violence
of the enemy with force and violence
of vour own.

Pacifism is the creed of defeat. It is
always dangerous. In the present

—.eireumstances, it is .the deadliest -

poison in the labor movement’s blood
stream.
THE RULING CLASS PREPARES

The British bourgeoisie has no
qualms about using selective and
mass repression and violence to
enforce its will. The incredibly brutal
history of the British Empire is by
itself the most vivid proof of this-fact.
That history is written in the blood of
colonial peoples—Indians, Irish,
Arabs, Africans, and Asians.

More recently, the British capi-
talists demonstrated their savagery
just across the Irish Sea in Northern
ireland (Ulster).There, under the
direction of Mr. William Whitelaw,

_British troops imposed virtual mar-

tial law, shooting down unarmed
civilians at will., When the Chilean
military junta herded thousands of
political prisoners into a sports

strikers. The “Workers Revolutionary Party” calls for a general strike

stadium, they were only copying the
example of Britain’s notorious Irish
concentration camp at Long Kesh.
Today, the rulers of Britain face a
challenge to their power at home,

within their own borders. The
bourgeoisie knows what is at stake.
Heath’s election campaign rode on
one slogan: “Show the unions just
who does govern Britain!

To defeat the miners and break the
back of the working-class resistance
in general, techniques tested and
refined in Ireland are now re-
imported. -to- Britain--'itself. -The
Emergency Powers Act gives the
government sweeping police-state
powers. It is an open secret that the
army's show of force at Heathrow
airport in January was not a “defense
against Arab terrorist threats” (as
the government pretended) but a
warning to the British workers’
movement.

In the meantime, the government
and the courts have cracked down on
picketing rights and have clamped
three striking building workers into
prison for up to three years, as
examples to others. The Manchester
Guardian of January 28 reported:

“Police forces have thousands of men
available to deal with any picketing trouble
if the miners vote for a strike. Mobile police
squads will be ready to deal with mobile
pickets; hundreds of men will be available
to converge on potential trouble spots; and
a centralised intelligence unit has been set

“today, but refuses to issue the call for workers’ defense guards.
v

up at Scotland Yard to act as a clearing
house for provincial forces and give early
warning of unrest which may turn into
violence.”

Supervising the Tory govern-
ment's anti-labor preparations has
been none other than Mr. William
Whitelpw, fresh . from .the military
occupation of Ulster.

S
WORKERS' DEFENSE GUARDS

The bourgeoisie feels its back to
the wall. It is ready to use whatever
bloody and repressive measures are
necessary to discipline the workers
and force them to accept impover-
ishment. The workers have only one
alternative—to arm and prepare {o
defend themselves against strike-
breaking gangs, vigilante squads,
police provocations, and military
attacks.

Any program today which “for-
gets” this is a pacifist program. A
pacifist program for the labor move
ment is not a program to prepare the
workers but to serve the bourgeoisie
and its lackeys. As Leon Trotsky
explained in the Transitional Pro-
gram (“The Death Agony of Capi-
talism and the Tasks of the Fourth
International”):

“In connection with every strike and
street demonstration, it is imperative to
propagate the necessity of creating work-
ers’ groups for gelf-defense. It is necessary
to write this slogan into the revolutionary
wing of thetrade unions. It is imperative
wherever possible, beginning with the

“youth groups, to organize groups for
self-defense, to drill and acquaint them with
the use of arms.” .

Revolutionaries in Britain must
pound away ceaselessly, relentlessly,
at the urgent need for the workers to
arm and defend their mass organi-
zations, their rights, their strikes,
and their picket lines.

This must begin long in advance of

the dactual immediaie need for armed
self-defense--or risk beginning too
late.

Fvery aggressive aét, by the
hourgeoisie, ils state, and jts private
gangs of thugs must be used to drive
home the need for workers self
defense guards nouw.

By preparing the workers today to
arm for self-defense, revolutionaries
lay the basis for expanding the
defense guards tomorrow inlo a
full-scale workers' militia, able to
take the offensive, zid in the
disintegration of the standing army,
and spearhead the fight for state
power itself. This is precisely how
Lenin and Trotsky were able to lea
the Russian proletariat in 1917 from
the tasks of self-defense through the
October revolution.

THE TEST

Tumultuous conditions like those
which exist in Britain teday cast the
brightest light on the working class's
need for revolutionary leadership, for

" a Leninist combat party. Only such a
leadership can prepare the working
class for the struggles of the present
and the future. )

The struggles of the proletariat do
not automatically awaken the class to
its tasks, such as the ereation of
workers defense guards. Those les-
sons of struggle. those tasks must be
taught by the vanguard. The revo-
lutionary socialist program must be
courageously and tirelessly fought
for.

Those would-be revolutionaries
who {ail to provide this kind of
leadership thereby betray the fight
to build a Leninist party. They
condemn the workers' struggle to
defeat at the hands of the treach
erous reformist misleaders.

In Britain, a number of organiza-
tions claim to stand for and fight for a
revolutionary program. These groups
present themselves to the British
workers as alternatives to the TUC
tops, the Labour Party chiefs, and
the Stalinist Communist Party.

THE WRP

The most imposing of these groups
is the Workers Revolutionary Party
(WRP), formerly the Socialist Labour
League.

The WRP publishes a daily news-
paper, Workers Press, and claims a
wide circulation for it. The WRP
claims a membership of 4,000 and
strength in a number of unions. It has
the ear of many reveolutionary-
minded workers and an “industrial
arm,” the All Trades Unions Alliance
(ATUA). The WRP proclaims itself to
‘be the Trotskyist party in.Britain.

But a newspaper, an organijzation,
a membership; and a periphery are
not- enough to constitute a revolu

tionary party. For this a revolu- ~

txonary program is necessary, plus
the principles and courage to fight for
it. And here the WRP has proven
itself bankrupt.
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PACIFIST BLEATING

Day ; after day, the WRP and
Workers Press underline the  seri-
ousness of the present situation.
Indeed, they exaggerate. They flatly
prediet open military dictatorship -in
Britain in the immediate future. This
is certainly a possibility, but unlikely
until the British bourgeoisie beconies
eonvinced it cannot .crush the work-
ers through & combination of Labour
Party treachery and parliamentary
strong-man governments.

But all the WRP’s journalistic
leftism is only a cover for a wretched
pacifist program of defeat. Never—
not .once—do they draw the neces-
sary programmatic conclusions. They
refuse to call on the working class to
defend itself against the ruling class’s
assaults. £ ’ :

Workers Press 6f November 11,
1973,. for example, carried-a- state-
ment by the WRP’s Political Com-
mittee, declaring that the British
bourgeoisie plans “to break .the
resistance of the working class
through the use of special detach-
ments of police and the military.” The
statement observes, “Such prepara-

- tions bring Britain to the verge of

dictatorship.”

Tweo weeks later, on November 24,
Workers Press stated that “Britain's.
working class now faces the same
threat as that which faced the

working class of Greece just prior to -

the 1967 military coup.”

On November 30, Workers Press
carried a story entitled “Police
Prepare for Civil War,” reporting
details of police mobilizations. The
article concluded:

"With the lesson of Northern
Ireland behind them and the experi-
ence of civil war in a dozen overseas
countries on hand, the ruling class is
now actively and rapidly-preparing
for a similar situation in Britain.” It
continues: “Whole sections of the
Britisk ruling class have already
accepted and steeled themselves on
the inevitability of civil war. . . The
time for talking is over.”

The obvious burning question for
the working class is "What to do?”
What is the WRP’s concrete strategy
for averting or winning civil war?
How does the WRP propose to avoid
another Greece? How, according to
the WRP, can the workers defend
themselves against military dicta-
torship?

STRIKES AND BALLOTS ALONE

Here is where the WRP’s verbal
leftism dissolves into the thinnest
pacifism. The November 30 article,
quoted above, concludes that “These
civil war preparations must be
nipped in the bud immediately.”
But Workers Press then explains
how: “All sections of the working
class must be mobilized to force this
Tory government to resign.” Period!
And workers’ defense guards? Not a
word. Silence. The message is clear:
Simply remove Mr. Heath from No.
10 Downing Sreet; that will “nip”
civil war “in the bud”!

Surely this is just one slip, one
isolated case? Unfortunately not.
Read Workers Press throughout the
months of the present crisis. You will
find not one single, solitary word
about the need for armed self-

defense. Everything is staked on

" ‘unarmed strikes plus an electoral

vietory for Labour.

Read the November 11 statement
by the WRP’s Political Committee,
the oné which argued that Britain

" was on “the verge of dictatorship.”

What to do? “Demand an immediate

_election! Mobilize with the miners to

force the Tories to resign! Join the
WRP and the All Trades Unions
Alliance!” How easy it seems to be to
defeat dictatorship! The statement
by ATUA, carried by Workers Press
of November 24, had nothing more to
add.

On December 3, the WRP’s Central
Committee issued 2 statement, pub-
lished in their newspaper the follow-
ing day under the front-page banner
headline, “Our Policy for the Crisis.”
Declaring that at stake was “not

mittee statement has only a void.
They have reduced the fight for .
socialism to a hollow, pacifist ab-
straction, just as fake revolutionaries
have always done, from Karl Kautsky
and the German Secial Democrats to
Salvador Allende and the Chilean
Stalinists.

To be precise, the Central Com-
mittee Statement does contain two
sentences on the future of the
bourgeoisie’s- police and army. The
WRP promises to demand of a
Labour government that “All secret
police and M 15 organizations must
be disbanded and fully exposed.” So
much for the secret police! Also:
“Withdraw all British troops from
abroad and disband the present
standing army.” So much for the
army! :

The WRP warns against eivil war

The British army made a show of force at Heathrow Airpert in January as

& warning to rebellious British workers.

“

simply a wages question” but “a
socialist solution to the crisis, the
guestion of power,” the statement
proceeds to lay out the WRP
strategy: a general strike, Councils of
action, factory committees, Labour to
power.

Within the councils and commit-
tees, the WRP pledges to fight for
the leadership of the working class
“on a socialist programme.”

The program which follows is
lengthy and covers everything from
fighting-plant closures through na-
tionalization of industry under work-
ers’ control to the smashing of NATO
under a workers' government. But
search high and low, there is not even
an indirect reference to arming the
workers, workers defense guards, or
a workers militia. .

DEMOCRATIC PACIFISTS

On the one hand we have a general
strike and embryonic soviets (Coun-
cils of Action); on the other hand we
have a listof tasks which a workers’
government must carry out. But
bridging these things—in the placé
where we should have a program of
armed siruggle against capitalist
violence, to destroy the bourgeois
state—here the WRP’s Central Com-

and dictatorship. To counter such
threats, this party which claims the
heritage’ of Lenin and Trotsky has
only one thing to say to workers:
“Call on Labour to disarm the
bourgeoisie and the bourgeois state”!

Lenin and Trotsky fought all their
lives to make the workers under-
stand that only the working class
itself, led by a revolutionary party,

AR R

" can smash the ruling class’s appa-

ratus of repression. Trotsky effec-
tively characierized the WRP's type
of behavior thirty-five years ago. He
explained: Those who call for revolu-
tionary measures (like a general
strike, Councils of Action, and so on)
but refuse to connect them “with the
consequences” (bourgeois resistance,
armed struggle, workers’ defense
guards and militia) stand revealed
not as revolutionaries but “only as
pacifists with democratic illusions.”
THREE EXPLANATIONS

There are three possible explana- ‘

_tions for the WRP's disgraceful

betrayal of the fight for socialism:

{1) Pacifism: The WR}\’ honestly
believes that the bourgeoisie is
preparing violence but also believes
that unarmed strikes and peaceful
elections will foil those preparations.
Or, .

(2) Tailism: The WRP honestly
foresees civil war but {fears to
demand workers’ defense guards
because the workers “are not ready”
for such a slogan. (This is the classic
formula of Menshevism.) Or,

(3) Cynicism: The WRP considers
its own words about the threat of
violence and civil war to be lies—and
therefore feels no need to arm the
workers for self-defense.

Whichever explanation applies, the
impact of the WRFP's pacifist line is
this: to strengthen pacifism, to build
the workers’ illusions about the
so-called “peaceful road to socialism,”
to reassure the working class that the
forces of capitalist repression can be
dealt with simply by throwing the
Tories out through industrial action
and election ballots.

A real revolutionary party—a
Trotskyist party-—must be built in
Britain. Otherwise pre-revolutionary
conditions will give way not to
revolution bul to defeat, demorali-
zation, and the lightning-quigk
growth of reaction and fascism.

To build such a party, revolu-
tionaries must speak boldly, clearly,
and frankly to the proletariat about
exactly what needs to be done. They
must make use of the glaring
capitulation of the WRP to destroy it
and win its honest members and
periphery over to the banner of
Bolshevism, of Trotskyism. In such a
struggle, whether Heath or Wilson
runs Parliament, the urgency of the
need for workers’ defense guards
cannot be over-emphasized.

S

$3.45/8145 18

Trotsky’s

1925-28 writings
on questiors of
revolution in Britain

| $345

Order from Haymgrket B;oks
160 N. Halsted Street
Chicago, Illinois 60606
Ask for a free ca(talog of all
Haymarket books. J




AN

7

Page 10

The fundamental cause of the
epochal crisis of capitalism is. the
tendency of the rate of profit to fall.

This falling rate of profit is_the
expression in economic terms of the
basu contradiction of capitalist soci-
ety: the domination of labor by
capital and the struggle between
them. The capitalist class is con-
stantly pressed (by the requirements
of maintaining its own rule and under
the impact of competition) to accu-
mulate capital as rapidly as possible.
As a result, it pays the workers
merely enough to maintain tfem and
to enable them to raise offspring as
replacements.

Incapable and unwilling to unleash
the sappresseu creativity of the
workers (to do so would require the
abolition of capitalism® itself), ‘the
capitalists are forced, as the major

remaining means of raising produc

tivity and hence accumulation, to
apply more and more machinery and

other materials of production to the——

production process. Meanwhile, the
labor process is simplified, and the

workers -are ground down and
degraded. :
This increase in machinery and

other materials of production relative
to labor is what is-ealled the rise in

the organic composition of capital. -

Since labor is the source of surplus-
value {and hence prefit), a diminish-
ing proportion_of putlay for labor-

"‘power in the totalinvestment outlay

leads, despite partially offsetting
factors, toan ov erall fall in the rate of
profit.

With the onset of World War I,
international capitalism entered a

- period of world wars, international

“-solving, —all

crises, and revolutions which threat-
ened to destroy capitalism altogether
and replace it with the rule of the
working class or with the “mutuai
destruction of the contending class-
es” (barbarism!. The impact of the
falling rate of profit was clear-cut and
obvious.

POST-WAR BOOM
Aiter World War II, however,
czame a period of apparent stability
for capitalism, a long-term boom that
has lasted, despite relatively mild
fluctuations, for thirty years. During
this time, capitalism’s public relations
men sang about the new “people’s
capitalism” which had supposedly
solved, or was in the process of
problems.~"N¢ Tnore
depressions; no more crises. The
victory in the war against poverty,
they promised, was just around the
corner. Revolutionary socialism, they
snickered, was obsolete, out of date.
In fact, many who claimed to be
Marxists echoed a similar tune.
Capitalism, these “Marxists” claimed,
had changed. It was a new capitalism,
a-‘neo-capitalism.” The law of value,
the falling rate of profit, and the
other laws of motion é capitalism
analyzed by Marx no longer held.
And they drew the appropriate
reactionary conclusions from these
reactionary ideas: e.g., that the
working class in the advanced
capitalist countries was completely
“bought off,” was fat and rich and no
longer a force for revolution.

(.

Now, after thirty years of boom
and prosperity, international capi-

.talism is again in the throes of a

severe crisis which threatens to
plunge the entire world into anarchy
and chaos. This crisis is forcing all the
bourgeois psalm-singers and their
counterparts on the Left to re-revise
their revisionist views in order to
explain what their theories cannot
explain. S

‘Bul this current crisis did not
spring from nowhere. It did not fall
from the skies. It is not an “act of
God."” It is based in and was nurtured
by the very conditions that made the
post-war boom possible.

The basis for the post-war boom
was the defeat of the working class,

_represented by World War II itself,

and the derailing of the post-war
workers’ upsurge. After thirty years
of repeated attempts to storm the
capitalist fortress, the international
proletariat was disarmed, disori-
ented, and demoralized by the
betrayal of the Stalinist and Socxal
Democratxc Parties.—

It was this defeat that made
possible the reorganization of world
capitalism under the leadership of the
dominant capitalist power, the Uni-

ted States. This reorganization was
based upon and served to reinforce
the United States’ dominant position.
It brought about a tremendous
centralization of capital in the hands
of the giant monopoly firms that
dominated and stiil dominate the U.S.
economy.

THE ECONOMICS OF LOOTING

Fundamentally, the boom was

‘based on an organized system of

looting, the unequal transfer of value
from the backward nations into the
more advanced, and from the more
advanced in general toc the United
States in particular. The techniques
through which this looting operation
was accomplished varied; the content
remained the same. i
After World War 1 the victorious
powers simply pulverlzed the de-
feated nations’ economies and tried to
squeeze as much out of them as fast
as possible. After World War II, on
the other hand, the U.S. had a more

farsighted approach.

Motivated by the need to rebuild
Western Europe and Japan as
buffers against the Russian rival, the
U.S. aided in the reconstruction of
the war-torn Western European and

Japanese economies through a vari-
ety of means. The most notable of
these, for Europe, was the Marshall
Plan.

Western Europe and Japan were
rebuilt from the ground up with the
most modern plant and equipment
while the modern, skilled working
classes in these countries remained
paid at poverty-level wages until well
into the post-war boom. The result
was a tremendous increase in the
rate of exploitation of the European

and Japanese working class and high -

proﬁts, which were the basis for the
long-term economic upswings in
these countries. :

But Marshall Plan aid and related
devices were not the product of
charitable aims of the U.S. bour-
geoisie. No. They were exchanged for
a price. This t}}ffée was the recog-
nition that the U.S. was the “leader of
the Free World” which would be
allowed to dominate and police the
world as it saw fit, without the
interference of its “Free World”
allies. &

In economic terms, this not only
meant that the U.S. capitalists had
free rein of Western Eumpes ‘old

_colonjal empires but also that the

Furcpean economie
woul Id be wide opt
penetration, by F;.L‘p &
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European economies themselves
would be wide open for direct
penetration by U.S. capital. _—

The entire post-war setup, part1
cularly ‘the international monetary
system set up by the Bretton Woods

agreement of 1944, enabled” U.S.
capital to invade that part of the
capitalist world which was party to
the agreement. It enabled the U.S. to
get in on the ground floor in-the
reconstruction of Western Europe

“and
high-profit conditions described . a-
‘bove. {This was especially the case
after the establishment of the Euro-
pean -Common Market when direct
U.S. investment in Western Europe
shot way up). It also furthered the
U.S.’s takeover of the main branches

of the Canadian economy and facili-

tated the invasion“of the under-
developed part of the world and the
milking of these economies of-their
labor and natural resources to help
produce the “American Dream” at
héme. .

ARMS PRODUCTION

The key to making. this system
Work was the tremendous increase
within the U.S. in state intervention
in the economy, largely in the form of
"ﬁ}ita*‘y spending and other forms of
waste production. Not only did this
provide the arsenal to maintain the
U.S. wordwide empire, it also
provided a mechanism, unwittingly
at first, for the temporary stabili-
zation of the U.S. economy itself.

Arms production, overwhelmingly
centered in the largest monopoly
sectors of the economy, in effect
subsidized the earnings of these firms
through guaranteed profits paid for
by the state. With- the monopoly
position of these corporations shored
up and with profits gudranteed,
capital was centralized in their hands
while their relatively smooth func-
tioning helped to maintain relatively
“full” employment and stimulated
other sectors of the economy. This
mechanism was the key to the
seeming success of Keynesian eco-
nomic policy throughout this period.

DRAINING RESOURCES

In a “free enterprise” economy,
however, state intervention to main-

tain production is a sign of decay, not -

of strength. Generally speaking, the
capitalist state will only intervene
where private capital cannot main-
tain profitable production 'in the
given sector.

The production of arms is unpro-
ductive, that is, it does not add to a
given society’s productive capabil-
ities. In fact, arms production is a net
drain on the society’s resources, since
the products are blown up, shot into
space or simply discarded when they

are made obsolete, with only minor -

positive side-effects.

In order for this kind of production
to actually act as a stimulant to an
economy for more than an extremely
fleeting moment, the costs of this
destruction of resources must De
shifted away from the center, either
in space or in time. In practice some
of the costs were shifted onto other
sectors of the U.S. capitalist class and
directly ontc the U.S. workers

to take advantage of the

through taxes. Most :mportant much
of the cost was shifted outside the
-1J.8. altégether while some were
deferred to the future and are now
claiming their due.

"STATE DEBT

Key to the apparently stimulating
effects of armis production is a shell
game that works through the state
debt.

A substantial portion of the money
paid to the arms manufacturers is
funded through deficit financing—
that is, government borrowing. The
state pays the arms companies from
money borrowed from private indi-
viduals, capitalists.

In theory, deficit fmancmg is

intended to stimulate the economy in

the present so that production and
profits in the future will be suffi-
ciently increased to pay off the debt
so incurred. But where deficit
financing maintains mainly unpro-
ductive production, the economy can
never be stimulated sufficiently to

- repay the debt, not even to hold the

debt at the same level. The costs of

__the debt in the long run will far

§,s#.
Y

outrun the stimulating effects in the ‘

Ptﬁ;ﬂ& 1;

present. The result is an ever
mounting state debt.

" As long as an ecoffomy remains
healthy or can manage to pass off the
costs of the mounting debt through

-. imperialist devices, this arrangement -

appears to work. However, one effect
of arms production guarantees that
stagnation cannot long be hidden.
Since arms production represents
an actual destruction of resources, it
further hinders the modernization of
the industrial apparatus which is
necessary to maintain profitable
production. This creates, over a
period of time, an economy whose
basic sectors and infrastructure are
increasingly worn out and cutdated.
And it is this same weakened
industrial apparatus- which is bur-
dened by a constantly mounting debt
and other forms of commercial paper
(stocks, bonds, ete.) which represent
claims on the surplus value pro-
duced—surplus value which does not
grow as fast as the claims. These
artificially swollen claims are other-
wise known as fictitious capital.
_One ingenious way through which

BTN T

French workers occupy factory during KMay-June 1968 and “hang”

capitalism. They refused to keep paying

stability. o

kg, price-of. caplt&hsm s post-war I

the costs of defense spendmg were
shifted away from U.5. capitalism

. was the functioning of the Interna-

tional monetary system.
The U.S. held 75 per cent of the

-world’s gold reserves and accounted
~ for 65 per cent of industrial pmduc

tion at the end of World War [1. The
Allied capitalist powers, “led” by the
U.S., felt it necessary and desirable
that the U:S. dollar be established as
the official reserve currency and “as
good as gold.” The price of gold was
set at $35 per ounce while the other
currencies were pegged to the dollar.

The other governments party to
the agreement were obligated to
maintain the fixed relationships
(parities) between the dollar and
their respective currencies through
various financial and monetary oper-
ations. Holdings of U.S. dollars were
to be convertible to gold at the legal
rate upon presentation of the dollars
to the U.S. Treasury.

The tremendous flow of dollars out
of the U.8. in the form of foreign
investment, foreign “aid,” and mili-
tary spending overseas (such as in
the war to subjugate Vietnam), led to
a tremendous build-up of U.S. dollars
in. Europe (Euroaollars) and else-
where. Although legally required to
pay £6 holders. of these dollars one
ounce of gold for every $35 if the
holders desire, the U.S. (faced with a
steady depletion of its gold reserves)
urged its allies not to present dollars
for conversion if they wished to avoid
a monetary crisis that would snap the
whole arrangement. The result was
the further growth of this pool of
dollars. By 1971, there were approxi-
mately 70 billion U.S. dollars in
Europe. .

INFLATION

.Meanwhile, within the U.S., the
effects of increasingly obsolete plant
and equlpment coupled with the
steady growth of the state debt and
other forms of fictitious capital, led to
a mounting inflation. This meant that
the heap of dollars piling up in
Europe was depreciating in value,
was worth less and less. The
European capitalists were in effect
granting - their U.S. counterparts a
loan with negative inter est—thaL is, &
gift.

In fact, the Bretton ‘Woods agree-

‘ment placed the dollar in a privileged

position which the rest of the
capitalist class was obligated to
maintain regardless of the doilar’s
actual value at any given time. This

-funictioned like a form of monopoly

price structure. Value produced by
other capitals elsewhere was drawn
to U.S. capital out of proportion to
the relative total size of U.S. capital
itself. The Bretton Woods agreement
was simply the linchpin at the center
of an imperial dpparatus that served

~ to loot the rest of the world in the )

interests of U.S: capltal

While U.S. capitalism was actual}y
stagnating, while the rate of profit
was actually declining, these facts
were hidden under. a veneger of
prosperity increasingly based upon
plundering the rest of the world and

Cont'd. next page
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THE ROOTS OF THE

cannibalizing the flesh of the U.S.
economy itself. :

THE WORKERS REVOLT

By the mid-1960’s, the devastating
effects of the post-war arraiigements
were already beginning to be obvi-

ous. Arms and other waste produec-
tion and the outflow of capital had
produced a decided backwardness in
the basic structure of the U.S.
economy. Whole sectors (such as
steel and metalworking in general,
railroads, shipbuilding) were plagued
“with outmoded plant-and-equipment.
The growth of public debt at all .
levels and the resulting tax burden
on the workers and other oppressed
sectors led to the “tax-payers’
revolt,” the so-called fiscal crisis of
the state, and the general rot of the
cities and essential soeial services.
Comparable to the failure toinvest in
new plant and equipment was the
destruction of the environment and
the failure to develop new energy
resources—which is merely another
form of the general inability to
reproduce sources of constant capital.

economy which gives the impression
of continued boom became ever more
prone to all sorts  of wasteful
speculation which rendered .it even
more susceptible to crisis.

The form which the present erisis is

~taking is-largely the result of the

unravelling of the international mon-
etary system. As noted above, this
structure led to saddling Europe with
billions of steadily depreciating dol-
lars. Aslong as the costs of this could
be passed off onto the European
workers in the form of inflation,
currency devaluations, ete., without
seriously impairing the profitability
or political stability of European
capitalism, the arrangement was

-relatively stable.

But as the European economies
began to suffer from the impact of
falling profit rates, aggravated by

burdens required ‘to maintain the
international system. They threat-
ened to cut themselves loose.

. By mid-1971, the Bretton Woods
agreement was a shambles. Nixon
had already ‘closed the “gold win-
dow”—had refused to exchange dol-
lars for gold—and had instituted
wage controls (which in different
form we are still living with). ‘

Since then, no new permanent
monetary system has been estab-
lished. Instead, ad hoc arrangements
have been implemented, while the
U.S. has bludgeoned the other
capitalist powers into accepting a
substantial devaluation of the dollar,
significantly increasing the competi-
tiveness of U.S. goods on the world
market and substantially improving
the U.S.s balance of payments
situation. -

In effect, we see a return to an
every-man-for-himself arrangement
which can only increase the shakiness
of the international capitalist eco-

nomy, while the international bank--

ers and monetary experts search in
vain for a new permanent set-up.
~ THE CRISIS TODAY
Today, the international capitalist
economy is collapsing under the
weight of its previously hidden
contradictions. The international

. economy is plagued with increasingly

obsolete sectors, a lack of capital
sufficient *to recreate conditions of
profitable ' production, and a con-
tinually mounting burden of debt and
fictitious capital.

In such conditions, Keynesian
“solutions” will be increasingly inef-
fective, even on a temporary basis:
increasing doses of deficit financing
and other forms of credit expansion
will be necessary just to modernize
the stagnation. The result will be
galloping inflation even during down-
until a world depression
intervenes with its own deflationary
until the workers
intervene with the socialist revo-
The -shortages of crucial
resources, themselves the result of
the dynamic of.the post-war period
only further aggravate— the
instability of the economy.. -

Briefly, the state of the world
capitalist economy can be expressed
as a contradiction between stag-

nation in the production of surplus

and continually mounting

Finally, an actually stagnating :
U.S. monetary plundering, the Euro-
. . pean working class began to rebel.
When this rebellion hit a peak in the
GRGSS DEBF 1968 May-June events in France and
the strike movement in Italy in the
Percent fall of 1969, the European capitalists ~ turns,
Gross Debt confessed their inability to carry the L
- of Commodity solution”—or
Production .
lution.
1929 484
1937 545 . A
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| cliams to it. Holding this together is

an ad hoc monetary system which can

an abrupt halt in international trade,
throwing the world into a depression.

CAPITALIST “SOLUTION”

To restore profitability requires (1)
a substantial Loncentration and cen-
tralization of capital and an accom-
panying elimination of debt and
fictitious capital, and (2) a tremen-
dous increase.in the exploitation’ of
the working class.

The first means an intensified
struggle among the. capitalists over
opportunities, natural
resources, and the world market,
in turn leads to fascism,
and werld war. . The
second means an intensifying drive to
force the workers back to living and

fly apart at any minute and provoke ’

working conditions of the 1930’s, to
smash their organizations and tight-
en the yoke that holds them to the
decrepit capitalist chariot.,

The overall direction of the capi-
talist economy is down, although not
necessarily without fluctuations a
long the way. The failure of capi
talism to develop the productive
forces, which have stagnated
throughout this epoch, is taking its
toll. ' .

FOR SOCIALIST REVOLUTION

The only alternative to war,
depression, and the_.unspeakable
barbarism that they will produce is
the socialist revolution, the destruc-
tion of capitalism itself. After smash-
ing the capitalist state and replacing
it with the dictatorship of the
proletariat, the workers will reor-
ganize the economy on an interna-
tional scale and recreate the condi-
tions for the forward development of
mankind—by unleashing the produc-
tive forces from capitalism’s chains.
First and foremost among .these
productive forces is the creativity of
the producers themselves.

WHY BLACKS

DIE YOUNG

A U.S. government report just

released states that the life expect-

ancy of “non-whites” in this country
is -ten years shorter than that of
whites. What the report “Social
Indicators 1973” didn't explain is the
reasons .for this. There are three
mafor reasons: X
1), High infant mortality, due to
rottén medical care and poor nutri-
tion for both pregnant wemen and
their babies. Between 1955 and 1965,
the proportion of all American
families with inadequate diets rose
. from 15 per cent to 21 per cent,
according to the U.S. Department of
Agriculture. Among blacks and
Latins, the fraction Is even higher.
2) Blacks work inthe dirtiest
industrial jobs, and they are there-
fore exposed to the highest concen-
trations of the industrial poisons

~~which cause  cancer; heart disease,

and lung disease—the three major
killers of Americans today.

3) Working-class people generally
live in the most decayed urban areas,
exposed to industrial pollutants.
They suffer from inadequate heating,
high copcentrations of automobile

pollution (lead, nitrogen oxides, and .

carbon monoxide), and all the other.
life-destroying stresses of crisis-
ridden capitalism.

“Social Indicators 1973" also dem-
onstrates what has happened to the
-ahility of black workers to improve
their lives over the past 20 years.
Unemploymeftt among young black.
men and womehnzhas soared sharply
since 1954, according to the report.

No report on medical conditions °

can pretend to be complete “which
ignores the fact that capitalism itself
s the greatest medical- problem
facing the working-class.
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Illinois Goirgrrior Dan Walker,ﬂ attempting to prove he is
“Presidential timbre.” has launched an attack on the state's
weifare recipients. He hopes to show that he is capable of

.combining support from the most corrupt leaders of the

important unions (UAW, Steel Workers, Teamsters) with
brutal attacks on all sections of the class.

In late August of 1973 the
state approved a new ‘“flat

grant” system of determining

welfare aliotments. The new
system applies. to 205,000
families in Illinois who are on
the Aid to Families with
Dependent Children (AFDC)

program.
These families number
775,000 people, 562,000 of

them residents of Chicago's
Cook County. A family’s size
and county determine the
monthly allotment. For in-
stamce, a family of four in
Chicago will now receive a
$288.00 “paycheck” a month.
Says Joel Edelman, Director
of the Illinois Department of
Public Aid, “. . . We recog-
nize that the grants are at a
fow level.”

PLAIN ENGLISH

The purpose of the new
system of uniform pavments
based on a simple chart

.became clear later in the

vear, when the system went
into effect. With 80 per cent
of the paperwork eliminated,
the Department ordered

caseworkers to begin doing

“investigative work™ in the
“field” In plain English, to
start spying on recipients to
see if-there was a way to cut

On December 11, 1973,
the Chicago Sun-Times an-
nounced in a blaring headline
the arrival in Chicago of a
special task force of 115
downstate caseworkers to
review 30,000 cases in order
“to suspend and cancel as

~ their payments.

many as possible in the next.

few weeks.”

A few days later, a study
from the U.S. Department of
Health, Education and Wel-
fare {HEW) was released,
claiming that fully one-third

of those receving aid were -

legally ineligible or overpaid.
The state must reduce this to
8 per cent, says HEW, to
continue receiving money. -

Walker and Edelman are
ready. “After January, we
will really go to town,” says

.

-
the exuberant Edelman, re-
~ferring-to his -task force.

In fact, the whole roll-cut-
ting campaign is a completely
cynical and calculated move
by Walker. Faced with infla-
tion (which means rising costs
for construction and main-
tenance), increasing salaries
for the police and bureau-
cracy, and even higher prices
for office supplies for the
welfare bureaueracy, Walker
is solving ‘his. financial
squeeze by attacking the
weakest, most unorganized
section of the class—welfare
recipients. N

Even by the government’s
own doctored - figures, the
“anti-welfare-cheaters cam-
paign” is a farce. Early in
1973, EEW issued a study
saying that only 10 per cent of
welfare rollers did not qual-
ify, and only 1 per cent were
purposeful cheaters.

In fact, the government’s
own figures show that many
who should be on,welfare are
not. Of the 25 million people
earning less than $4,000 a
vear per family of four, only
15 million are getting assis-
tance. Of these, 8 million are
children under 16; two million
are old people; 1 million have

—-a-total and complete-disability-

or are blind; 3 million are
mothers,
children; approximately
150,000 are able-bodied
males; and just under 1
million have full-time jobs
that pay so little that they
must get some aid to bring
their incomes wup to the

welfare level.

GROWING ATTACK

In the coming recession
more and more workers will
find themselves on welfare.
Unemployment compensation
and Supplemental Unemploy-
ment Benefits (SUB) dis-
appear quickly [See Terry
Shephard’s expose of the
SUB in‘ Torch #5], and many
low-seniority workers aren't
eligible at all.

many with small ..

As the welfare rolls get
longer and the. money runs
short, capitalist politicians

like Walker will step up their .

attacks on welfare recipients.

-~ The Walkers cannot place the
-~ burden of welfare. on their

own bosses (the corpora-

tions), so. they make other
workers pay and then use
their resentment against high
taxes to help attack the ranks
,of the workers whom the

‘Laid-off workers in Detroit line up before sunrise to apply for meager
blings of uneasiness’ are growing louder in the

unions.

DETROIT—Workers in
Michigan are suffering from
especially severe unemploy-
ment. In January 300,000
were without work, giving
the state an unemployment
rate of 8.1 per cent. This rate
is already up 2 per cent from
December, 1973. The last
three months have seen a 200
per cent increase in unem-
plovment benefit cases han-
dled by the Michigan Em-
ployment Security Commis-

- ston—At: -this—rate, -by June .

Michigan will have a Higher
unemployment rate than
during the 1958 recession.
The outlook for the future
is not good.-Michigan depends
on car production, and the
auto companies have cut
output by 30 per.cent from
last year at this time.
Going into 1974, there was
a surplus of 1.6 million cars.
This, despite heavy downtime
for the assembly lines in
December. This surplus was
an all-time record, up 22 per
cent from last year. At
present sales rates, all auto
companies could go two full
months without producing a
single car and still not run
out! . .
“ Falling sales and profits
indicate more layoffs are

V corporations themselves have

unemployment pay. “Rum

- for ‘GM in-1973 were.dowii"

forced onto welfare.
When the talk turns, to
“welfare cheaters,” revolu-

‘tionaries must point out that

this is a phoney issue pro-
moted by capitalism's paid
stooges, Make the bosses pay -
for the unemployment rates’
they created! Spread the
work around through a 30
hour work week with no loss
in pay to give jobs to all who

coming. Sales are down 13
per cent. Final quarter profits

22.5 per cent from 1972. For
Chrysler, they were down 12
per cent. And for Ford they
were down 76 per cent!
Workers in Detroit have
been hit especially hard. The
UAW estimates that 40,000 of
its members in Detroit and
Pontiac have been laid off.
Chrysler Corporation, the

- auto company employing the
.most workers in-Detroit, has

laid off 10 per cent of its work
force. The massive Chrysler
Jefferson Assembly plant has
been forced to indefinitely
layoff an entire shift. Torch
sales have been steadily
increasing at Chrysler plants,
with many more workers
stopping to discuss revolu-
tionary politics and the Lea-
gue’s program to fight unem-
ployment.

The situation for auto-
workers in Flint, Michigan_is
even worse. Unemployment
there is 12 per cent, the worst
since the 1958 recession. GM
has laid off 21,000 autowork-
ers in Flint alone, mainly
from the Buick and Chevy
plants. UAW Lecal 599's hall
has been turnéd into a
temporary unemployment of-

: A > Pif’

those who can't work from
corporate profits! To help the
Walkers -is  the path to

disaster. They attack welfare

rollers today because they
are the casiest (o attack.
When théy need to “save”
even more-morney tomorrow,
these same swine wiil turn
therr full fire on the “work
ingman” they pretend to
befriend today. '

g

“

fice to handle the heavy load
of unemployment benefit

- claims.

Flint autoworkers say that
if it weren't for their SUB pay
they would be in depression
conditions. With massive
layoffs in the auto industry
the SUB fund is sure to run
dry shortly.

‘In the Buick plants the

word is that this summer’s.

change-over will last sixteen
weeks. The SUB fund was not
even meant to meet. this kind

_of heavy unemplayment.

Flint workers have a fight-
ing history going back to the
1936-37 sit-down strike. The
mood in the GM-owned town
is angry. Don Dills, UAW
Region 1-¢c Director, said of
Flint, “We've got rumblings
of uneasiness in the plants
that we haven’t had in years:
They are just completely
disgusted with the whole
god-damned political pro-
cess.”

A reflection of this mood is
extraordinary_Zorch sales in
Flint. One team sent to Flint
sold sover 100 copies in one
afternoon. Warkers there
were enthusiastic about get-
ting a revolutionary news-
paper and interested in how

they could fight unemploy- .

ment.

[
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by Mary Robinson %

NEW YORK-—City schools réopened on Janug{?él, after

strikes of two custodial unions closed 730 schools. The striking
unions—Local 74 of the Service Employees International
Union and Loeal 94 of the International Union of Operating
Engineers—won an 8 per cent wage increase, larger monthly

pensions,
vacations.

The struggle between the
two unions and the Board of
Education arose over wages.

" The Board of Education_of-

fered the custodial workers a
meagre wage increase within
the 5.5 per cent guidelines set
by the federal Pay Beard. The

‘custodial workers retaliated

by shutting most of the city’s
schools within three days and

" won wage increases which

broke the 5.5 p-  cent guide-
lines. -~

These strikes brought a
partial vietory: they forced
the Board of Education to
abandon the government
guidelines. Of course, the
settlement must now De
approved by the Cost of
Living Council.

Yet even if upheld this
8 per cent increase will not
keep pace with New York
City's 10 per cent inflation.
Already underpaid custodial
workers will be worse off in a
vear than they are now,

Paraprofessionals and
school aides, who make less
tharn custodial workers, will
also see their earnings

improved sick leave provisions,

. coming year.

and longer
slashed by inflation in the
Full cost of
living escalator clauses are
needed to protect workers
from soaring inflation.

LABOR SUPPORT

The two strikes against the
Board of Education received
wide-spread support
throughout the city. Teach-
ers, paraprofessionals, stu-
dents, and parents, who have
been divided for the last five
years, were united for the
first time in a fight against
the Board of Education.

For years, school workers,
parents, and students have
been divided by the racist
leadership of the New York
City teachers’ union, the
United Federation of Teach-
ers, and by demogogic pov-
ertycrats. The povertycrats
have misled black and Latin
parents in their fight for
quality education by calling
on them to attack teachers
and their union in order to
improve eduecation. Both Al-
bert Shanker, the UFT Pres-

~which it produces.

ident, and the povertycrats
prefer to fight each other
rather than to lead a fight
against the real enemy of
decent education for all:
decaying capitalism and the
slashing of school budgets

During the custodial
strikes, school- districts with
large numbers of working
black and Latin parents gave
overwhelming support to the
striking workers. Teachers
and students throughout the
city joined picket lines in
support of the strikers. The
stage was set for the forging
of a real alliance between the
most oppressed workers in
New York City and the
United Federation of Teach-
ers. .

SHANKER BREAKS RANKS

But Shanker, who claims he
is for united action, blocked

Union militants get ready to, piéket schools for their rights.

any attempt to forge these
alliances. At the UFT Dele-
gate Assembly meeting on
the first day of the strikes,
Shanker proposed that the
decision whether to honor
picket lines would be left to
“the individual conscience of
teachers”!

Motions to call out all UFT
members in support of the
custodial workers were de-
feated at every point by the
Shanker leadership. Left
without support from the
UFT, large numbers of
teachers and paraprofession-
als nevertheless closed indi-
vidual schools and districts in
defiance of Shanker’'s refusal
to extend organized support

.to the strikes.

- Shanker’s refusal to call out
the UFT demonstrates that
the present UFT leadership
cannot lead a united fight of
school workers. Shanker's
ties to Democratic Party

D

by Jim Raskin
After a virtual lock-out of

truck drivers and ware-
housemen by five Detroit--
area grocery chains for 13

days, members of Teamster
Local 337 gave in on January
28 10 the treacherous agree-
ment written by their “lead-

.ers”. Since September, when

the old contract ran out,
Robert Holmes, President of
the Local and an IBT Vice
President, has been trying to
force the 2500 workers to
accept the union-busting de-
mands of the grocery bosses.

RANK AND FILE

STRUGGLES
But the workers have
steadily resisted—throwing

out a tentative agreement in
November and organizing a
wildcat in December. Holmes
urged workers to avoid a
strike, even though the “Food
Association,” the coalition
representing the bosses, re-
fused to withdraw Its de-
mands.

troit Supern

iar

But rank and file unrest
was too great. As one ware-
houseman told Torch report-
ers, “If we give in to them
"the bosses] now, then next
time. . . .” There may not be
a next time!

‘‘‘‘ On —January—23;- just—as—

stores were beginning to feel
the effects of the strike,
Holmes announced another
tentative agreement. This,
too, was rejected by the
workers. By now, however, it
was clear that Holmes would
never offer any resistance to
the capitalists’ attack. So
when Holmes tame back with
a new ‘“compromise” agree-
ment two days later, workers
felt they had no choice but to
accept it.

The new contract
lengthens the probationary
period for new workers (up
from 30 to 60 days), and
reduces the wages of the new
workers to 25 cents below
union scale. :

In addition, the agreement
increases the number of

ik

workers on split work-week
schedule, so weekend work
gets done without anyone
getting weekend pay. Most
drivers and warehousemen
must already depend on their
overtime pay to meet their

“bills; ~since ~the—union-hacks—

meekly follow Nixon's 5.5 per
cent wage guidelines while
prices are skyrocketing.

In return, the companies
kindly “agreed” to drop their
demand that absentees be
replaced by the lower paid
probationary workers instead
of union workers. As one
worker said, “Today we have
to fight just to keep things we
won 20 years ago.”

STRIKE SUPPORT

Spontaneous labor support
in the Detroit area began to
develop during the strike.
Drivers for independent dis-
tributors refused to deliver to
the struck stores. Clerks and
store employees, too, ex-
pressed a desire to join the

Teamsters’ strike.

But' the union hacks re-
fused to organize this support
to beat back the bosses’
attack. When questioned
about the bureaucrats’ re-
fusal to defend the strike, one
Teamster ‘replied, “Some-
times what you and I see as
important, they don't!”

Although Local 337 work-
ers tried to force Holmes and

‘his -gang to defend the jobs -

and living standards of union
members, the struggle was
unorganized. No move was
made to organize to throw out
the union bureaucrats.

NARROW QUTLOOK

In addition, many of the
workers thought the union
was strong enough to win
without support of other
workers in the Detroit area.
They showed little interest
either in other labor strug-
gles or in the fact that their

" struggle was a part of a
general attack by the capital- -,

ists on the working class. This
kind of narrow outlook must
be rooted out if the Team-
sters are to help lead the
working class against the
attacks of the bosses. 4

politicians like Mayor Beame
and Senator Jackson reveal
his strategy to build the UFT
into merely a big lobbying
machine in order to win
special gains for teaehers at
the expense of other workers.
What Shanker does ot want
is unity based on militant
mass action, an industrial
union of all school employees,
and a working class offensive
that can beat back the
capitalist attack.

Bourgeois
ot

In a recent article for the
Toronto Star, Arnold Toyn-
bee, a famous bourgeois his-
torian, analyzes the current
crisis in Great Britain. Toyn-
bee claims the strikes and
slow-downs are ruining the
British economy and that
these are caused by high-paid
workers seeking increased
status.

The high-paid workers he is
talking about are the miners,
who rarely earn even $100 a
week. If Toynbee's analysis of
the crisis seems stupid, listen -
to his solution: e

“If all-miners were made
baronets, all locomotive. driv-
ers knights, all ambulance
drivers.esquires, all dustmen
were left to remain plain
misters, nobody's status
weuld be eroded by the
infl'(:ition of monetary curren- |
ey

Toynbee has taken to its
absurd but logical conclusion
the bourgeois theory that
history is made of “status
fears” rather than class strug-
gles. :

That the most prominent
bourgeois intellectuals are
reduced to this sort of idiocy
says something about the
whole capitalist class. As
Marx said almost 100 years
ago,” “On the level bplain,
simple mounds look like hills,
and the imbecile flatness of
the present bourgeoisie is to
be measured by the altitude
of its great intellectuals.”
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off their savings. The odds
are stacked against them and
the majority lose the gamble.
But their stake is enough to

the casmo owners to let a few -

make it big and keep the
game going. If you protest
the odds and get rowdy, the
owners will ecall in their
goons, the State and the

National Guard, to take caxei

of vou.

Behind the limited _ de‘
mands for a roll-back in fuel
prices and an Iincrease in
freight charges is the desire
of the vast “naJorlt‘ for a
society which will allow them
a decent existence.

TERRORISM AGAINST.
TEAMSTER=

The sirikers acts of ter
rorism directed against union
drivers must be condemned,
but they mu understood
of L‘ne ireacherous

LTS the Team-

ter nureauc Ls ng this
as an excuse, the

*nis Tepresento-

ive 3 within
the labor mmeﬁ“rwm refused
» make any attempts to win 8

iea"mfers or the working
public to the struggle vpoliti-
cally’,

Thev se instead what
was. in realily. only a more
nt form of the same
lonov ing with the govern-

t-for the narrowly-de-

[ interests of the
indepen dem< which  they
have been conducting for
vears. Isclated terrorist acts
ten be a useful club in such
ing. What was a misdi-
Y‘P(‘fPﬂ PXT}?‘P sion ﬂf 'H:'iT rag'

for the majority of mdepen
cents was an integral part of
the strategy of their “reps.

FITZSIMMONS

The support that this
strategy has found among the
1ndependents is a direct re-
sult of the weakness and
betrayals of the reformist

leadership who today fight

against all attempts to unify
workers and the oppressed
masses against their common
enemy. The blame lies with

- the leadership of the Team-

sters and its president Frank
Fitzsimmons.

In December, many Team-
sters were either sympa-
thetic to the independents or

at least neutral. They saw’in
the actions of the indepen-
dents an expression of their
own anger agamst the “en-
ergy crisis.”

Fitz meved quickly to head
off any possibility of Team-
sters:joining the protests. He
fears the power of his union

The rulmg class called in the Natlonal Guard to break the

» month, the uniori leadership

cynically used the changed
mood of Teamsters (from one
of sympathy to opposition) to

- justify itsell.

At one Chxcago terminal
the steward went ‘around
saying to everyone, “See, we
told you those people [the
independents] were scab
motherfuckers.” Playing on
the feelings of pride which
Chicago Teamsters have for
‘the leadership role they
played in the 1970 IBT strike,
he added: “These are the
same people who were run-
ning day and night on us in
"70.”

No one said in front of this
hack what they have said
among themselves a hundred
times before. That it was
Fitzsimmons who was the
real scab in 1970. That he

kept the Chicago locals isola-
ted from the rest of the

truckers’ strike. Here, U.S. Route 22 in Pennsylvenia is

patrolled.

more than anyone else, so he
ordered members back to
work and made a few phoney
promises: a fight for a “uni-
versal 60 m.p.h. speed limit”
and gave a 60-day notification
to the Lruckmg companies of
his “intent” to ask for a
wage-reopener. (The govern-
m{ent has given the trucking
companies the right to raise
their rates on only 24 hours
nétice.) -

\When, the violence :gains;t
umion drivers occurred this

country for three months,
ordered sympathetic  locals
around the couptry back to
work, and did everything he
could to break the strike.

THE REAL SCAB

No one said that it is Fitz
who is the real scab today. He
made no attempt to organize
the owner-operators behind
the Teamsters. Instead, he
drove them out of the union
and into the arms of the

“militant lobbyists™” who traf-
fic in the anti-union sentiment
that the Fitz's ereate.

Fitzsimmons ran to the
bosses in ‘Washington during
the strike and supported the
mobilization of the WNational
Guard, the Guard which will
be used tomorrow against his
own union. This mobilization
was an open threat to the
working class by the capital-
ists, and Fitz has demonstra-
ted his usefulness as a cop in
the labor movement for such
mobilizations.

Fitz must be driven out and -

Teamsters must propose to
the independent drivers a
program of action, a program
of unity against the exploiters
on the basis of a revolution-
ary workers’ solution to to-
day's crisis. They must show
the independents that they
have more in common with
workers than with the bosses

“and capitalist politicians in

Washington.

PROLETARIAN PROGRAM

The settlement hardly
touches the problems of the
_independents. The establish-
ment of a commission to
investigate hoarding of fuel
and of price-gouging on the
roads (with hot-lines to
Washington for rapid com-
.munication) has been pro-
posed and agreed to. Thieves
will investigate thieves.

Teamsters and indepen-
dents must demand that the
oil corporations open the
books and make public the
wholesale prices of fuel .oil.
Price commitiees must be
organized to find out who is
lining their pockets by jack-
ing up retail prices of fuel,
and appropriate measures

must be taken against these .

types.

Against the governments
plans to reallocate a limited
amount of fuel to the inde-
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pendent  truckers, workers
and independents must fight
for natmnuh ‘atwon of the fuel
industries under workers’
control in order to expand
‘production and insure neces

sary distribution. Why shoul

the workers fight among
themselves over the short-

ages and  ~qually share” ‘the
pover v it the capitalists
create?

FIGHT INFLATION

A proposal to allow the
truckers to pass on higher
costs to the shippers has been
accepted. Fine. But the ship-
pers will attempt to pass on
their increased costs to the
working-class consumer.
Truckers must fight for a
sliding scale of wages so that
all workers can keep up with
inflation. Let the prices rise
as they will, but make the
bosses pay for it!

Since the independents are
at the mercy of the banks who
own their: trucks and the
owners of large fleets who
attempt to cut them out of the
most profitable work, it is
necessary to nationalize the
banks and large truck fleets
under. workers’ control to
insure cheap credit and
steady work for the inde-
pendents.

In the face of the inevitahie
resistance of the exploiters 1o
proletarian measures, it is

necessarv to form workers’

defense  guards. Todav the
independents are armed, but
they do not know which way
to aim their weapons.

ON THE ROAD

Only a decisive revolution-
ary -policy will convince the
independents that to travel
the road forward they must
follow the lead of the working
class.

COPS SMASH HARDHAT

PROTEST

by James Arthur

__On_Januaky ' 25, 72 con-

struction workers picketed a
dinner-meeting of the Associ-
ated Builders and Contrac-
tors (A.B.C.) held in Madison
Heights, Michigan (a north-
ern suburb of Detroit). The
workers blocked cars and
attempted to stop people
from attending the dinner-
meeting and dance. The
workers were opposed by 85
police.

The picketers' anger was
directed against the A.B.C.
for their extensive use of
non-union, scab workers. The
A.B.C. plans to expand into
the Detroit metropolitan area
by driving out union labof
with “low-cost” non-unionla-
bor.

One of the most notorious

X

of Michigan’s anti-labor poli-
ticians, Representative ' Ro-
bert Huber, was in attend-
ance at the A.B.C; dinner. An
avowed right-winger, Huber

-threatened to take legislative -

action against the workers'
right to assembly. .
It is obvious that the
A.B.C. .plans to forge an
alliance with such reactionary
elements as Huber to break
the unions and drive the
wages' of construction work-
ers info the ground. There
has been an increase in the
use of non-union construction
workets in Michigan since the

Kalkaska project of Shell Qil -

which 1saw pitched battles
between union and scab labor
and sent the National Guard”
to that!small northern Mich-

igan eémmunity. This fight

sparked a boycott against
Shell  Dil throughout the
state. |

i
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LANSING, MICH.—Local
182 of the Allied Industrial
Workers werit on strike on
February "4 against Motor
Wheel, a subsidiary of Good-
year Rubber Co., when the
contract expired.

The two key demands of
the strike are for a cost of

living escalator {the previous .
contract includes “no cost of -

living protection whatsoever)

and 30-and-out. The strike is—

confined to the Lansing plant.

Motor Wheel workers na-
tionally are in three unions:
International Association of
Machinists, UAW, and Allied
Industrial Workers. Con-
tracts expire - at different.
tithes, allowing the company
to direct its attacks against
the workers at one plant at a
time.

COMPANY TACTICS

n md hostility
; on the
t lines are
{ a 69-day
losing strike of 1971: Then the
union lost because foremeén
a]}oweu to enter a
plant. The fore-
urcergmund to

the main plant and main-
tai ned producmon at 20 per

FLINT, MICHIGAN
37 vears ago, on February 11,
1937, workers in the Flint,
\i;cmga’\ Chevrolet and Fish-
er Body plants forced the GM
corporate giant to bow to
their demand to recognize
and negotiate with the United
Auto Workers.

During 44 days of militant
strike
over the pzemtQ threw out the
foremen and company sympa-
thizers,. and welded them-
selves inside the plants to
prevent the company from
sending in either scab work-
ers or the army. The Flint

“wWorkers took—February-— 11,

- During the present strike,

the company has varied its .

tactics—attempting to force
an early end to-the strike. On
Friday, February 8, the fifth
- day of the strike, a Circuit
Court judge in Lansing issued
an order restraining Local

sit-down strike spurred the
growth of the CIO and paved
the way for a new wave of
further sit-downs in many
industries.

To commemorate the great
Flint strike, present-day
union “leaders” in Flint and
Detroit treated each other to
a GEV of reminiscence on
~flattering
themselves with thoughts
that they are the legitimate
heirs to the struggles of the
30’s. They even had the
audacity to invite some of the
riginal organizers. back to
help the image.

Hard-Hat Protest

Cont’d. from p. 15

The police called in by the
A.B.C. arrested picketers f0r
loitering. These police came
from some seven suburbs
near>Madison Heights. They
were alerted in advance of
the demonstration and had
thoroughly coordinated, their
mobilization against the dem-
onstrating workers.

The police are ready, as

they always have been, to
give full support to any scab
iabor effort. As capitalism’s
crisis deepens, the police and

~the army, too, will be called in

to defend scab labor and thus
“cut costs” for the bosses.
Workers must prepare
themselves. for the battles
ahead. They must start now
to organize defense guards to
protect themselves from such
attacks, which will come with
greater frequency the more
desperate the bosses get.

...company goons.

_ The Torch

182 from barring the entry of
scabs in the struck plant.

POLICE ESCORT SCABS

On Monday morning a
group of scabs arrived, es-
corted by Lansing Police with

Genora Dollinger recalled
that the UAW Women’s
Auxiliary brought not only
food and encouragement to
the men inside the plants
during the strike, but also
marched outside the plants
by the hundreds, carrying
lengths of two-by-four to
defend themselves against

Robert Travis spoke of his
underground work in getting
the wunion organized. He is
retired now, living without a
pension because he was run
out of the UAW during the
McCarthy era by men like
those who listened to him on
Febfurary 11.

The UAW bureaucrats’
celebration of the anniver-
sary of the Flint strike rings
hollow coming just six
months after the UAW tops
themselves organized a 1,000-
man “flying ~ squadron” to
attack workers sitting-in at
the Mack and Jefferson
plants in Detroit. It rings
hollow, too, coming after.the
“Big Three” 1973 auto con-
tract sell-outs which they

East Lansing and Michigan
State University Police wait-
ing in reserve around the
corner. Without asking pick-
ets to allow passage, the
Lansing riot police waded
into the pickets.

The police dispersed the

1936-37 Elhmt mt-dnwm strike. Umion “ﬂymg sthaiﬁ in these

pic ket line aiter a ﬁst-am 0
ing melee in which ten
strikers were m}urmi two
requiring hospitalization. Po
lice then escorted the %ahs
into the Motor Wheel ¢
under a barrage of ice chuuks
and rocks.

‘Later Monday, the com-
pany escalated its strike-
breaking activities. Frank
Willoughby, a wellknown
member of UAW Local €52
(Oldsmobile Main) and - a
former negotiator, has re-
ported to the police that he
was approached on Monday
by twe representatives of
Goodyear Rubber (Motor
Wheel's parent corporation)
who offered him a well-paid
position if he would foment
trouble on the picket line
Tuesday, permitiing the com-
pany te get an injunction
against the strike. According
to Willoughby, the Goodyear
representatives said they had
400 men prepared to run ihe
plant.

SOLIDARITY

Local 182 responded to
these attacks by calling a
solidarity march to Lansing
City Hall to protest the police
action on Monday. UAW.
Locals 652, 602, 724, and 1618
participated officially in the
march.

Though inter-union  soli-
darity actions are a positive
step, the mareh in Lansing is,
nevertheless, a poor example.
It was inadequately publi-
cized and there was little
attempt to reach any workers
except the Local unien presi-
dents.

days fought bosses, rot workers.

engineered, sell-outs which
proved once again that the
bureaucrats are out to pro-
tect the bosses’ interests
rather than those of the
workers .

The work begum by the
UAW 37 years ago has yet to
be completed Auto workers
must again take their place in
leading the working . class

forward. To do this t.hey will
have to throw aside the
present umion bureaucrats -
and replace them with 2
revolutionary leadership
armed with a revolutionary
program. Only this will con-
stitute .a_fitting commemor-
ation of the events which
took place in Flint 37 years
age.
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March 8 is the 64th anniversary of
International ‘Women’s Day. Inter-
national Women’s Day was founded
by the world socialist movement as a
tribute to the struggles of working
women in the . proletariat’s - fight
against capitalism.

But in the United States, the
celebration of International Women’s
Day has most recently been given a
different meaning. The women's
movement of the 1960’s and 1970’s in
the U.S. has been overwhelmingly
:middle-class in composition and has

"been led by political tendencies
militantly loyal to capitalism and its
preservation, like the National Or-
ganization for Women (NOW).

FRUITS OF LOYALTY

This year capitalism shows the -

result of such loyalty. Capitalism is
celebrating International Women's
Day with heavy doses of unemploy-
ment, starvation wages, soaring
consumer prices, and union-busting
for all. As economic crisis rips
through the superficial prosperity of
the last two decades, working-class
women are once again the first to feel
the effects. . . .
The unemployment rate for women
in the U.S. has steadily risen from 4.7
per cent in November, to 5.0 per cent
in December, to 5.2 per cent in
January. These figures are based on
Labor Department statistics which
do not even—account for. job down-

grading or for  thé number of -

unemployed women who have given
up their hopeless search for work.

mven based on these statistics, at
least 310,000 adult women over 20
vears of age are without jobs and
unable to support themselves and
their families. And since women have
always occupied the lowest-paying
jobs, their unemployment benefits (if
they even manage to qualify} will be
dwarfed beside the skyrocketing cost
of living.

The majority of women, relegated
to unorganized, marginal jobs, do not
even enjoy union representation. All
in all, International Women's Day
this year signals a rollback of even
the limited gains which women
valiantly won in struggle over the
past few years.

Business Week magazine, one of
the U.S. ruling class’s leading mouth-
pieces, is forced to record this fact.
The February 16 issue reports the
huge lay-offs and firings of women
who only recently won employment

MILLER

Cont'd. from p. 3

with the miners in struggle, while at
the same time exposing Miller,
exposing his ties to capitalism and
warning the miners. of Miller's
capacity for treachery. We wished to
help Miller to power in order to show
the miners in practice that he cannot
fuifil his promises.

Arnold Miller: his first loyalty is to capitalism

I RN I N
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South Africa.

in the automobile industry. The
article clearly ties the fate of women
directly to capitalism’s decay:

“The fuel crisis that had slashed
demand for cars had wiped out equal
employment opportunity at the St.
Louis [Ford] plant—and wreaked
havoc with women's job gains
throughout the auto industry. Like

The present situation in the UMW

proves that this policy was correct. '

As a result of the fuel crisis, which
has artificially raised the demand for
and the price of coal, profits in the
coal industry are booming. Along
with the expansion of coal produc-
tion, this will make the miners

v

% " s e - £ g
Armed policenan arrests striking woman textile worker mear Durban,

B

low-seniority blacks in previous auto
slumps, low-seniority women are the
first to go in current massive layoffs.”

Clara M. Atkins, divorced and a
mother of a small boy, is one of the
women recently hired and then layed
off at Ford's Mercury assembly plant
in St. Louis. When first hired, “she

could hardly believe her luck,” says .

" more than twice the
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into rear doors paid . $501 an hour,
b2 20 she had
earmed as a’ Sears sal omen--the
highest-paying job she had previous-
ly held in the six years since he
divorce. Mrs. Atkins and her nine-
year-old -son moved into a pleasant
- $135-a-month apartment, with new
furnituré. ‘It really was fantastic,” she
says.”

Today Clara Atkins “is back living -
with her mother, and her son shares ¢
bedroom with three wuncles. She
cannot find a job. Her $5l-a-week
unemployment compensation doess
not go far, especially with $35 a
month still due on new furniture. The
‘fantastic’ days seem far away.”

Women have always been the first
victims of the capitalists’ crises.
Capitalism, “heroic” from its birth,
always demands that the poorest,
least organized workers take the
worst beating.

FIGHTING SPIRIT

But time and time again the
capitalist class has underestimated
the fighting spirit and class con-
sciousness of women workers. From
the 1910 New York textile strikes .
which marked the first International
Women’s Day, to the 1917 textile
strikes which catalyzed the February
revolution in. Russia, to pitched
battles between proletarian women
protesters and police in Bolivia today,
women have played a leading role in
organizing the working class’s resist-
ance to the capitalists’ vicious at-
tacks. )

Because capitalism makes women
the most exploited of the exploited,
degrades and humiliates them, denies
them even the semblance of equality,
capitalism creates within working-
class women a contradiction which
will contribute to its downfall.»
Women of the working class feel in
every fibre of their being the
oppression of capitalism, and this
innate “feeling” can transform itself
overnight into an anger and militanc,
which knows no bounds. ,

After witnessing the limitless
sacrifice and heroism of women who
fought for the Russian Revolution,
Leon Trotsky predicted that “just
"because of this [oppression], in the
vears of the collosal world revolution
this section of the proletariat can and
must become the most active, the
most revolutionary, and the most
aludacious section of the working
class.”

anxious for a fight. The rampant

inflation promised for the year ahead -

will build the miners’ anger. The
miners will try to hold Miller to his
promises. Yet these promises, which
come nowhere near answering the
real needs of the miners, cannot be
fulfilled under capitalism. A six-hour
day, with no wage cut; voluntary
overtime; replenishing a Welfare and
Retirement Fund, in order to guar-
antee pensions-of $500 per month; the
right to walk out of unsafe mines;
ete., cannot be won without national-
izing the mines under a workers'
government.

Despite the energy crisis and the
enormous profits of the coal and oil
companies, the latter still lack
enough capital to fully renovate the
mines and make them safe places in
which to work, to pay the miners
decent wages and to fully protect the
miners from the ravages of inflation.

Just to rTebuild the Welfare and
Retirement, Fund to guarantee $500-
per-month ‘pensions ard to protect
these pensions from inflation will
punch gaping holes in the profits of
the coal companies.

To be faithful to his true program
(the well-being of capitalism), Miller
must betray the UMW ranks. As the
energy crisis worsens, the demand
for cheaper cozal will produce a
full-scale ruling class assault on, the
miners and their union. The situation
of the coal miners in Britain tocday
shows the future of American miners
tomorrow.

~ The spectre of armed troeps
invading-the coal fields to discipli-e
striking miners is no pipe-dream. '
the face of this, Miller used :
UMW'’s Convention to demonsir:
clearly that he is ready to surren.

«.the field and abandon the miners =
soon as he is put to the teo!
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by Shelley Kramer.

-In January and February
the class struggle in Bolivia
erupted with new fury. The
Banzer dictatorship’'s an-
nouncement of a 100 per cent
boost on prices of food staples
triggered widespread strikes
and militant protests.

Six thousand peasants and
farmworkers in the Cocha-
bamba province barricaded
major roads to call attention
to their demands. They de-
manded not only lower prices
but also Banzer’s resignation
and the establishment of a
workers’ and peasants’ .gov-
ernment. .

SOLIDARITY

Workers in the cities
showed their solidarity with
the Cochabamba rebels and
their own opposition to Ban-

by Paul Aldrich and S. Rojas

CLEVELAND, OHIO—On
January 30, UAW Local 1250
{Ford Casting and Engine
Plants) held its ratification
meeting here on the local
Ford settlement. As the
meeting was about to begin
inside the hall, the union goon
squad was busy enforcing its
particular brand of “union

democracy” outside in the-

parking lot. Two members of
the National Caucus of Labor
Committees (NCLC) were

severely beaten and kicked .

for distributing their news-
paper:

While taking no responsi-
bility for .the insane, petty-
bourgeois politics of the
NCLC, the Revolutionary So-
cialist League condemns the
loca! bureauerats’ consistent
denial of the basic democratic
rights which the UAW has
always claimed to defend.

The tactics of Wayne Med-
ders, Local 1250 president

and member of the UAW.

national negotiating team,
are but one typical example of
the leadership’s frantic ef-
forts to root out every worker
who dares raise his voice
against the leadership’s be;
trayals and retreats.

SHOOTING IN MICHIGAN

-In Michigan, UAW Local
600 chairman David Mundy

zer through massive strike
action. Virtually the entire
working class of the capital
city of La Paz joined in a
series of strikes and demon-
strations against the govern-
ment’'s economic policies.
Led by the militant Mine
Workers Federation, workers
continued to press demands
they have been fighting for
since the fall of 1972: wage
increases of from 100 to 300
per cent, freedom for work-
ers’ organizations, full demo-
cratie rights, amnesty for all
political prisoners, workers’
control of nationalized indus-
tries, and an end to the

Banzer dictatorship. Shanty-

town dwellers, led by angry
housewives, gathered at
street barricades to battle
—with the-police.~ - —

THE ARMY

Banzer ordered the army

Defend
orkers’ Democrac

drew a revolver and started
shooting at William Harrell, a
skilled worker who opposed
the ratification of the sell-out
Ford contract, at the ratifi-
cation meeting held last No-
vember: After Harrell ducked
into a gas station and got an
attendant to lock the door,
Mundy pumped three shots
through the window, wound-
ing Harrell. Top UAW hack
Leonard Woodcock would on-
ly say, “I have the greatest
respect for his [Mundy's]
integrity and the competence
he has shown in his line of
duty.”

Woodcock’s goon squads,
first mobilized last.-August to
discipline striking auto work-

—ers—at—the -Mack—plant—in— -

Detroit, have since been used
to ensure passive acceptance
of each new sell-out. And they
will continue to be used so

. long as the UAW is led by the
faithful servants of the ruling
class.

Leon Trotsky pointed out
that in this epoch, when
capitalism is no longer capa-

~ble of expanding the forces of
production, the trade unions
would either transform them-
selves into the economic
police of capital or become the
instruments of the prole-
tarian revolution. There is no
middle choice. Woodcock and
his toadies, in accepting and
working within the limits of
the capitalist system, are
compelled to use increasingly

against the protesters.
Planes, tanks, and infantry
divisions descended on Cocha-
bamba sweeping aside bar-
ricades and slaughtering un-
armed workers and peasants.
Peasant leaders claimed more
than 100 died in the fighting.
Banzer tried to cover up this
bloody repression with a
contrived story about an
“international communist
conspiracy” about to invade
Bolivia and forcibly impose
socialism.

Like Tory leader Heath in
Great Britain, Banzer blames
“red agitators” for the class
war unleashed by his own
brutal rule. While jet fighters
bombed Cochabamba,

violent methods in forcing the
ranks of the UAW to pay the
costs of rebuilding capitalism.
In carrying out this task,
trade-union democracy has
been smashed as a luxury
they cannot afford.

The right to argue, distri-
bute literature, and organize
openly in the trade unions is
the means through which
union members sort out their
leadership and test it in
struggle. Union democracy is
a key weapon in the fight to
oust Woodcock and build a
leadership which is capable of
fighting for the real interests
of the working class.

DEFEND WORKERS’
DEMOCRACY

Revolutionary workers
must call on every trade-
unfon militant to defend the
right to express and organize
around political views in the
trade unions. They must urge
the formation of defense
squads to protect the right of
every political tendency to
present its views to the
workers, and the right of
every worker to learn and
examine these views for
himself. In doing so, revolu-
tionary workers will have the
opportunity to explain the
motives which underlie the
UAW hacks’ terrorist cam-
paign, to. counterpose the
program of socialist revo-
lution to the program of
reformist repression.

PERU
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soldiers in La Paz rounded up
“anti-government conspir-
ators”, including well-known
union leaders and leftists.

FIGHTING ALLIANCE

The fighting alliance that
was. established between
workers and peasants in the
recent strike wave marks a
highly significant stage in the
Bolivian class struggle. Since
the 1953 land reform. act
which granted peasants small
plots of land, the peasantry
has grown more dependent
on the government and less
sympathetic to the cause of
the working class. Recent
governments have success-
fully used peasants to break
the strikes of the mine,
workers. - :

When the Cochabamba
peasants rose up in January,
Banzer issued a personal
appeal for them to defend his
government “because it is the
only one that can give you
what you want.” He could
not, however, appease thv
peasantry after doubling food
prices the day before.

Raising food prices forced
the peasants of the highlands
who had marketed their-
produce, to buy this produce
back at twice the price they
were originally paid for it.
Add to this the increase in the
price of imported foods,
which are an ever-larger
share of the national diet due
to low agricultural productiv-
ity, and you have a food-pro-
ducing peasantry pushed to
the brink of starvation.

By squeezing the peasantry
to salvage the economy, Ban-
zer helped open. the peas-
antry's eyes to who its real
friends are.

The doubling of food prices
is the latest blow in Banzer’s
onslaught against the work-
ing class. Bolivian® workers
are already condemned to the
lowest standard of living in all
South America. Low indus-
trial productivity, inefficient
agricultural techniques, flue-
tuating export prices, im-
perialist plundering,
corruption and graft have all
contributed to the stillbirth of
“modern” Bolivian capitalism.
U.S. aid, including food ex-
ports, rather than bailing out
the economy, has centributed
to the country’s uncontrol-
lable inflation and the col-
lapse of the agricultural sec-
tor. o

Bolivia's rate of inflation
shot dramatically upward
during the first M.N.R. (Re-
volutionary Nationalist Move-
ment) government of 1952.
From that time on, every
Bolivian government has
pledged itself to halting infla-
tion. Every capitalist meas-
ure was employed without
success. Every government
passed on to its successor an
even higher rate of inflation.

The causes for the inflation
included huge government
debts and deficits and a
chronic lack of investment in
capital goods to modernize
production. In 1940, 40 Bol-
anos (Bolivian currency units)
exchanged for one United
States dollar. By 1967 the
dollar was already worth over
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INFLATION

In 1972, Banzer -tried ‘to

control inflation by devaluing
the currency. The result, not
surprisingly, was only a new
inflationary surge which rob-
bed workers of two-thirds of
their wages.

At the same time, food
production steadily dropped
-due to antiquated agricultural
methods. Much of what was
produced was smuggled over
the border into neighboring
countries where food prices
were even higher.

To stop this outflow of food,

which was producing serious

shortages, Banzer doubled
‘prices in January. But this,
again, only fueled the fires of
inflation.

Banzer’s frantic attempts
to heal Bolivian capitalism
have all been at the expense
of the working class. He has
slashed wages and consump-
tion by driving up prices. At
the same time he has stripped
workers of the right to defend
themselves through
unions and political action. He
is intent on accumulating

. capital and scraping together

profits by squeezing workers
and peasants to the limit.
But Banzer’s strategy has
not achieved its intended
results. Far from driving
workers and peasants into
submission, he has driven
them into renewed alliances.
Today Bangzer faces opposi-
tion from all political quar-
ters. The M.N.R., an ex-part-

“ner in Banzer’s ruling coali-

tion, recently pulled out of
the gov ernment. Eyeing the
rising level of working-class
discontent, the M.N.R. has
moved to disassociate itself
from the discredited Banzer

their -

regime.

Like the Pemmsta in Ar-
gentina 'and the A.P.R.A. in
Peru, the M.N.R. parades
itself as a "nationalist “peo-
ples party” based on a
“democratic anti-imperialist”

- program—while all the while

drawing up plans, together
with imperialists and local
military interests, for the
subjugation of the working
class. When Bolivian capital-

ism cannot afford constitu-

tionalist rule at all, the
M.N.R. steps aside to let the
‘military butchers try thelr
hand again.

FRIENDLY ENEMIES

The real interests of the
M.N.R. were unmasked by its
__participation in the joint
" military-fascist coup against
the “leftist” military govern-
ment of General Juan Jose
Torres in 1971. The M.N.R.’s
reward for its cooperation
was a seat in Banzer’s gov-

ernment, right alongside that

of the fascist Falange party,
the M.N.R.’S historic “ene-
my.” Now that the working
class is on the march the
left-wing of the M.N.R. sees
the possibility of ruling on its
own again by channeling the
class struggle into a pro-
M.N.R. insurrection as in

© 1952,

NATIONALIST OFFICERS

Young, nationalist army
officers are also dissatisfied
with Banzer. His concessions
to the imperialists, particu-
larly hisnegotiations with the
Brazilian government sur-
rendering oil and natural gas
concessions, . has wounded
their  militaristic national
pride. Documents highly eri-
tical of the government are
circulating in army quarters.

la rapida

comunicacién).

- ‘The Torch -

* This caste, of youn offmera a

has repeatedly” produced fi-
gures like General Torres,
leader of the short-lived 1970
government, who, like the
M.N.R., seek to stabilize
‘BOhVIan capitalism through
rhetoric and minor socxal
reforms. -Last year, exiled
representatives of the M.N.R.
and ‘“left-wing” military
chiefs concluded the so-called
Madrid Pact which promises
their mutual cooperation in
bringing down Banzer.

The rise of the class
struggle has also produced
right-wing opposition to Ban-
zer. The extreme right is
disgusted with Banzer's in-
ability to beat down the
working class and is outraged
by his attempts to discipline
his right-wing political rivals.
Rightist anti-government
plots have been uncovered in
Santa Cruz, Banzer’s political
base and the center of Brazil's
political influence in Bolivia.

TWQ WINGS

Military gorillas like Ban-
zer and “popular nationalists”
like Torres and the M.N.R.,
represent two wings of the
capitalist class with different
strategies for safeguarding
Bolivian capitalism. There is
not always a clear distinction
between their methods.

When the working class

makes its own revolution, all

the Banzers, and Torreses
will band together in an
all-out defense of their capi-
talist privileges. In the mean-
time they will fight among
themselves over how best to
avoid or defeat that revolu-
tion.

Banzer chooses to sell
himself to the imperialists for
their financial and military
assistance in his bloody eru-

sade against Belivian workers *

Ladrones

bolsillos con el a

and peasants. Torres and his
cothinkers try to balance
between the demands of the
imperialists and the demands
of the working elass. He
combines repression against
the workers with social re-
forms. The club is still ready,

13- vy M“

“power. There is qi'{pl‘\,
for reforms on thé

bare :ki‘

and bones of the Bolivian
ceonomy.

The peasantry i$ once again
following the iead of the
wurkmg class. The possibility

is greater than ever belore

Bolivian farmworkers guard barncades on & road to

Cochabamba
but Torres keeps it behind his
back when possible.

In Bolivia, these two wings
of the capitalist class have
historically alternated with
one another,
power between them like a
football, depending on which
of them is more capable of
defending capitalism at a
particular time. The working
class can only put an end to
this murderous game by
seizing state power for itself.

Today it will not be easy for
the M.N.R. to pass itself off as
an ally of the working class.
Its political alliance with the
fascists in the Banzer gov-
ernment cannot be easily
whitewashed. Economic con-
ditions also militate against a
suceessful M.N.R. return to

za de los precios de la

passing state

quieran,

for a revolutionary resolution
for the years of bitter class
warfare in Bolivia.

FOR A REVOLUTIONARY
PARTY

The Bolivian working class
has given its support tc one
bourgeois or. petty bourgeois
party or figure after ancther
and has been rewarded each
time with betrayal. Today the
workers must learn from
their mistakes and build a
revolutionary party, one
which wiil not betray, will not
waver.

The only alternative is to
share the fate of the thou-
sands of Chilean workers who
have paid with their lives for
the absence of a revolution-
ary leadership.

ipero que los patrones

Los camioneros

miento de combustible y el alza
&5candalosa de los precios de gasolina
en las carreteras (con una linea

‘telefdnica dlrerta a Washmgton para

investigardan a ladrones.

Los Teamsters y los independientes
tienen que exigir que las corporaciones
de petroleo abran los libros y digan al
publico los precios al mayoreo del
petréleo combustible. Tienen que
organizarse comités de precios para

averiguar quien esta lienandose los

iAcaba de saim
un folleto de la ﬁn@meﬁm

Pidelo a:

25¢

gasolina al consumidor, y tienen que
tomarse las medidas adecuadas contra
estos sefiores.

En oposieién a los planes del
gobierno de reasignarles una cantidad
limitada de gasolina a los camionerus
independientes, los obreros y los

_independientes tienen que luchar por.

la nacionalizacién de las industrias de
combustible bajo control obrero para
poder ampliar la produccién y asegu-
rar la distribucién necesaria. {Porqué
tienen que pelearse entre si los obreros
por la escasez y ‘‘repartirse igual-
mente”’ la pobreza creada por los
capitalistas?

Contra la inflacién

Ha sido aceptada una proposicion
que les permitird a los camioneros
pasarles las alzas de costos a los
fleteros. Muy bien. Pero los fleteros
seguramente traspasaran sus nuevos
aumentos de costo a los consumidores
en la clase obrera. Los camioneros
tienen que luchar por una escala moévil
de salarios para que todos los' obreros
puedan seguir viviendo con la infla-
cién. Que subanlos precios todo lo que

paguen el costo!

Como los independientes estdn a la
merced de los bancos que son los
duefios de sus camiones, y de los
duefios de las grandes ﬂotas de
camiones, quienes tratan de quxtanes
el trabajo con mas ganancias, es
necesaria la nacionalizacién de los
bancos y las grandes flotas de
camiones bajo control de los obreros
para asegurar el crédito barato y el
trabajo seguro para los indepen-
dientes.

Ante la inevitable resistencia de los
explotadores a las medidas proleta-
rias, es necesario formar guardias pars
la defensa de los obreros. Hoy los
independientes estdn armados, pero
no saben hacia donde apuntar sus
armas.

El camino

Sélo una decisiva politica revolu-
cionaria convencera a los indepen-
dientes de que, para.avanzar, tienen
que seguir la direccién de la clase
obrera.
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