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Revolutionary Pariy

Built

The Azevedo government’s defeat
of the isolated rebellion staged by
radical soldiers on November 25-26
was a serious reversal for the
Portuguese workers. The tide of the

class struggle, previously rising stead-

ily 'in favor of the prolet&nat
shifted ;sharply: to the
wake of the revolt's supp

Despite this defeat, the ‘bour,

wage an all-out offensive.
consolidating its gains. It is
advantage of the situation

purged from command:.

Saraiva de u&"'valho, ‘head  of the

Lisbon Mili Ltery Région and com-
mander of the COPCON security
forces; General Carlos Fabiao, Army
Chief of Staff; Admiral Rosa Cou-
tinho; Admiral Filgueiras Soares. 200
other officers are reportedly in deten-
tion.

~Azevedo also-dismissed 30-senior

government officials, including cabi-
net chief Commander Rui Montez. All
radio and television stations (with the
exception of the Catholic Church's
Radio Renascenca) were nsationalized
and right-wing press censors were
installed.

These moves were carried out under
a state of emergency—demonstra-
tions were banned, radioc and press
suspended in Lisbon, the headquar-
ters of ¢ i

| and the Revolutionary
Party of the Proletariat (PRP)
hed. Collective contract negotiz-
were suspended until the end of
zcember, which will reverse victories

‘assembly of = workers’

and civil construction workers. *
The right shift- halted a period in
which the workers and soldiers made
rapid strides in political awareness
and moved with growing combativity.
Advancedsections demonstrated a-

in the
ses as a whole, but
uarely at the state.

»d ‘that sweeping de-
clags solidarity were
to- advance against the
sis and against; the

. ;mtransxgent Azevedo regime.

For example, on October 4 a general
comimissions
from the CUF firm demanded ‘“‘con-
crete measures for the solution of the
grave problem of fertilizer (shortages)
with which the agricultural workers
are confronted.”” The CUF workers
also called for the fertilizer to be
consigned on credit with the national
bank discounting 30 percent of the

_loans. This was followed by a meeting

of 800 delegates of agricultural
workers and metalworkers of the
South on October 12,

On October 6, several thousand
workers from the estabelecimentos
fabris (arms factories) demonstrated
in Lisbon. Linking their interests to
the soldiers’, they demanded “The
reconversion and restructuring of the
factories, the abolition of the Rules of
Military Discipline, workers control,
wage increases, improved social con-
ditions.”

Through October and most of
November, different sectors of the
working class poured into Lisbon to
demonstrate in mags numbers against
the Sixth Government’s harsh auster-

PR

PN

lest May. Then right- wingers,

Paratroops guarding the

paratroops have since moved sharply leﬁt They led abortive November 25 rebefiio:

ity program— textile workers, agricul-
tural workers, bakers, metalworkers.
The confrontation was brought to a
head in mid-November by the deter-
mination of the civil construction
workers, who dramatically demon-
strated the movement's power and
- consciousness.

Azevedo and his labor minister,
Tomas Rosa, were determined to hold
the line on construction— this was the
key plank in their austerity program.
Thousands of construction workers

- gathered in front of Sao Bento Palace,

the government’s headquarters, de
manding an immediate 40 percent
wage increase. They besieged Azevedo
and 200 members of the Constituent
Assembly for 36 hours.

At one point during the siege,
Azevedo appeared on his balcony and
shouted “Go take a shit” at the
thousands of workers below. They
immediately took up the chant and
hurled it back at the Premier.

The workers threw up roadblocks,

set up workers’ defense guards and
controlled traffic. They seized
helicopter with food intended for
government. This was the first tir
that Portuguese workers had o
ployed these tactics to press for their
own demands against the government
(previously = they . had. only . been
utilized in September, 1974 and
March, 1975 to mobilize in defense of
the government against Spinola’s
reactionary putsch attempts). This
reflected the workers’ new level of
consciousness.

Workers and soldiers throughout
Portugal grasped the significance of
the confrontation between the con-
struction workers and the govern-
ment. Thousands actively supported
the siege of Sao Bento Palace.

In the face of the workers’
determination, Azevedo capitulated at
5 A.M. cn November 14. Two days
later, cver 100,000 workers demon-
strated in Lisbom, celebrating the
Continued onspage 14
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The clandestine Workers' Commis-
sions of Barcelona, Spain, staged a
24-hour general strike throughout
Catalonia on December 11 to demand
d to wage limitations. a general
cal amnesty and democratic
freedoms. The strike. held on the
anniver of ani-Franco mass
>mke5 year, was the first mass

ince Juan Canos was crawned at
end of November, he has
apeuvered to gain wme. His farcical
nesty decree provoked a protest
march led by the illegal Spanish
Communist Party (PCE). Only two or
three hundred of more than 2,000
oolitical prisoners will be released, not
wcluding any terrorists “or others

really aangerous to the regime. Juan—

Carios’'s ‘“‘amnesty’” (and his reap-
pointment of Franco’s prime minister
Arias) is designed to create the
impression of improvement without
v real change.

The Spanish bourgeoisie faces an
impossible dilemma. Nearly the entire
daurgnm:Ae "ecogmzes the need to
Lberalize the regime. But the old
fascist ruling clique still has all the
power in its hands. The bourgeoisie is
afraid to move against it and thereby
call the masses into action. The
masses are waiting to see how things
develop. Even the most limited
operings toward liberalization will
tend to showball.

In its last® years. the Fran
dictatorship increasingly beca
fetter on Spa*nsn capitalism
before Fraucos mness, The
mist, of the conserva%v
British geoxs}e :xpressec the
view ef the z,uropea

ECONOMY SHAKING‘
The Spanish eccrmmy is sha_kmg

flation was 18 percent in 1974 and is .

stagnacé&
19?4 an :K 1975 Urpmpioymen* rose 75

ing precentage of the work force.

The political shakifiess of the
dmva" rship struck at the capitalists’
thousands of
slitical general

st recer Septezrbe* 29-30,
hese st»fws protesting the
3 anu -fascist and Basque
< gver 300,00
ue provinces

on Market. But this is no magic
short term it even
ce it would mean

throughout ~

Franco, fascist butcher of the Spanish wnrkmg class, standmg next to his demgnated
successor, Juan Carlos. France's death means grave preblems for Spanish beurgeoisie.

living standards and even drive them
down.

- But in order to enter the Common
Market it's necessary to do a

bourgeois—democratic face-lift on the
* fascist regime..

In addition, the
existing fascist regime is less and less
able to manage the economy and hold
tariat in check. The Spanish
yourgeoisies therefore
(he dilemma that

‘8 strong state machine
- proletariat in check. It
a e both at the same

refuses to move
n, the bourgeoisie
against its own
wishes — to'turn to the opposition. The
main oppositionforces are the PCE
and Socialist Workers Party of Spain
(PSOE), ie., Social Democrats. The
PSOE is maneuvering for a standard
parliamentary bourgeois democracy
on the Western European Social-Dem-
cratic model, the PCE for a popular
fror:. Both *‘models’” aim at keeping
the proletariat’s passion for justice
and the fall of tyranny within the
bounds of capitalism. But because the
bourgeoisie itself will not take the
steps to establish a bourgeois-demo-
cratic state, the PCE and PSOE must
put pressure on the regime to
accomplish their purposes.

til recently, the main opposition
forces were grouped in the *‘Democrat-
ic Junta” (Junta Democratica). The
Junta is an extremely right-wing
rsion of th¢ popular front. Its
ifesto of National Reconcilia-
don’ calls for a “‘convergence of all
citizens, without social denger and
without challenging either the unity of
bnam or private property.” {The
in"" means the suppres-

tisnal rights of Basques
and other national minorities.)

Carillo, head of the PCE,
‘We are not adventurists
whe will systematically wave the flag
of social unrest.” The Junta’s pro-
gram does not include demands for
dissolvi the Franco courts and

Santd
elaborates

police, for purging the army, punish-

‘ing the fascist thugs and murderers,

or for the right of self-determination
for Spain’s minorities—even though
all these demands have been raised by
the mass anti-Franco movement over
the last two years.

PCE vs. PSOE

Despite the right-wing character of
this program, the link-up of the PCE
and PSOE in the Junta was unstable.
Their disagreements began with the
PCE backing Don Juan, Juan Carlos's
father and pretender to the throne,
as ... the Communist candidate for
King (! ! ). The PSOE accepted Juan
Carlos. It was ready to act as a ‘‘loyal
opposition’' in a Juan Carlos regime;
the PCE wished to position itself to
the left, independent of the regime
though within the framework of
capitalism and even of the monarchy.

Later, the two parties became the
chief forces of rival pro-capitalist
popular fronts. In opposition to the
Democratic Junta, which also has the
support of some of the Maoist
currents in Spain, the PSOE has set
up the “Democratic Convergence’
{Convergencia Democratica),” which
backs Juan Carlos, is backed by other
Maoists, and is busily seeking the
backing of U.S. imperialism and
possibly Chou En-lai (who sent a
wreath to the funeral of that staunch
opponent of Soviet social-imperialism,
Francisco Franco).

The différent lines of the PSOE and
PCE reflect their histories, social base
and ideologies. The PSOE is the
survivor of the Spanish Socialist
Party of the 1930s which, after
betraying the Spanish Revolution,
was virtually wiped out by Franco.
Like its counterpart in Portugal, it is
basically a middle<lass and profes-
sional leadership without a strong
orgamzauon or cadre. It aims at an
electoral base among conservative
workers, petty-bourgeois and middle-
class elements. and conservative
peasants in the small-farming areas of
the north.

The PCE, even under Franco, was
able to preserve and then rebuild a
clandestine organization and a strong

mass base in the Workers’ Commis-
sions and among sections of poorer
peasants and agricultural laborers in
the south. In order to base itself on
the aspirations and illusions of these
layers, it must be able to swing to the
left. Today it has already positioned
itself a hairline to the left of the PSOE
and, in the future, if a mass struggle
develops it will swing further in order
to capture and mislead it.

U.S. IMPERIALISM

The split between Stalinism and
Social Democracy is more developed
than in a comparable period in
Portugal, because the Spanish Revo-
lution is more developed today than
was Portugal’s before the first battles
were fought. The role of U.S.
imperialism is also more developed.
The U.S. and Western European
bourgeoisies are already giving full
backing to the PSOE—in contrast to
the Spanish bourgeoisie, which is still
hesitant about legalizing either the
PSOE or the PCE. A steady stream of
Western European Social-Democratic
leaders arrive in Spain to visit their
still-illegal “‘comrades.” Where. they
go, CIA money is sure to follow.

It is thus wrong to consider the
PCE and PSOE simply twins in
betrayal, as many centrists do. They
are both betrayers. But the PSOE will

betray more directly, the PCE more™~_

subtly —by swinging to the left along
with the mass movement even as it
strives to hold this movement to a
conservative line.

NO DEMOCRATIC CAPITALISM

The PCE's perspectives are based
on the idea of a ‘‘democratic revolu-
tion" in Spain. The pre-revolutionary
situation unfolding today will at first
involve the most militant and revolu-
tionary struggle for democratic aims,
but it cannot stop there. European
capitalism as a whole is far too
decayed to satisfy the masse§’ needs,
and Spanish capitalism cannot Jump
the gap separating it from the rest of
Europe without policing the masses.
Just as the bourgeoisie cannot call the
masses into action without risking its
own overthrow, so the masses, who
are already moving into action, must
overthrow the bourgeoisie or see their
own gains lost.

This means that the struggle for
the most far-reaching democratic
demands— the end of the dictatorship,
full political rights, land to the tillers,
the right to self-determination, the
end of the monarchy and a revolution-
ary constituent assembly—must in-
volve the arming of the masses,
agitation in the armed forces and
among the peasants, and the creation
of soviets, and must be joined to a
st*uggie for workers’ control and &
workers and peasants government.

The present prepearatory pemod
must be used to build the first cadres
of a revolutionary Trotskyist party in
Spain. These cadres must avoid the
mistakes —the capitulations to the
Popular Front, the inability to orient
themselves in the split between
Stalinists and Social Democrats—
made by the Maoist and pseudo-Trot-
centrist forces both in Portugal
°nd today in Spain. Future issues of
the Torch will discuss these in detail.
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The Agricultural Labor Relations
Board {ALRB) has been in operation
for over three months in California.
During this period nearly 50,000
farmworkers voted for the first time in
union representation elections. The
embattled United Farmworkers Union
{(UFW) won 56 percent of the total
vote while the Internstional Brother-
hood of Teamsters (IBT), working
hand in hand with the growers,
received 38 percent.

This is a slight victory for the
UFW, but the results are in no way
decisive. Organized farmworkers re-
main divided between the UFW and

Teamsters, while the vast majority

are still unorganized. The war in the
fislds continues as the combined
forces of the growers, the police and
the Teamster bureaucrats have step-
ped up their assault on farmworkers
and the UFW. The ALRB (which was
hailed as a great victory for farm-
workers by Chavez and Meany) sits
idly by while the growers’ attacks
become more vicious.

ELECTION RESULTS
The UFW won contracts from 150

growers
15,000 California farmworkers. Slight-
Iy moremthan 10,000 farmworkers ar

compared to the IBT's 1973

50,000 farmworkers under

The UFW won the
an

rw;or lettuce

covering approximately

signed up with the Teamsters and

gave some sizeable wage increases,
hoping to ensure Teamster victories
“over the UFW.

These grower-Teamster maneuvers
have been accompanied by open
attacks on militant farmworkers. In
the area around Stockton, California;
a right-wing nglante organization

Stockton while

an attempt to frighte _: fa
away from vo"tiI}g the

the Teamsters switched to the UFW.

stood by and
i San

rding to newspaper
en said, “If Chavez
be a few dead Arabs
e police obviously have done

here.” T

There have been nc changes “in the/-nothing and: the -ALRB: ‘has done

opposite direction {from UFW to
Teamster).

TEAMSTER-GROWER ATTACKS
ONTHE RISE

The growers would have preferred
clear-cut Teamster victories in the
ALRB eicctions, The Teamster bu-
reaucracy, led by traitor Frank Fitz-
simmons, is the most reliable in the
eves of the growers and the ruling

class as a whole. Fitzsimmons stands .

firm in his support of President Ford,
a3 he did with Ford’s predecessor,
tichard

Jixon.
From 1970 t.h*rw 1973 the
s called in the Teamsbers to
zheart contracts 1o beat back

the UFW orgenizing drives. In nearly
every case the Teamsters signed long
i ars}

with a

ops ag mst the
eceding the

current electi 7 BTOWers

' nothing, but farmworkers are stand-

ing their ground. At & Stockton ranch
owned by Posse Comitatus member
Ernest Perry, the UFW won the
electon 95 to 0. And at the Elmco
ranch in the San Joaquin Valley,
where the foremen had threatened
murder, the UFW won easily.

INS DEPORTS WORKERS

Throughout California the Immi-
gration and Naturalization Service
(INS) has done the growers’ dirty
work by deporting undocumented
farmworkers who are sympathetic to
the UFW. Teamster officials have
constantly fingered militant Mexican
workers to INS agents. -Only two
years ago Cesar Chavez himself was
fingering undocumented workers and
went so far as to institute a UFW
border patrol to aid the INS. Under
incredible pressure from the ranks
Chavez was forced to drop this line
and tuday Mexican workers help to
Lhe '”ackbone of UFW support.
G alio election provides a clear
= of the methods used by the
growers and Teamsters. Gallo was the

scene of a militant UFW strike in
1973. In the face of vicious grower
attacks on the picket lines, Chavez
called off the strike in the fields in
order to build his consumer boycott.
Chavez gave Gallo the opportunity to
sign with the Teamsters, and the IBT
contract has been in-effect for the past
two years. The Teamsters won the
recent Gallo election 223 to 131. Gallo
hired dozens of new “workers” (read
scabs and ringers) two weeks before
the election to ensure a UFW defeat.
These results don’t include the 123
striking UFW members battling Gallo
since 1973, but they do include the
security guards and office personnel

“who just happen to be firm Teamster

supporters. The Teamster bureau-
crats, of course, are quite happy to
have the growers’ hired guns in their
union.

Just in case anyone has any doubts

.about the nature of the sweetheart

contracts the Teamsters signed with
the growers, the example of the
Caratan ranch in Delano should dispel

" them. The IBT made a deal at Caratan

in 1973, and the workers at the ranch
have been saddled with a sellout
Teamster contract since then. When
the elections approached the Team-
sters could not even get the 20
signatures required to get on the
ballot. The UFW won the election
without opposition.

The UFW election victories repre-
sent an important gain but are only a
bare beginning in the drive to organize
the hundreds of thousands of farm-
workers in this country and Mexico.
As we have seen, the war in the fields
is not only continuing but is actually
getting hotter. The UFW has filed 137
separate charges of election violations
and not one has been acted on by the
ALRB. Governor Brown, the current
darling of the ruling class, and his
ALRB will never organize farmwork-
ers—despite Chavez’s claim to the
contrary.

The UFW election victories will be
meaningless unless they are backed
up by solid organization in the fields
and successful strike action when
contracts are negotiated at harvest
time in the fall. The farmworkers must

rely on their own unity and determin-
ation and the support of the rest of the
working class to gain victory.

STRATEGY FOR VICTORY

The key to a winning strategy is
organizing farmworkers where they
are most powerful: in the fields. This
means taking the bulk of the UFW'’s
slender resources that have been
spread out in the consumer boycotts
back to the fields to actually organize
the union. Once the base in the fields
is consolidated and once the union
begins to function, then the consumer
boycott has limited use as a secondary
weapon. But Chavez puts the con-
sumer boycott on a pedestal and bases
his entire strategy on it. This is a
no-win strategy.

Since farm labor is migratory in
nature and since a whole army of
potential scabs is to be found in the
millions of uncrganized workers on
both sides of the border, Ilabor
solidarity is crucial to any successful
organizing effort. To make the strike
in the fields effective, Teamsters and
Longshoremen must refuse to handle
scab cargo.

This requires a serious orientation
to rank-and-filers in both of these
unions. Chavez has consistently re-.
fused to do this. Moreover, he has
consistently opposed the efforts of
rank-and-file farmworkers and boy-
cott organizers to build links to
rank-and-file Teamsters. In 1974,
New York City boycott workers
organized on-the-spot joint action
with rank-and-file Teamsters picket-
ing Daitch-Shopwell stores. Dolores
HMuerta and Richard Chavez, UFW
leaders in charge of the New York
boycott, ignored these rank-and-file
initiatives and opposed efforts to
extend such action.

Joint labor action will mean that
come harvest time farmworkers will
be in a much stronger position. With a
combination of well-organized strikes
in the fields and a labor boycott of
scab goods, the growers' products will
rot together with thelr profits.

UFW rally in Southwest in 1972. Militant farmworkers reject the pacifism of Chavez.
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The campaign to free the Livernois
Five, the young Detroit blacks
fighting & frame-up on a phony
murder rap, is quickly becoming a
rallying point in the response to the
wave of racist attacks on Detroit’s
working class. The Livernois Five
Defense Committee, initiated by the
Revolutionary Socialist League, has
actively fought to mobilize the
broadest support to halt this legal
lvnching of the five young black men

charged with the murder of Marion .

Pvszko. Recent issues of the Torch
hzve reported on the Defense Com-
mittee's efforts to build support in the
trade unions, high schools, universi-
ties and in the black community.

The initial efforts of the Committee
iin a hung jury in the state’s
attempt to ram through a
conviction. The prosecution, which
ed a shred of evidence to back up
s trumped-up charges, denied re-
quests by the defense for time to
prepare the case, attempted to coerce
witnesses into testifying and finally
resorted to staging armed attacks on
homes of two witnesses in an

attempt to sway the jury (which had
not been sequestered) into believing

Detroit yonths took to the streets last July
in anger over racist murder of Obie Wyua.
State retalisted with blatent frame-up.

the defendants wers part of a pack of
gun-crazy rmurderers. Despite all this,
state was unable to cbtain a
conviction. A new trial is slated to
begin January 21.

EFFORT BUILDS

DEFENSE

_ Spartacist. .

With few exceptions, organizations of
self-proclaimed revolutionaries have
stood aloof from the work of the
Defense Committee. These actions
have weakened the defense of the
most oppressed section of the working
class, the black proletariat. In the face
of the bourgeoisie’s mounting: offen-
sive against the working class (an
offensive aimed most sharply at black
workers), the refusal to lend active
support to build a united response to
these attacks is nothing short of
criminal.

As one of its first steps, the
Livernois Five Defense Committee
issued a call to all left organizations to
join in building the defense. On
October 26, a meeting was held to
publicly launch a campaign and set up
the work of the Defense Committee.
Several speakers, including one of the
five defendants and a spokesman for
the Revolutionary Socialist League,
described the state’s frame-up at-
tempt as well as the threat a
conviction posed to all black workers

who dared-to struggle against racial’

oppression. Limited support to the
Defense Committee was offered at the
meeting by the Socialist Workers
Party, Spark, the Student Coalition
Against Racism and the International
Workers ‘Party. Recently, the Com-
murtist Labor Party has announced it
i ¢ defense. Every other left
nin Detroit either failed to
. the Committee's call or
d to join the. defense.

Revolutionary leadership of the

! s in its struggles is not a
words and posturing. Tt is
foremost a question of
aced with a concrete test,
very left organization has
‘to the lies and illusions

Valugble lesqons as to what the
working class can expect from them in
the future.

There was no greater capitulation to
the bourgeoisie than that of the
League (SL). As _ we
reported last month, the reaction of
most SLers was, “Those black kids
are guilty. I read it in the newspa-
pers.”

No amount of paper posturing can
cover the SL’s racism and its open
capitulation to its own petty-bour-
geois outlook. A leading member of
the Detroit SL was told by the mother
of one of the defendants that the
causes of the July Livernois street
confrontations lay in the high unem-
ployment rate, police brutality and
the murder of a black youth. The SLer
explained that true as that might be,
a man was dead and ‘“‘there’s such a
thing as due process.” The woman's
charge that the SLer sounded like a
lawyer hit the nail on the head.

The courts, along with the police,
exist to ensure the maintenance of
geois rule,
f even a minor brush with the
forces of 1 ‘dw, and order und(’rstandc
: ce’’ dispensed

zyi he buurgemsw
'he S“ 1Ue’mvt3 to explain away

Any black who has”

_sie'with the lie,that blacks can expect

‘‘due process’’ and a “‘fair trial” in the
bosses’tourts is evidence enough that
they’re counterfeit revolutionaries.

RCP TURNS BACK ON
LIVERNOIS FIVE

While the SL’s role was undoubted-
ly the most disgusting, they were not
alone in refusing to help build the
defense campaign. Immediately fol-
lowing the July Livernois evénts,
Motor City Fight Back (supported by
the October League, Congress of
Afrikan People and Revolutionary
Workers Congress), the Revolution-
ary Union (now the Revolutionary
Communist Party) and the Pro-
gressive Labor Party attempted to
tap the militancy displayed during the
street confrontations by demanding
that Andrew Chinarian, the murderer
of a black youth, be tried for first
degree murder. Yet not one of these
organizations addressed the attempt
to victimize the innocent youths
charged with Pyszko’s death—vic-
tims of the Detroit bourgeoisie’s cry
for “*black blood %o pay for the death
of a white. Not one has agreed to join
the Livernois Five Defense Commit-
tee. Quite the contrary, the Revolu-
tionary Communist Party (RCP)
parroted the newspapers’ characteriz-
ation of the killing as a ‘“brutal
senseless murder’’ without the slight-
est mention that five black youths
were being framed! This is merely a
continuation of the RCP’s open
capitulation to the racism prevalent
among white workers. The RCP’s
failure to champion the defense of
black students in Boston, because it
would interfere with their orientation
to racist forces, has the same
character as their refusal to join the
Livernois Five defense.

The refusal of all these organiza-
tions to take even minimal steps to
join in the defense against a glaring
aspect of the racist brutalization of
black youths is a renunciation not
only of their claims to be revolution-
aries but even of their elementary
duties as working class militants to
unite in the face of bourgeois attack.
Members of all these organizations
who conceive of themselves as genuine
revolutionaries must demand an ac-
counting from their leaderships.

The Revolutionary Socialist League

Detroit Mayor Coleman Young: Black face
is no barrier to calling for “biack bloed”
when masses threaten besses’ stability.
Workers must break with capitalist parties.

and the Livernois Five Defense
Committee appeal again for the aid
and joint struggle necessary to defend
the interests of the working class. We
call on supporters of the above
organizations, and all supporters of
the struggle to free the Livernois
Five —whether in trade uniongcom-
munity organizations or on the
left—to take up this call. Lined up
against the Defense Committec is the
entire Detroit bourgeoisie— its courts,
police and press. Only the most
determined and united struggle can
bring victory. The Revolutionary
Socialist League will continue to
champion that cause in order to
ensure that the trial beginning
January 21 results in freedom for the
Livernois Five.
FREE THE LIVERNOIS FIVE!
STOP THE RACIST FRAME-UPSI
'FREE ALL POLITICAL
PRISONERS!

On the morning of November 8, a
cross was burned on the lawn and a
brick thrown through the window of
the home of the Coney family on

Detroit’s Northeast side. This inci-
dent was part of a continuing
campaign of racist terror and violence
directed against black families lving
in this predominately white area.
Eight months prior to this outrage,

a mob of 200 gathered outside the.

Coney home screaming ‘‘niggers get
out” and other racist obscenities. The
cops refused to protect the black
family, although the 15th precinct
headquarters is only a few blocks
away. And—no surprise to anyone
who knows the nature of the police—
several off-duty cops from the neigh-
borhood actually were part of the
racist mob.

In July, two black families from the
next block, the Johnsons and Ken-
nedys, became targets. Their children
and other black vouths were chased
es in cars and by gangs of

young whites armed with baseball
bats. These attacks were topped off by
the September 10 shooting of 15-year-
old Marvin Johnson by the ringleader
of the racist punks, Scott Krieasy.

RACIST ON THE LOOSE

Krieasy was convicted of felonious
assault for this shooting. But pending
sentencing in mid-November. the
court turned him back out on. the
street to carry out more thuggery.

Racist attacks on the families
resumed. The families received threats
to blow up their houses. Rabbits kept
by the Coneys were slaughtered. The
rear window of a car was blown out by
a shotgun blast. On November 4, the
first cross burning occurred at the
Johnsons', B

Although the families bad pre-
1 y contacted the office of De-
t's black mayor Cecleman Young,

the Detroit Free Press and the Detroit
:\e“q no reports of the incidents were
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published and no help was received
from these quarters. It took Joe
Madison of the NAACP to publicize
the two cross burnings.
brought a contingent from the Inter-
ested Vets for Sociological and
Economic Progress to defend against
further attacks. |

But Madison turned out to be all
talk. When the television cameras left,
so did Madison. Only one vet
remained that night to help defend the
families.

DEFENSE GUARD ORG\A&'IZED

No thanks to Madison, a resl
defense has been built. Supporters of
Motor City Fight Back, the October
League (OL), the Livernois Five
Defense Committes and the Revolu-
tionary Socialist League have joined
forces with the families to organize a
defense guard.

Now that a serious defense exists,
the cops and Mayor Young have
appeared on the scene. Young con-
demned “vigilantism on both sides,”
cynically equating the defense of the
families with racist violence against
blacks. As in the attempted legal

_Iynching of the Livernois Five, this

Uncle Tom once more proved his
friendship to Detroit’s moneyed inter-

ests and the white racist ‘“‘activists.” .

The police are now providing
“protection.” This protection has
meant constant surveillance and
harrassment of the families and the
others involved in the defense.
Meanwhile, those known to be respon-
s;ble for the attacks drive free‘y up
and down the :streets.

are mot’ isolated in

crosses have been burned elsewher

Madison °

T demttacks on the Northeast side :

the Detroit area. In Livonia (a Detroit
suburb) the Nazis canvass door-to-

_door. Young and the cops are only

accomplices. Organizing and leading
these attacks are the racist and fascist
vermin spawned by a rotting capital-
ism unable to provide a decent living
to all. They are scum who prey on the
frustrations of petty bourgeois, work-
ing class and lumpen whites who see
no way out of the capitalist crisis.

Today these incidents are relatively
smell. But as the economic crisis
deepens they will escalate. To stop
them from growing, isolated armed
defense is not enough. At the most
minimal level, a citywide united front
of all groups and individuals willing to
fight such attacks must be built. Such
a united front can take on the defense
of other victims of capitalist oppres-
sion— victims like the Livernois Five,
like the three Ford workers recently
fired for political activity (including
well-known Communist, Labor Party
supporter General Baker).

BUILD UNITED DEFENSE!

Without united defense activity,
forces are too easily divided and
scattered. For example, on November
15 a Livernois Five Defense Commit-
tee rally and an East side demonstra-
tion against the racist- attacks were
held at the same time in different
parts of town, cutting the potential
size of each in half. A united front
would have called these rallies on
separate dates, and used each rally to
publicize the other.

Some:. supporters of Motor City
Flght Back the OL expressed

ire: to' mld such a fight. The
however, has already

iawn of Ruby Coney's home. The racist scum responsible are spawned by a
. BRSL bas belped erganize nightly defense guards at the Coney house.

v

proposed meeting to discuss buildiné
such a united front. This type. of
behavior only aids the enemy."

The Revolutionary Socialist League
is actively working to build and
coordinate united front defense activ-
ity. The RSL’s work in the Livernois
Five Defense Committee and its
defense of the black families on

Detroit's East side provide the basis
for 2 united response by the left to
the wave of racist attacks in Detroit.
We call upon the OL ranks to demand
that their leadership abandon its
splitting course and join the struggle
to smash the right-wing thugs. ..

SMASH THE FASCISTS!
POWER TO THE WORKERS!

(¢ y%m@r . Igsh@s

Overcrowded juvenile home in Detroit. Lack of facilities means sleeping on the floor.

Bosses seek to slash budget, cutting secial services further—but what's left to cutl\

The depression conditions in met-
ropolitan Detroit, where the unem-
ployment rate is over 20 percent, now
cast their shadow over the whole state
economy of Michigan. Governor Mill-
iken has discovered a $300 million
deficit in the state budget which,
according to the, state Constitution,
must be made up by the end of the
fiscal year in June 1976.

Milliken is reluctant to make up
this deficit through income tax hikes
that would anger workers and farm-
ers, especially with an election year
coming up. Instead, he proposes to
slash $60.3 million from social service
funds. These cuts include $27 million
from Medicaid for those over 21, $10.7
million from aid to dependent children
{ADC) and $18.3 million from welfare

-agsistance:- The welfare cuts-alone will

take $15 to $20 a month from over
200,000 families depending on ADC
grants to feed and clothe their
children,

In addition, while the state and .the
city of Detroit toss away millions on
forced busing, the city will lose 86
million in education funds. Educa-
tion cuts in the state overall will total

. $55 million, including $47.6 million in

aid for grade schools and high schools.

The capitalists in Michigan, as
elsewhere, debate whether it is safer to
open their attack by smashing at
employed workers, or to force the
unemployed and their families into
semi-starvation. All workers, em-
ployed and unemployed, will suffer in
the end.

It’s no accident that Milliken chose
the'annual conference of District 29 of
the United Steelworkers union to
stress his opposition to increased
income taxes and his desire to
“increase the spendable income of
those who are wor . He hopes to
use the workers' de to defend their
living standards against inflation to
buy them off. By promising to hold

the line on taxes he wants to win
acceptance for his attacks on the
unemployed and welfare families.

Militants among the oppressed
section of the populatvorv realize that
they have nc margin of safety for
survival. They are looking for ways to
fight, as demonstrations held at the
state capital in Lansing prove.

Various welfare rights groups and
civil rights organizations are trying to
place themselves at the head of this
movement to keep it safely within the
bounds of peaceful protest. The most
important of these is the Southern
Christian Leadership Conference
(SCLC). Claude Young, president of
the Detroit SCLC, announced on
November 7 that the SCLC planned to
create a tent city in Lansing if the
welfare cuts went through.

Nothing will be gained by welfare
families enduring the miseries of =z
Michigan winter—in tents, no less—
for the moral uplifting of state
lawmakers and the greater glory of
the SCLC. This publicity ploy by the
SCLC shows the political bankruptcy
of the reformist black leaderships of
the 1960s.

The crisis in Detroit and Michigan
as a whole is not a new one. In Detroit,
for example, the number of jobs h
plunged from 875,000 in 1953
537,000 in 1970. In every year since
1960, more houses have been torn

down in Detroit than have been built. .

More than three-fourths of the city's
houses are over 30 years old..

Detroit lost over 200,000 residents
between 1970 and 1975. In the same

eriod the number of Detroit residents
living below the federal poverty li
u.mped from 11 percent to 25 perc
of the population.

The crisis in® MMichigan is the
culmination of 20 years of slow rot. It
will not be solved by prayver meetings,
i eal reforms or so-called "aus-

programs at the workers’

pie
terity "
expense.

B
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Last month Torch interviewers
talked with Sekou Lumpen, a former
inmate of Alabama's infamous At-
more Prison Farm cmd a leader of the
Alebama prisoners’ organization In-
mates for Action [IFA]. Excerpts
from the interview follow.

Torch: Could you tell us how the
Inmates For Actiorn began?

Sekou Lumpen: The Inmates For
Action is a revolutionary organization
behind the bars in the Alabama prison
system. It was formed in 1971 and the
issues that brought about the forma-
tion of the IFA were the wretched,
inhumane conditions that prisoners in
Alabama’s prison system are forced to
live in, and the racist and brutal
treatment from prison officials and
the guards. Some of the conditions I
found when I got to Atmore Prison
Farm—where the IFA originated—is
that vou had ceilings caving in, the
building was dilapidated, all the
"“nﬁowq were. torn out, inmates had

o sieep in shower stalls, and in the
ais]es because of overcrowded condi-
tHons, and with one another, We were
forced to work from sun-up to
sundown on the farm picking cotton,
cutting sugar cane, picking cucum-
bers—multimillion-dollar crops. We
were paid only 25 cents a week. 1t was
a situation where you either worked or
you were beaten or locked up in the
dog-house cell. We began to organize

Aor a work stoppage, -in October,
around the latter part of 19720

Torch: Tell us what your:pe
story was.

Sekou: The reason
was becadse of my

cer found’
involved in the ’tyDe of
told me thatiihe gé v
probation revoked,-and in the latter
par' of 1972 he did that.
Torch You were on probation for
our crime, and it was revoked only
- P cause of your political acmvu,‘es?

Sekou: Rzght Now, let me make a
distinction. We define those things
which people call crimes as survival
acts; J},ey are caused by the economic
conditions in the society which cause a
necessity for people to have to do
these things because they can't get
jobs, because they’re poor, hungry
and this type of thing.

Torch: Would you say that what
you call “survival acts” are the major

son that people are going to prison
it 77

Rxghu, because the majority
in prison are therc for
Y offenses. From statistics,
pencngists say that 75 percent of the
le in prisons are there for
i ted "ense

I gotto
were o:garuzwg for t

ion-dallar cane crop in t‘*?
nized this v,r,rk stop-

were four trusties, two black and two
white. The next day, no one was at
work. Eventually the Prison Commis-
sioner came to the prison to negotiate,
and myself and Mafundi (co-founder
of the IFA—~Torch) along with four
other members of the IFA were
chosen.

And the negotiations consisted of
the Commissioner going down the list
of our grievances saying, “When the
State appropriates the money, we’'d do
this, we ain’t going to do this, we ain’t
going to do that,” that type of thing.
So we stopped them, and told them
that if this was what the negotiations
were going to be about, we could just
quit this right there. So we started
discussing the grievances, and he
answered, were we going to stop the
strike? And we told him that we can
only go back to the people in the
population and let them know what
was happening, and it was up to them
to decide. And when we were
supposedly leaving his office and
going back to the prison population
we were instead taken to a transfer
room, and transferred to another
prison and locked up in solitary
confinement. And at this time was
when we began to structure and really
organize in earnest the IFA. We
formulated a program, and we began
to have nightly meetings, to deal with
educating the prisoners to try to
mobilize people and politicize them, so
that they can become nevolut.lonaues
albo ’

we picked

them get on their hands and knees,
while they continued beating them,
and put their noses up one another’s
behinds,- and crawl around on all
fours, and bark like dogs while they
were being beaten. And after they did
this, they went out to the population,
where the people hadn’t even partici-
pated in the protest, and made
everyvbody in the population strip
naked and run around with their
hands in the air and bark like dogs,
asking them were they members of
IFA, were they revolutionaries, and if
anyone said that they were, they
would be killed or brutally beaten.
So while all this was going on,
George Chagina Dobbins, the IFA
chairman at Atmore Prison Farm, was
taken away from the prison in an
ambulance under the pretense that he
was being taken to the hospital for
treatment. And when he left there, on
the stretcher, he was talking to the
IFA members and telling them to be
strong.- And he didn't have any
wounds on his face. So, en route to the
hospital, he was killed in the
ambulance from nine stab wounds of
the face, which were done by an axe or
a hatchet. To cover this up, the
officials indicted all the people in the
segregation unit. And later on, as in
Attica, with selective prosecution all
the charges were dropped against
everybody but the nine IFA members
who were in that unit. And these were
the Atmore Brothers. Five received
light sentences, one received a total of

Itimillion-doliar crops—for 25 cents a week.”

“From sun-up to

Torch: How did the Atmore-Hol-
man Brothers cases arise?

Sekou: These arose when the
officiais drew up a death list, a list of
IFA members and leaders and people
that were struggling against this type
of situation, that they had singled out
to be killed. So in January of 1974,
IFA leader Jessie James Clanzy was
reported to be killed, although he
survived. When the news reached the
IFA members in the segregation unit
at Atmore Prison Farm, they took two
guards hostage and asked to see
people from the Warden’s Office, from
the Governor's office, to see the
Commissioner. So-the guards begged
the warden and pleaded with him to
just bring the people down, that they
didn't want to die.

And the warden told them, ‘‘They
don’t run this prison, you don’t run
rison, I run this prison, and I
going to bring nobody here.” SO
t them and came back with state
troopers and prison guards, and they
took the segregation unit, and after
thev regained control of the unit, they
made all the inmates$fi that area strip
raked, while they best them, made

52 years, and one of the brothers
received the death penalty. Two of
these cases were put off till later in the
year,

Two months later, after the Janu-
ary incident, another IFA leader was
killed, Tommy Yukeena Dotson. He
was taken from his cell, handcuffed
and naked, supposedly being taken to
a shower, and he was beaten to death
by five guards, ,who beat him
unconscious, and when he was dying,
the shift changed, and the second crew
of guards came on, saw that he was
still breathing, and finished beatmg
him to death, to the point where his

.skull was cracked like an egg, and you"

could see his brains. And after beatmg
him to death they threw him down the
tier of stairs on his head, where his
neck was broken. And this time the
officials indicted the four people who
were in that unit for first degree
murder charges. These were the
Holman Brothers cases.

But in these trials the state case
was so weak, and the main state
witness contradicted himself, and the
judge stopped the trials. So the
Holmen case has been won. But later

“Yukeena was taken from his celi, hand-
cuffed and nsked, and beaten to death.”

on two other IFA leaders were killed.

Torch: How do you sum up your
view of the prison system?

Sekou: We feel that prisons are a
failure and they are a farce and a
sham. Because they aren’t geared to
rehabilitating anyone, they are geared
toward punishing people, and break-
ing people, and warehousing people.
When you get out of prison, and go
try to get a job, you get to that
question on the form, have vou ever
been convicted of a felony, if you lie
and say “'no,” well, they are going to
check on you and find out that you
lied and you're going to lose the job,
and forget it. And if you say ‘“‘yes,”
and tell the truth, you're not going to
get that job. And then there is a
question of whether or not the™real
criminals are in prison, or not, because
people like Nixon, Rockefeller, Ag-
new, the plumbers, Watergate people,
these are the criminals, the people who
are responsible for the. murders of
millions of people. And these are the
people that when they do get
sentenced, they only get light sen-
tences.

Torch: You defined the IFA as a
revolutionary organization. What is
the IFA’s view—or your view—of the
revolutionary process thet is needed
in society?

Selou: Well, as far as labels go, I
don't like to deal with labels. But I
consider myself as a scientific social-
ist. Only the overthrow of capitalism
and the implementation of socialism
as a transitional stage would be able
to get rid of the conditions which
cause the need for people to have to
commit the violence. I see the working
class as being the most revolutionary
—the most potentially revolutionary
class, a class that is in a position to
bring about the overthrow of capital-
ism, because if the workers didn’t go
to work them you would have
everything coming to a halt, you
wouldn’t have anything functioning.
And in relation to that, we know that
90 percent of black people are
members of the working class.

Torch: But right now, although
many workers are aware of the need
for revelutionary change; by and large
the struggles have been kept within
the framework of limited tlemands.
How do you explain this?

Sekou: I think if we consider what
we are dealing with, we are dealing
with a system that is the most
scientifically advanced, in being able
to use differences that exist to divide
the working class, that you have this
scientific fascism, which we are
struggling against, that’s been suc-
cessful in dividing people in regard to
sex, where you have sexism existing,

S
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in regarw to race, where you have
one of the major tools,
and a system which just plays on any
difference that exists to géep people
from being able to unit

Torch: We don't consider the
system now to be fascism. We would
define fascism as the total abolition of
rights for all sections of the working
class.

Sekou: I would say that you had
this country being founded on fascism

—the extermination- of the native
Americans and the forced enslave-
ment of black people, so I say that
relative to the black people, we've
been victims of fascism, scientific
fascism. We're
that
amount of
exercise, bm if vou relate to what the
party was d defense—you'd
be wiped out, uke the Panther Party
was during the '60s.

Torch: Two points that I think it's
important to make, though, are that
even when capitalism is at its most
‘‘democratic,” they still railroad
people to jail, have people murdered,
and so forth. The second point is that
there are actual fascist movements

begz_m.mg to develop. inside  the.

threat. )
Sekou: Thls 1s"why I say that this
"ela’l‘v'& When you look at the ntire

not existing Inr
ion, 3
;O

ing gomg on in women 1
Alabama, and has the IF A had
relation to that? ’ o
Sekou: That's been one of th shor
comings Of the pr}sormm'

sen mg the
r“muncatmg
t¢ try to build up ‘the
type of mov e"xen: in mcre that is built
in the men’s prisons, Women are paid
the same 25 cents a week and they are
forced to do the same slave labor.
are forced to wash clothes, they
et out as maids to work in
“erent public officials’ houses. And
T.S. Civil nghts Commission
found eight pregnancies a year, at
n}ght births a year occurred
the pnsons and that doesn't
count the wcms of rapes that don’t
report thi ; are not allowed
conjugal visits , and you
nhave male g wormen’s
prisons, so ow that~
b

Torch:

rwhelming as far ag”enthusiasm
aking the people strong. It's
e same type of encouragement
generated during the Angela
<al, when she was freed, whers
time, the brothers had said if

“The CP just abandoned Ruchell Magee ...

rited SQabes and this is a gromng .

she was comvicted, that they was
going to tear the whole prison down.
And it was only after Angela Davis
became more or less petty-bourgeois
and identified with the Communist
Party, that people started criticizing

her very harshly and still do, because | -

we have written letters to her trying
to get support from her, and she is
from Alabama, and we haven’t gotten
any support, or even any" public
statements on the Brothers’ behalf.
And they’'ve abandoned Ruchell
Magee. Ruchell Magee has been
writing Mafundi, asking him to come
to visit him and do something for him,
and the way that Angela Davis and
‘the Communist Party just abandoned
Ruchell Magee is an example of where
their politics is at.

Torch: Do you feel that with a
militant prison reform movement,
you're going to be able to win many of
these demands in the middle of a
capitalist society that is heading
downhill? )

Sekou: That’s why our program in
its totality is revolutionary. We are
struggling to turn the prisons into
revolutionary training centers. Where-
as when people are sent there, they’re

an example of where their politics is at.”
sgoing to be ra‘dica‘jjzed, and when they

“back out he
about the
society.

[ 152

. We've studied all of the
tionary writers—Marx, Lenin,
eorge Jackson, Fanon, Kwarie
bral —all the revolution-
e can get our hands on
ecause we know that
e written experiences of
le and there’s lessons to be

. Torch What about books by
rotsky; you ‘know we're Trotskyists.

. Sekou: We have brothers who
.consider themselves Trotskyists, but
* I'myself haven’t done enough study to
really understand what a Trotskyist
is. Or a Trotskyite is. But we don’t
judge people by labels, we use the
criteria of practice, the actions and
deeds, and determine whether or not if
their actions are revolutionary, if they
are for oppressed people, that’s ‘the
way we determine whether or not we
can deal with them as a friend.

Torch: Do you believe in the
creation of a revolutionary party, and
on what principles?

Sekou: Yes, I believe in—I can’t
speak for everyone because there is
different tendencies— the creation of a
revolutionary party, a Communist
party. Because of the practical
conditions that exist at this time, I

don’t see where it could he brought
about at this present time, but I do
exist with different
of the different
parties and dxfferem revolutionary
formations that you have now need to
be linked up into a united front, so
thers can at least be some coordina-
tion in the day-to-day type of
f‘“'ggica and in the day-to-day type
tions. I believe that the
exist for this right now.

cﬁmiﬁam

all’ revolutmnary move-

The Portuguese working class is
engaged in an ever-more bitter
struggle with the ruling Armed Forces
Movement and the forces of counter-
revolution. It is imperative for the
international working class movement
to rally support for the struggling
Portuguese masses. Nowhere is this
support more vital than in the U.S,,
the main prop behind the Portuguese
reaction. To take up this fight against

- U.S. imperialism’s attempt to crush

the Portuguese workers and the
Angolan liberation struggle, the Revo-
lutionary Socialist League has organ-
ized Portuguese Solidarity Commit-
tees (PSCs) in several cities across the
country. These Committees have been
working actively since early October
to combat the mounds of bourgeois
propaganda dished out to cover for
massive aid and CIA intervention on
behalf of the Portuguese counter-rev-
olution. The PSCs have also fought to
demonstrate the vital importance of
the events in Portugal and Angola to
workers in this country.

-The PSC has held two demonstra-
tions in New York City and one in
Chicago in support of the Portuguese
workers and the Angolan national
liberation movement. The PSC mobil-
ized 70 people for a demonstration at
Times Square on October 14 to
express solidarity with the revolu-
tionary struggle of the Portuguese
working class. A second demonstra-
tion was held on November 11, the
date of Portugal’s withdrawal from
Angola. The demonstrators called for
a military victory for the MPLA as
necessary to fight for full indepen-
dence for Angola. A third rally in
Chicago. on November 15 carried
forward = the task of placing the
strugglé against U.S. imperiglism in
Portugal and Angola before the U.S.
working class. These actions mark the
first steps of the Portugal Sclidarity
Committee’s campaign to build a
united front of workers and working
class organizations to aid the
Portuguese and Angolan workers and
oppressed masses.

In giving any support to the United
States ruling class’s onslaught
against the working masses of other
countries, U.S. workers cut their own
throats. Victory for the U.S.-backed
counter-revolutions in either Portugal
or Angola will simply make these
countries vast sources of cheap
labor and raw materials for U.S.
corporations. Another Chilean-type
triumph for imperialism would also
increase the power the U.S. ruling
class can bring to bear against the
struggles of workers in this country.

A victory for the masses of
Portuguese and Angolan workers
would be a devastating blow to the
U.S. ruling class, and would strength-
en the revolutionary struggle of the
working class throughout the world.
With the capitalists disoriented from
an international defeat, U.S. workers
would have an opportunity to turn the
balance of forces in this country to
their advantage and recover for
themselves what has been lost to the
capitalists in the setbacks of past
years. *

The Portugal Sohdant;y Committee
is a united front organization spon-
sored by the Revolutionary Socialist

League, the International Workers
Party, the Trotskyist Organizing

Committes and the Postal Act:ion
Committee. Although these organiza-

periali

ights

tions have sharp differences among
themselves over many of the key
questions facing the revolutionary
movements of Portugal and Angola,
this has not. prevented them from
uniting in the PSC for joint action and
work to defend these movements from
the threat of counter-revolution.

In contrast to the principled
internationalism exemplified by the
Portugal Solidarity Committee stands
the wretched sectarianism of the
Spartacist League. In spite of re-
peated invitations -extended by the
PSC to join the united front, the SL
placed its own fear of umited front
work before the task of building
solidarity with the struggles in
Portugal and Angola. While the SL
did not send the representative it had
pledged to the first PSC meeting in
New York City, it did mobilize a tiny
contingent for the October demon-
stration. By the time of the planning
meeting for the second demonstration,
however, the SL backed away,
claiming first that the PSC’s “‘Victory
to the MPLA" slogan was unaccep-
table, and later that ‘‘organizational
priorities” prevented further partici-
pation by the SL at that moment. The
day after the planning meeting
(October 23}, an issue of Workers
Vanguard appeared attacking the
PSC as a ‘“‘motley propaganda bloc
whose slogans . . . simply avoid the
crucial questions before the Portu-
guese masses.” This was the final
explanation offered for the SL's
failure to mobilize for the November
11 demonstration in support of
Angolan independence.

The actual reason for the SL’s
refusal to join the united front is
found in its vacillating and opportun-
ist attitude to the MPLA. The 3L
withdrew all support to the PSC's
activity at the same time that the PSC
was preparing its Angolan demonstra-
tion. The SL, at this time, was in the
process of switching its position on
the MPLA. Under the pressure of the
PSC’s call for a military victory for
the MPLA —necessary to ° secure
Angolan independence from U.8.
imperialism—the SL went from =
position of no military support to any
of the groups in the Angolan civil war,
to suddenly discovering that a defeat
for the MPLA would bring to power in
Angola a neo-colonialist regime sub-
ordinate to the U.S. This change of
line could not be safely executed with
the SL rank and file in contact with
the RSL and the PSC. The new
position appeared in an article in
Workers Vanguard dated November
11, the same day the PSC conducted
its Angolan demonstration, underlin-
ing the thoroughly sectarian character
of the SL’s nonparticipation. The
closer the SL is drawn to the PSC’s
slogans, the farther it must isolate its
members. from. the. PSC.

The PSC is carrying the struggle
against U.S. interventions intc the
trade unions. The trade union resolu-s
tion of the PSC hag been fought for in
one chapter of DC 387, and the
Committee has planned to place it on
the floor of several other local unien
meetings.

We call on all militants to join the
Portugal Solidarity 'Committee and
build its effort to bring the weight of
the working class to bear against U.8.
imperialism’s attacks on the Portu-
guese and Angolen masses.
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by Jack Gregory

“Today it is the country which most zealously
preaches peace that is the most dangerous source of
war,” said China’s Deputy Premier Teng Hsiao-
ping to his guest. “Rhetoric about ‘detente’ cannot
cover up the stark reality of the growing danger of
war.

His guest, Gerald Ford, understood that Teng
was referring to the Soviet: Union: “In the
international field we have a mutual interest in
seeing that the world is not dominated by military
force or pressurgﬁwhat in our joint statements we
have called hegemonism.” But the political leader
of western imperialism™ Cautioned his Chinese
counterpart that “The world confronts us all with
dangers but it also offers opportunities.” Therefore,
the U.S. would continue to pursue detente,
“balancing strength, vigilance and firmness’’ with
the search for ‘‘new opportunities for peace without
illusions.”

A WREATH FOR FRANCO

A week before Ford and Henry Kissinger arrived
in Peking, the Chinese sent a delegation to Spain
headed by Hsu Hsiang-chien, deputy chairman of
the National People’s Congress. Hsu bore a wreath
from Premier Chou En-lai to mourn the death of the
fascist butcher of the . Spanish proletariat,
Francisco Franco.

Two days after Chou’s touching gesture, Lai
Ya-li took thefloor of: the U ted Nations’- General

*evolutiorary
reactionary in a

of wanting “anity;”’ China has been sendmg arms
and advisers to the FNLA for months in its ‘“united
front” with U.S. unpe*lahsm and South African
racism. »

Two months earlier;-on September 11,4People’s
China” commemorated the second anniversary -of
butcher Pinochet’s slaughter of Chilean workers by
sending a trade delegation to Chile. Among other
things, the Chinese reportedly discussed selling
arms to the brutal military dictatership.

Five years ago, the followers of “Marxism-Lenin-
ism-Mao Tse-tung Thought” would have bridled at
2 hint that the President and Secretary of State of
U.S. imperialism could arrive in Peking except at
the head of an armed column, let alone that the
Chinese would mourn Franco, or support Pinochet
and phony ClA-backed ‘‘national liberation
movements’’ like the FNLA. Back then, China
dercunced every mention of “‘peaceful coexistence’
com«.xg out of Moscow as renegades betrayal. Its
ement, eninism or Social-Im-
I I iveom/ 5 Dm! , April 22, 1970) stated:
“Whatever Cc.'nprorr ses may be reached between
Sowist revisionism and U.S. imperialism are mere
ntg between g
gsters today? Wh
f the U.S. ')ourgpms‘e‘? Who
most reactionary regimes in the
ing of U.S.
e international
ngton? Ihe Chinese ruling class.
, the ine ntation to Ford,

supports the most reactionary forces in every
sector of the world: Pakistan’'s AL Bhutto, the
hangman of the Bengalis, 'on the Indian
subcontinent; the Shah of Iran in the Mideast;
Franco and NATO in Europe; the U.S. and
Pinochet in the Western Hemisphere.

In the past, thousands of subjective revolution-
aries in the U.S., and tens of thousands more
around the world, were disoriented and misled by
China’s apparent intransigent opposition to
Russia’s nakedly imperialist foreign policy, to
Russia’s deals with the U.S. and calls for peaceful
coexistence with U.S. imperialism. They were
attracted by China’s apparent opposition to
Russia’s counter-revolutionary policies and by
China’s calls for uncompromising struggle by the
masses throughout the world. Since then, many of
these revolutionaries have been dragged steadily to
the right because of their allegiance to China, to the
point where today they support a Chinese foreign
policy far to the right of the Russian line.

Many followers of Mao can still provide valuable
cadre to the revolutionary movement. But if they
are to do so, they must come to grips with Maoism
itself, understand its reactionary nature and how it
attacks the world’s masses.

"The sharp right swing in Chinese foreign policy
was clearly announced by Nixon and Kissinger's
visit to Peking in 1972. Chou En-lai pronounced the
“normalization” of U.S.-Chinese relations on the
basis of five principles: mutual respect for the
sovereignty and territorial integrity of nations;
mutual non-aggression; non-interference in internal
affairs; mutual equality; and peaceful coexistence.

The U.S. received two major benefits from
Nixon's trip. First, by de-thawing relations with
China, U.S. imperialism gained leverage against
Russia; if the Russians became too stubborn in the
arms negotiations, trade discussions or anything
else, the U.S. could threaten to ally more tightly
with China. At the same time, the U.S. maintained

. leverage against China through its deals with the
"Russians. The Americans now had two avenues

open, while the Chinese and the Russians each had
only the U.S. to work with.
The second major benefit was the opening of

"“China to U.S. capitalism and a further opening of

the door to western imperialism as a whole.
Following Nixon's visit, trade and currency
relations between the U.S. and China were
expanded. The Chinese began purchasing heavily
from the U.S. and increased their trade with West
Germany, Britain, France and Japan. Untapped
Chinese oil has brought streams of American and
Japanese potential investors to China.

CHINA LOOKS FOR “AID”

The Chinese ruling class wanted the deal to break
out of the isolation China had been confined to
since its split with Russia in the early 1960s. A
decade of isolation taught the Chinese state-capital-
ists that they could not make major economic
advances on their own. Their first attempt, the
Great Leap Forward of the late 1950s, resulted in
total economic chaos—China was wracked by
severe famine and unemployment in the early
1960s. From then on, the Chinese economy went
into periodic disruption as the military sector
{consuming by far the greatest proportion of
national production of any major country), the
party ideologists and the technocrats fought each
other over China’s development strategy. This
struggle was one of the prime causes of the turmoil
of the Cultural Revolution.

The Chinese rulers needed machinery, techno-
logy and capital to modernize agriculture, develop
o0il and other resources and expand industry. This
expansion was necessary to consolidate their rule
and prevent mass explosions (for example, during
the Cultural Revolution, a mass movement in
Hunan province, Sh'en Wu-lien, demanded the
overthrow of Chinese capitalism and the establish-
ment of workers’ rule). The Chinese capitalists had
to get the needed capital from abroad, and there
were two options open.

The fir

st was to try to paich up relations with

Russia. But Mao had broken with Moscow over the
exploitative nature of Russian ‘‘aid” and the
Russians’ intentions of dominating the state-capi:
talist countries. The Chinese knew that Moscow
would demand stiff concessions as a penal ty for
Mao's years of splitting the “socialist”” camp.

MAQO TURNS TO NIXON

Instead, Mao and his lieutenants turned to
Nixon and western imperialism. This, of course,
had its price, since U.S. imperialism exploits every
less developed economy and subjugates them
politically no less vigorously than Russia domin-
ates its ‘‘allies.” Mao thought he could angle a
better deal with the U.S. than he could with the
Russians.

The Chinese have tried to get this better deal by
attempting to convince the U.S. (and the Western
European) bourgeoisie that China could be a better
prop of western imperialism than Russia. That's
the basis of their support for NATO and the
Common Market and their opposition to detente.
That’s also the major reason why they ally with the
most reactionary forces the world over.

At this point, however, because of trade
concessions they have wrested from Russia and
because the temporary alliance with Russian
imperialism allows the two dominant powers to
more effectively exploit their respective spheres,
the U.S. ruling class as a whole wants detente with
Russia.

The- detente is an imperialist ezlliance, and,
although it can only last temporarily before the
declining world economy brings inter-imperialist
rivalry out in the open, at this point it benefits U.S.
imperialis;. Therefore, nc amount of Warnings
from Teng and Chou about Russian belligerence
will convince Ford and Kissinger to break the
detente so long as it benefits them. (Meanwhile,
they prepare behind the scenes for direct
confrontation with Russian imperialism.)

That leaves the Chinese in a poor bargaining
position. Tk hough there are great opportunities for
U.S. investment in China, they are dwarfed by the
possibilities of trade with Russia. And alliance with
China cannot provide the U.S. with the short-term
stability that the imperialist concert against the
working masses with Russia does.

China must find a way to convince the U.S. to
break the detente with Russia in favor of a deal
with China. To do this, it must demonstrate to the
U.S. bourgeoisie that it has something to offer that
the Russians don’t. China is trying to do this by
showing its reliability in containing and suppres-
sing the revolutionary struggle around the world.

To try to break the detente and find immediate
allies, China unites with the overt reactionaries, the
ones who feel most threatened by the detente and
the ones most in need of economic and military
support and a political left cover for their bloody
campaigns against the masses.

Therefore, the Chinese support and even

- participate in the most ruthless massacres of

revolutionary fighters—trying to prove their
reliability to U.S. imperialism and cement their
alliance with the reactionaries.

NATO AND TE’E SHAH

They go to Franco and Pincc! het, to the Shah and
Ali Bhutto, to the NATO genésaxs They go to the
right-wing sectors who today want U.S: imperijal-
ism to take the offensive against Russia, and to
those who take the most repressive actions against
the Moscow-oriented Communist Partjes because
the worker base of the CPs threatens them. They go
to the fascists and the militarists.

Chinese support is on call for any regime faced
with an upsurge from the working masses. In
Portugal, the Mao-endorsed Communist Party
Marxist-Leni: )
reactionary mobilization against the prol
because the CP was one of the SP's targets. In
Angola, the Chinese arm and advise the FNLA,

whose goal is to crush the workers of Luanda. In
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M‘um Vocmw aver the
“aid” and the
damma g the state-capi-
hinese knew that Moscow
m as a penslw for

cluding Iran’s Maoists.
In the Sudan, the reacti
acfeasej a rebellion m w. ch

\ﬁh& W fkmg class and massacred leftist leaders.
i Hion in Ch.mese aid

Britaiz w**bmed)

MAOC MURDERS MAOISTS

in Sri Lanksa (formerly Ceylon) four vears ago,
-he Bandaranaike government unleashed & ruthless
zmpalgn to suppress a militant rising of the JVP

eopie 3 Liberation Front}. More than 10,000 were
arrJ and 8,000 were executed. Although the
JVP looked to Mao for leadership and inspiration,
China imrmediately lined up with Bandaranaike. A
$25-million interest-free loan accompanied a
personal message from Chou En-lai:

Following Chairman Mae Tse-tung's teaching, the
Cilnese people have =il along opposed uvltra “left” and
Tight epportunism in their protracted revolutionary
straggies. We are glad to see that thanks to the efforts
of Your Excellency and the Ceylon Gevermment, the
chaotic teation created by o bandful of persons whe
styled the ives Guevarists and inte whese ranks
foreign have sunesked has beem brought under
conirel.

We will not detail Chinese support for the murder
of thousands of Bengalis (including many Maoists}
v Yahya Khan and Ali Bhutto. Nor will we go into
ATO and th& procmmatian of a
European
uu!‘OpP will

ed

The' real question is how -Mao's followers
shout the world are able to justify these
The Revolutionary Union (now the

China hes come to certain agreements...with the Shah
of Iran, whose main characteristic is a tyrant brutally
oppressing the Iranian pecple and a puppet of U.S.
imperialism. China's policy toward Iran is entirely
correct and takes advantage of the Shah's contradiction
with social-imperizlism and even his contradiction with
U.S. imperialism (aithough the main aspect...is not one
of opposing U.S. imperialism). This correct policy of
Ching-in po-way- means. that the Iranian people should
not wage revolutionary struggle dimed at overthrow-
ing the reactionary regime of the Shah, or that
revolutionaries throughout the werld should net
support that just struggle.

Very well. We are supposed to believe that
China, shrewdly acting out of self-interest
(and, therefore, supposedly the interests of the

world proletariat) supports the Shah while giving

unswerving support to the revolutionary struggle
in Iran. Then why did Peking withdraw its support
to the Dhofar rebels? Why did it aid regimes in
Pakistan, Sri Lanka and Sudan that hcuxdabed
their revolutionary opponents? Why is there not
even a word of protest about the Shah’s vicious
repression against I[ranian revolutionaries? The
Revolutionary Union (RU) can make all the calls it
likes for the Iranian people (and the Sudanis, and
the people of Sri Lanka) to wage revolutionary
struggle, but Mao provides political and economic
support to their hangmen and even sends the guns
for the reactionaries’ armies. And while ''revolu-
ticnaries throughout the world “should support
ithese} just struggles,” the RU exempts China
it calls the ‘“leader of the world
ry movement”) m this elementary
fan duty

The real point is that Pm'mg supports the Shah
because he is an enemy of ‘‘social-imperialism”
{Russia} and can use Mao's support as a left cover

for his brutal tyranny. (As far as the Shah’s
“‘contradiction with U.S. imperialism,” even the
RU knows that’s nonsense—two lines earlier they
admitted that he’s 2 U.S. puppet.)

No matter how the RU squirms, their case
reduces itself to the following: China is surrounded
by enemies and must look for allies wherever it can
get them. China’s national interests. come before
the international revolutionary struggle. If Chinese
money and arms are used to butcher the masses in
Angola, the Sudan, Sri Lanka, Bangla Desh and
Chile, if China’s political support helps prop up
Franco and the Shah, that’s just too bad for the
masses. They must endure increased misery for the
narrow national interests of China’s rulirg class.

What will happen if Mao applies this line to the

" U.S., if he supports vicious repression against the -

American left, including the Maoists,. to try to
convince the U.S. bourgeoisie to ally with China
instead of Russia? What will the RU say then? Will
it take Chinese support for the massacre of
American workers to convince the RU to stop
supporting Mao’s crimes?

The RU clearly has a problem. But the problem is
not theirs alone. All of Mao’s supporters, in the
‘U.S. and elsewhere, are in the same bind. All of
their arguments finally come down to the same
thing: China’s national interests come before all
else, including the struggle of the masses—and
that has to mean it comes before the struggle of the
U.S. masses no less than the Iranians.

Not surprisingly, China’s ‘‘national interests”
is also the Chinese justification for their
reactionary policy.

It has nothing in common with Leninism. It is
completely reactionary. Five years ago, before their
right foreign policy veer, the Chinese used to attack
the Russians for basing their international line on
purely Russian interests: ‘““The theory that ‘our
interests are involved’ is a typical argument used
by the imperialists for their global policy of
aggression”’ (People’s Daily, April 22, 1970).

China’s 1970 attacks on Russia’s foreign policy
were possible because the Chinese did not then
have the opportunity to pursue the same kind of
line themselves. Now they do. Although that
means actively participating in the massacre of
revolutionaries and the crushing of the working
class in country after country, they leap at the
opportunity.

GUARDIAN CHOKES ON ANGOLA

Mao’s American supporters are having difficulty
swallowing his latest moves. For example, the
widely-read Maoist weekly, the Guardian, ran a
lead article and an editorial in its December 10 issue
denouncing South African intervention in Angola,
denouncing the FNLA and UNITA, and calling for
support for the MPLA. The Guardian even called
for a meeting to organize support for the MPLA.
But directly opposite the editorial its ‘“Voices of
Revolution” column ran Lai Ya-li's UN speech
attacking Russia for supporting the MPLA. ’

The Guardian has run head-long into the
contradictions of China's reactionary line. It is
hesitant to swallow more of this rubbish. But more
than empirical reactions over this or that particular
atrocity is required. U.S. Maoists must examine
China's foreign policy as a whole and understand
its anti-Leninist, state-capitalist roots. If this is not
done, they will either cynically follow Mao no
matter how he attacks the workers of the world, or
else veer back to support for state-capitalist Russia
{where the Guardian may be headed).

The capitalist foreign policies of both Russia
and China are the lines of capitalist states. They
both place ‘‘national interests’ before the world
revolution, basing themselves on Stalin’s theory of
“building socialism in one country,” a theory
completely at odds with Marx and Lenin. They
both try to excuse themselves by pointing to Len-
in’s international agreements. But Lenin always
placed the world revolution and the need for a world
revolutionary party, the Comintern, first and aimed
his foreign policy at buying precious months for the
Soviet state until the overthrow of capitalism
internationally. He never did carry out (nor could
he have) the reactionary line pursued by. Stalin
{who liquidated the Comintern, and smashed the
German, Chinese and Spanish revolutions) or Mao

(who never even attempted to build an interna- *

tional party and is smashing revolutions to this
day}.

The second part of this series, which will appear
in next month's Torch, willl show what real
proletarian internationalism is. It will demonstrate
the reactionary nature of the “'national interests,”’
socialism in one country line and show how it is
completely counterposed to Leninist international-
ism. Finally, it will put forward the international
perspective necessary to address the crucial task of
building the world revolutionary party.
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Technical Sergeant Leonard Matlo-
vich, discharged from the U.S. Air
Force for homosexuality, is fighting
for his reinstatement. The Torch

" supports Sgt. Matlovich in his
struggle, which can have a far-reach-
ing impact for the freedom of gay
people throughout society and the
struggle for democratic rights gener-
ally.

Leogard Matlovich challenged gay
oppression in the military last March,
When he handed his superior officer a

letter stating that he was a homosex-

ual. The Air Force quickly moved to

discharge him. The first step was a

hearing last September before a

three-man panel at Langley Air Force

Base in Virginia. The hearing was

based on a double standard. The
assumption was that homosexuals are

., immoral or undesirable— Matlo-

wch had to prove that he was different
from most homosexuals in the Armed.

Forces (the regulation reads that
homosexuals shall be discharged

unless ‘‘unusual circumstances

exist’'}. .

“UNUSUAL CIRCUMSTANCES”

The defense tried to prove “‘unusual
circumstances’” based on Matlovich’s
record: 12 years in the Air Force, a
Bronze Star and PurpIe Heart. But
Lhe heart of the case 15 not Matlo-
's record. or any ‘‘unusual cir-
nstances.”” Homosexuals in the
military must have the right to be
homosexuals. Period. No Bronze
Stars, no Purple Hearts, no 12 years
with an unblemished record must be
required. This is alsc Matlovich's
view. He intends to take his ‘case to
the courts in order to st.rike dow,h the

and Air Force men' a {
“ordinary” records from coming ©
Colonel James Applegate, the pr

ecutor-at . the  hea 180" vi

’\.'Iatlowch’

On November 29; NSy Lan y. was
sxpelled from the Revolutionary So-
alist League. Landy violently op-
posed the professionalization’of the
RSL and charged that this repre-
ted the League's bureaucratiza-
tion. He described the organization's
increased intervention in and leader-
ship of the struggles of the proletariat
as z drastic turn to the right. He made
these charges of bureaucratism and
opportunism because the cohering of
an orgszaL_on of professlonal revolu-
ries v no place for a hduse
tual congenitally afraid of
systematic thinking, systematic work
and incapable of performing the most
imal task. Landy wanted a talk
wop where he could freely spout any
xiea ul"a% Wa‘mdered Into his ﬂead

‘ang foritin a
. He wanted a dx%‘ass.un club
h the emphasis is not on
roletariat in  action,

i in actual -

constructs lnbo the
ﬁmmd Voet of all, he wanb&d

: ividuals —especially on
the }awers}upwm carry their load
& Lo o}

f&_;;(“,uslb}:a teshion,

‘sexuals—a right Applegate denies.

MATLOVICH APPEALS

The three-man panel went along
with Applegate’s prejudices and rec-
ommended that Matlovich be dis-
charged. The first round of court
battles will take place in U.S. District
Court, Washington, D.C., in early
January. Matl ovlch expects Judge
Gerhardt Gesell to rule in his favor. If
this happens the Air Force will almost
certainly appeal, and as a result the
case has a good chance of reaching the
Supreme Court.

Some may argue that Matlovich
should not be supported because he is
fighting to be reinstated in the armed
forces of the world’s leading imperial-
ist power. But Matlovich's possible
illusions in U.S. imperialism are not
the issue. The issue is the struggle for-
the democratic rights of the working
class and all oppressed people in
capitalist society, a system which the
U.S. armed forces are pledged to
maintain. A victory in any area of this
fight is a victory for all.

What is really obscene about this
whole affair is the claim by the Air
Force to stand for moral ‘“upright-
ness,” motherhood and apple pie; this
from an organization which along with
the other Armed ‘‘Services’ commits
the cruelest atrocities the world over
(such as the napalming of Vietnamese
babies}. The Air Force is fighting to
preserve its usefulness as an arm of
U.8. imperialism. Matlovich’s strug-
gle, whatever he may think of the Air
Force, is objectively a struggle for the
rights of the oppressed throughout
the world and a blow against U.S.
imperialism. .

‘RE NSTATE MATLOVICH!

SMASH ALL ANTI-GAY
EPRESSION!

When Landy saw the professional-
ization of the organization, he realized
that there would be no place in it for
him. But it was only after it was
proposed to remove him from the RSL
Political. Committee -(PC) this past
summer that he openly expressed his
fears to the organization. Landy’s
removal from the PC was proposed in
a resolution written in August. This
resolution proposed to further the
professionalization of the organization
and to correct past errors of a
sectarian and abstentionist character
in the League’s practice. Landy
charged the League with politically
degenerating yet, in three months of
discussion, he failed to put forward a
perspective counterposed to that put
forward by the PC majority. More-
over, while he charged the PC
majority with being a clique, he
Dropose\i that these same ‘‘utterly
corrupt’’ individuals plus himself

constitute the leadership of the

As a political cover for his fight*

against Bolshevism, Landy attacked
nization for maintaining the
st position on the labor
party and proposed changing the
poauon the RSL has maintained,
with minor v dons, since 5
*wnchmm Landy’s bankruptcy w

Above: Technical Sergeant
-~ Leonard Matlovich has been
discharged from the U.S. Air
Force for homosexuality. Mat-
levieh’s struggle for reinstate-
ment must be supported. Air
Force considers sexual prefer-
ence disqualifieation for “de-
fense of demscraey,” but Matlo-
vich is ebjectively fighting for
the democratic rights of the
working class and all oppressed
people. Right: struggle against
anti-homosenual regulations in
U.S. gevernment employment.

exposed in his charge that maintain-
ing the labor party slogan was
“proof”’ of the League’s political
degeneration. Meanwhile Landy, in
typically frivolous fashion, put for-
ward his new position in a few hastily
written and internally contradictory
paragraphs.

At root, Landy never really broke
from his 20 years of Shachtmanism.
In the Shachtmanite Independent
Socialist League and its successor, the
International Socialists (IS), Landy
stood in the right wing. He was a
thorough-going opportunist and a
leading proponent of such petty-bour-
geois projects as the Peace and
Freedom Party. When Landy claimed
to repudiate Shachtmanism and
joined with us in a fight against the IS
majority, we thought he might
overcome his past. As it turned out,
Landy sought to use our revulsion
with the IS’s abject tailism and
economist workerism to construct an
abstractionist . and abstentionist or-
ganization where he'could formally
stand on Trotskyism and atone for his
decades of Shachtmenism while still
not moving an inch closer to the
actual struggles of the working class.

incidents which led to
ion were just the

culmination of & history of undisd}

plined, unprincipled, careerist and
downright dishonest functioning,

functioning which led to his removal
from post after post— National Secre-
tary, National Chairman, Interna-

tional Secretary, liaison to the Detroit
branch, member of the Political
Committee—and finally from the
League itself.

It was a mistake to believe that
Landy could ever really change. His
pathologic fear of -the working class
and of serious Bolshevik politics was
too ingrained for us to alter.

While Landy undoubtedly made
theoretical and programmatic con-

7 tributions to the League, he has

proven incapable of becoming a
Bolshevik. Instead, he chose. tc
systematize the League’s past absten-
tionisterrors and to obstructsthrough
unprincipled functioning, the organiz-
ation’s efforts to increase its involve-
ment in the struggles of the working
class.
Although Landy managed to
rily impede the struggle to
L_Ald a disciplined Bolshevik organ-
ization, he could not stop it. With our
face turmed to our revolutionary
tasks, we return Sy Landy to his
natural habitat—the swamp,
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Cuts is

Gerald Ford's deczs on to grant a
$2.3 billion federal loan to New York
City has not ended the attacks on New
York’s working class. The loan was
extended in return for further severe
inroads on workers’ living standards.
Two weeks after the loan was granted,
New York State Governor Hugh
Carey was again warning of default
and implementing even more drastic
cutbacks.

Ford justified the reversal of his
previous opposition to aiding New
York by saying, “New York has bailed
itself out,” and, ‘“If we had shown any
give, I think they wouldn’t have made
the hard decisions they have made.”
Actually, Ford was knocked off his
anti-loan position by the opposition of
most of the ruling class. As we have
previously stated, the bourgeoisie as a
whole never intended to let New York
default. But Ford is right to boast
that New York (meaning New York
workers) have gotten it in the neck in
exchange for the loan. Here are the
main ‘“‘concessions”’ made to gef;

--federal aid: R ——

The mumcnpal union bureaucrats
who have capitulated down the line,
agreed to throw $2.5 billion from the
unions’ pension funds inte city “secu-
ies,” and another $1.15 billion into
city bonds and notes. This endangers
the pensions of hundreds of thousands
of kers.

8200 million—including a 25 percent
increase in“the city income tax.
Forty-six city construction pro;ects
were halted. This came on toj
previous freeze -on new construction
and means worge conditions
already overcrowded school
hous:g projects:
he ult}’ Uni ersrtj will
open admissions progra._ and
admissions.
It didn’t takelong. for *‘ae workers
to learn that these cuts, coming o;
of the sharp attacks of the past
were not the end. Carey st
ing the default scare shell gam
days later. On December 9 (
day Ford signed the bill to aid New
York). the governor declared, “We
are on the edge of the abyss,” and
demanded a $597 million cut in state
sm—ndi‘zg and tax increases of $555
m__uon

CAREY BRINGS BACK
“DEFAULT”

Carey, deciding that es scrap-
ing the bottom of the ba were too
well off, proposed cutting welfare by
$140 million. He called for chopping
$110 million from education and $92
state aid to New Yorkls
cities, 2 one-year.
all state employees
and the halting of all state construc-
tion v*o*ecta Gess than 20 percent
ted. Carey is asking for over
"om state workers’ pens

the end. While Carey
ering his soak-the-workers
to the state legislature, Felix
vn warned that New York

New York City taxes, already the .
highest in the nation, were increased

~Capitol plent.

government hit™ the workers hard
enough. -

Rohatyn is promising more for the
city’s workers and unemployed. More
cuts, more layoffs, worse.and worse.
living standards. Tens of thousands of
laid-off workers have to move out of
their homes and have no job pros-
pects. Welfare recipients cut off from
aid face starvation. City workers’
wages are frozen in the teeth of infla-
tion. Rotting garbage lines the city’s
streets and stands in huge mountains
in the sprawling ghettoes. Fires rage
out of control in the slums because of
the shutdown of fire stations.

“The pain is just beginning,” said
Rohatyn. Pain for whom? Not for fat
cats like Rohatyn and his cronies on

the Capitol
Melrose Park, I1-
is. The strikers have been out
ce early ~August. Despite the
court-imposed limit of four pickets per
‘gate there is still strong determination
to fight Alberto-Culver, owner of the

The strikers, members- of OCAW
Local 7-507, are demanding 25 cents
an hour and six months back pay for
time they worked without a contract.
They also want improved health
insurance and a one-year contract.

Alberto-Culver is a multimillion
dollar national company, a formidable
foe for 240 strikers. The strike is being
hurt by the farming out of production
to the Chase plant in Chicago, and the
rerouting of shipments from Alberto-
Culver’s big nen-union plant in
Atlanta, Ga.

The viciousness of Alberto-Culver
and the steps it is prepared to take to
defeat ‘M strike were revealed on
7 when a scab truck cross-
ket line killed Dave
_ocal vice president. The
police fgurj the truck driver guilty —
not of murder, but of failing to yze;d to
pedestrian . . . a 25-dollar f
“hese company-state crimes
w strigers have only increased Lhe
ind determination of the

strikers

Police harrassment and brutality

fﬁﬂﬁ.ﬁi Fi

Big MAC. Not for the capitalists, and
not for Ford or Carey.

The municipal union bureaucrats, in
forking over the pension money,
merely continued their policy of sacri-
ficing the working class in the name of
saving the city. They previously had
agreed to 40,000 layoffs, deterioration
of working conditions and a wage
freeze. They let the city repeatedly
break union contracts.

The ranks must not aliow the bu-
reaucrats to-continue these abject sell-
outs. A few more capitulations and
the unions will be hollow shells
stripped of the gains won by decades
of struggle. And while the sharpest
attacks are occurring in New York,
public employee unions and vital ser-
vices in cities throughout the country
are already being hit. If the attack is
not rolled back in New York, the en-
tire trade union movement will be
weakened and workers everywhere
will be hit just as hard as the New
York workers.

The task before the entire working
class is to stop the capitalist attacks.
The ranks of every local of every New
York union must demand: No Lay-

B

have not been limited to this incident.
Several Latin workers have been
threatened with deportation, and four
supporters of the strike were arrested
at a strike-support demonstration at
the Capitol plant. The bosses used the
support of other labor and left groups
as an excuse to get the injunction.

The president of the union,-Bill-

Tayldr, has fasiled to do anything
serious to help the strike. He rarely
comes to the picket line and never
stays long. Taylor is a coward who
sees winning the strike as merely
another feather in his hat—not as a
question of survival for the striking
workers. He won’t fight the injunction
or take steps to actively encourage
moader labor support.

The union’s stewards have been
running the strike and have asked for
support. On November 22, a dinner
with solidarity speeches from - sup-

porting groups was held. Speeches~.

were given by militant trade union
leaders, as well as by the Revolution-
ary Communist Party (RCP), the Oc-
tober League (OL), and the Revolu-
tionary Sociglist League (RSL).

The dinner had its drawbacks. To a
large extent, the real problems of the
strike were ignored. Only the RSL
addressed the 300-person audience on
the tactics needed for victory. Key to
the RSL’s presentation the pro-
posal that an ongoing united front in
support of the strike should be built to
win widespread laber support.

offs! Restore All Cut Services And
Jobs! Smash The Wage Freeze! Can-
cel The Debt And Make The Bosses
Pay!

_ FOR A CITY-WIDE
GENERAL STRIKE

The ranks must demand that the
unions call a city-wide conference of
workers and unemployed to plan for a
city-wide general strike against the
cuts and layoffs. By building for a
city-wide strike through mass rallies
organized by the unions, the trade
union movement could mobilize the
strength necessary to win.

Workers throughout the country
must support the New York workers’
struggle. The ranks must demand
that the national unions pledge their
full backing, including the willingness
to lead the workers out in a national
protest strike in the event of attempts
to break the New York strike.

At the same time, all workers must
demand an end to the cutbacks of jobs
and services through a massive na-
tional public works program, at union
pay and under union control, to pro-
vide fresh jobs for millions of workers.
Such a public works program, aimed
at rebuilding the blighted cities, could
also greatly expand essential public
services.

This program cannot and will not be
carried out by either the Democrats or
the Republicans. Mayor Abe Beame
and the New York Democrats have
time and again demonstrated that
they are nothing but cringing lackeys
of the banks and corporations, and the
same is true of the entire Democratic
Party. Defense of workers’ interests
requires that the working class
immediately establish its own political
party, a labor party based on the trade
unions, t¢ organize workers in defense
of the unions and against the attacks
on urban unions, workers and unem-

ployed.

FOR A CITY-WIDE GENEEAL
STRIKE!
NO CUTS! NQ LAYOFFS!
CANCEL THE DEBT!
FOR A LABOR PARTY!

Strikers!

On December 7, & meeting of over
60 strikers, trade union representa-
tives, and supporters of left owamza-
tions established this uni £
committee. The committee is sp
ing information about the strike
throughout the city in order to get
more labor support on the picket lines
as well as donations to the strike fund.
The committee is also discussing
tactics for spreading the strike, in-
cluding informational pickets at all
Alberto-Culver plants and subsxdmr»
ies.

The Maoist RCF and OL showed
their political stripes by booing the
RSL speaker when he attacked the
union president for being afraid to
hurt the profits of Alberto-Culver and
for refusing to take steps to spread the
strike. Apparently, the spokesmen for
these centrist organizations had no
criticisms of this cowardly bureaucrat.

The RSL urges the RCP and the OL
to contribute their resources to the
work of the Strike Support Commit-
tee. The strength that can be built *
through unity between the strikers
and the Strike Support Committee is
key to winning the Capitol Packaging
strike. Sectarianism will only hurt the
strike and give the advantage to the
capitalists. This would be a costly and
indefensible betrayal.” The capitalist
offensive must be beaten back. Even
small victories can show the way.

UNITE TO DEFEND THE
C TOL STRIKERS!
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In Chxcago a supporter of the RSL-
took the floor after the speeches to
object to’ the procedure and moved
that members of the audience be -
allowed to speak. He pointed out that
he had fought for the right to speak at
union meetings and that discussions
of strategy for the Portuguese revolu-

“tion should be held democratically.
Another RSL supporter charged that
the IS ran its" meetings, in this
bureaucratic fashion in order to hide

its counter-revolutaonary politics.

_ This was too much for Geier, who.
.seized the microphone and yelled,

“Get, out! We don’'t want you
dlsruptmg our meetings!”’ Geier then
called on his goons to eject the RSL
supporters from the hall. One of his
men jumped one of the League
supporters, provoking a fight in which
the goon got bloodied.

Subsequently, the IS decxded not to

14131 woodward
highiand park, michigan 48203
{313) 869-3137

International Socialists .

Disruption of Meetings
October 20, 1975

ibers of the RSL were mvolved in the
hxcugo of Auguﬂ 22, 1975, Events
idual RSL mmbcrs indi

I defente "of workers'

h whatever

e run

stat
L e

Central Committee, Revolutionary Socialist League
Execytive Committee, Intesnational Socialists

by_policies of the RSL,

o hold its,own meetings ‘using whatever format and rules
L IF the RSL disagrees with the way the IS runs its
e the {S meetings, write about it in your paper,

e of workers' democracy, we are unoble
IS ‘meetings or forums,

disruption of @ Workers' Power Forum

surrounding the incident and subsequent
cate thot the disruption was prepared

democracy. This includes the right

rules you like. But the RSL has no
as the RSL would like, or in any

e of conflict between the IS and the
odership ossures us thot their orgonizo-

Vo
K A,
;

n Joel Geier charging RSL with disruption of forum.

let RSL supporters into_ their forums
in Detroit and Toronto, on the
grounds, that the RSL was out to
deliberately provoke fights. This
claim is absurd. In the first place,
when two RSLers attend an IS
meeting with an audience of 100 or
more, it is not physical but political
confrontation that the IS fears. In the
second place,. the IS goons assaulted
League supporters for exposing the
politics behind the IS’s bureaucratic
tactics. In Toronto Geier went so far
as to claim that the RSL were “police
agents’’ because the "Chicago affair

had raised the danger of police coming

to a meeting where a foreign revolu-
tionary was speaking. But the only
ones who would have called the police
were the IS. It is clear that Geier
chose to escalate his cheap and
irresponsible charges out of political
cowardice, his inability to defend the

- traitorous politics of his group and the

PRP.

“This account of the Chicago affairis

based on reports not only from RSL
supporters but also from others who
were present. (Supporters of the
Spartacist League announcéd that
they would not remain while people
were denied the right to speak and
walked out of the meeting when the
RSL was attacked. In Toronto they
also left the hall when the RSL was
excluded. ) .

The IS claim that the RSL is
responsible for the physical~attacks
and its public charges of police
agentry are abominable lies. We
demand their immediate retraction.
The Revolutionary Socialist League
will _continue to attend. all public
meetings and forums which offer an
opportunity to bring revolutionary
ideas to the working class movement.
We will not permit the IS to
bureaucratically exclude these ideas
from the public meetings they soon-
sor.

Wi Lthodt
The ®

1 pension funds
llion. Based on
/ozof the.pension - |
t by 1977. The
een underfunded.
ased on actuarial
imates from 1908

of fh five U",y

m&nw are

L’}
tablés WhiEK use

—RSL Directory—
| NATIONAL QFFIC%

New York, N.Y. 10036

when life expeété;icsfwéswlrs fié:avljswl(;;s
than today.-It's clear that increased
pension fund payments will be
necessary to maintain the funds..The
city does not intend to pay for this. In

fact, the city has recently shifted 50
percent of the pension payments onte

0. Box 562
New York, N.Y. 10036

C HICAGQ
P.O. Box 8062
Ch_/icago,im. 60680 )
DETROIT

P.0. Box 639
Detroit, Michigan 48221 -

NEW YORK

P.O. Box 562

un

c1tv workers in preparat;on for the
increased demiand. This inc-ease along
with the wage freeze, the end of open
admissions and the sales tax hike that
goes directly to the banks are all part
of the bourgeoisie’s strategy to make
the workers pay for the capitalist
crisis.
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Send letters to: TORCH, PO Box 562, Times Sauare Station,

Prisoner Denounces

Syste

Dear Sir,

I am an inmate here on Death Row
with 16 other inmates that have been
sentenced to die in the Gas Chamber.
I just read the write up you had in
vour paper about the Atmore Holman
Brobhers and that penitentiary, and
tears come from my eyes. It hurts to
see anyone treated like that and have
them things did to them. That picture
you had in the paper about Brother
George Chagina Dobbins. It makes
vou think and ask yourself many
questions. And I can realize how his
family and friends must. feel. Why
must people be treated Ifke that after

's Brutality

they have been sent to a penitentiary?
But I know your answer is something
like ours. It's so many questions you
have to answer. And you still can’t
give a real answer. But if all the poor
people don’t get together and change
these mishaps many people will be
sent to these penitentiaries and never
return. One of the main reasons that
this will never stop is because when
the judge, D.A. and jury send you to
this place, they're doing their job. But

really it’s not. Because after they

sentence you they don’t care. But I
feel God will judge them for their
mistakes concerning these matters
also.

IS Opporfumsm

Exposed i

Dear Torch,
I'm writing to give an update on the
wretched opportunist functioning of
the International Socialists (IS) i
the Teamsters for a Decent Contract
{TDC). Last morth, you printe:
hnter de Lamnng S struggle agam

2 P
demianded that the floor be ope!
for d;scussmd so'that we could

‘be Ca&”’ﬁa.ﬂ»%

: Bdmunds

Bosfon

Detroit

TD¢

When members of the Revolution-
ary Socialist League spoke in support
of my motion, the IS sent a goon to
shut us up. He slugged a friend of
mine who was trying to pull him away
from us. Several more goons joined in,
but the - RSL and I successfully

Joel Geier's order
they couldn’t

rs  stopped
S apparent-
ing anyone
for a different

! n“g,:I was ﬁnally sent
_national planning meeting
nd on November 22.

ugh they only gave me three
"naged to-write-up a

brought two tank-and-file leaders of
UPSurge to the conference (UPSurge

Tanuary 9- Sunday, January 11
¢ the Covenznt Tri) fethodist St. Stephens
v Street 13104 Woodward Ave. 14th and Park
fat Buena Vista) 3:00 P.M.

ghland Park
7:00 P.M.

A man has a very hard job here.
And that is to keep from hating

Society. But most time you can’t help -

from hating Society. Because these
people in these penitentiaries won’t
give you a fairer chance. As you know
it’s worse enough just being in one of
these places. But when you have been
sentenced to ‘die it hurt more. The
treatment we are getting here while
we're here at the Mississippi State
Penitentiary—we don’t have shoes
and your tooth brush is cut to about
two and one-half inches. Our visitors
have to stand out in open weather all
year around. Or if we don’t have a
visitor it hurts like hell or to see your
family and children standing out there
in the hot sun or cold weather. We are
all doing all in our power to be treated
like humans. We have to show blood
before we can see a doctor.

The Mississippi Prisoners Defense
Committee is doihg all they know how

is an IS-supported group at United
Parcel). These two black workers are
leading the UPS work in Chicago, but
the IS never let them know about the

. conference even though the TDC had

a special UPSurge meeting at the
Cleveland eonference.

The whole TDC meeting was a pep
talk about “‘how much TV coverage
we've gotten,”’ ete. The IS wanted no
discussion of the program and strat-
egy needed for Teamsters to fight
back.

I couldn’t get recognized by the IS
chair until the third session. When 1
finally got the floor, I called for TDC
tobegin to form rank-and-file commit-
tees to prepare for a national
Teamsters strike. ! proposed the
following program:

*No layoffs! 32 for 40 to fight
unemployment!

* Parity wage increases with the
Master Freight Agreement as a
minimum standard for all IBT
contracts to build unity between the
truckers and the 2,000,000 other
worse off, IBT members.

* Working class solidarity. Suppert
for all strikes of our class brothers and
sisters. An immediate end to all union-
busting attacks on the United Farm
Workers—pay reparations to the
UFW.

* Demand that the IBT take the
lead in fighting for an independent
party of the working class, a labor
party;—to fight the government’s
union-busting attacks and to fight for
jobs for all through a massive public
works program and 32 for 40.

State Capitalism and the Fight for Socialism
SPEAKER: Ron Taber, RSL National Secretary "

St. Louis

Saturday, January 17

Chicago

Sunday, January 18
160 North Halsted
3:00 P.M.

TERS

New York, NY. 10036

to help, and I must say, they are some

beautiful people. We are askmg you

from our heart, will you get in touch
with them, and let them give you
copies of the things that we are going
through. I don’t know if you can give
us any help, but it would be a blessing
to know you do care. I hope to hear
from you myself, and I would like to
receive your paper. God be with you
all. Thank you.

A Prisoner
Parchman, Mississippi

Editor’s note: We urge our readers to

send of ipport  and

requests for fwrther information to:

Mississippi Prisoners Defense
Committee

2338 N. Farish St.

Jackson, Miss. 39201

[We offer a free subscription to the

Torc]h to any pnstmer who requests

one

My speech and program were well
received by the 65 rank-and-file
leaders present. A series of ISers
followed me, saying, “We agree! We
agree! But we can’t-put these things
in our program because the bureau-
crats would get mad at us and vamp
on us. We can’t call for a strike
because the ranks might not like the
idea. We have to wait until we’re sure
Fitz will sell us out.” Then they closed
the discussion to move on to
“important’’ things. They bureaucrat-
ically refused to take a vote on my
motions.

The 1S’s politics and their organiza-
tional methods are the same. Both are
downright dishonest. They're for a
national strike, but they won’t tell it
to the ranks. They urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on
the contract. But if the ranks listen to
them and vote the contract down,
there’s going to be a strike. And.if we
don’t start right now to build the
rank-and-file committees to prepare
for the strike, if we don’t call for wage
parity to break the power of the
bureaucracy that rests on the division
between the truckers and the rest of
the union, and if we don’t fight for
more jobs through 32 for 40, that
strike will be smashed.

The IS is terrified of the bureau-
crats and terrified of the ranks. Their
two-bit operation will fall apart at the
seams. I just hope they don’t manage
to mislead too many workers first.-

Jim B2
Chicago

New Yo,ri("

Saturday, January 31

Washington Sq. Methodist
135 West 4th St. .
7:30 P.M. E

) .

\;
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Continued from page 1
nctory with the largest demonstra-
tion since Caetano’s fall. This anti-go-
vernment demonstration dwarfed a
pro-Azevedo demonstration held a
week earlier by the Socialist and
Popuiar Democratic parties. T
Portuguesd workers appeared on'th
verge of smashing the entire austerity
program and toppling Azevedo—unti
the events of November 25. i

UPSURGE IN MILI‘TAR

side by s;de and
coordination with upheavz
ram{s of f.he a:med forces

in those prominent in suppor ting the
proletariat.
The regime’s first major confronta-
tion with the army ranks came on
October 3 when the Instruction Center
for Military Vehicle Drivers (CICAP)
was ordered dissolved. Although
~eonmmandos occupied the barracks; &
united struggle by CICAP and the
Artillery Regiment of Serra do Pilar
{RASP) forced army chief of staff
Fabiao to promise to reopen CICAP
and consider removing rightist Gener-
al Pires Veloso from command of the
nonhem military district.
tirne, army
o form a new
ary force, the Military Inter-
ntic 3 (AMI). When the
regiments originaelly proposed for
A refused to participate, volun-
were recruited at pay of over
2urdos 2 month—20 times the
soldier’'s pay! Itane-
reliable National Guard and
sice Police were strength-

imn

pay, the AMI
f Alter par:trw
YOS and AMI Qquaf‘

; rulifig class had turned the tables. "The

unit. Azevedo was forced to rely on
Carvalho's COPCON troops.

UPSURGE CRESTS

The discipline crisis became most
apparent during the construction
workers’ siege. Soldier support for the
workers was so overwhelming that
Carvalno refused to send troops to
disperse the demonstrators.

Durmg ‘this entire period, the
s’ movements

responsibility for this rests almost
entirely with the workers’ misleader-
ships—the ‘adventurist line of the
PRP and MES, the betrayal of the CP
and the out-and-out opposition of the

The PRP and the MES had
considerable influence in radicalized
sectors of the army and among
militant workers, especially in the
Setnave sh.lpyards Both groups,
working together in the Revolutionary
United Front (FUR), took the line
that the bourgeoisie was so weak that
it could only be saved by a fascist
coup. They argued that the same
weakness of the ruling class would
make a left-wing putsch relatively
easy.

PRP leader Isabel do Carmo
elaborated this line on November 10:
‘At this moment, there is no solution
except armed insurrection...The bour-
geoisie unleashes a civil war every
time it wants to defend its interests.
Fortunately, the forces of the right
possess no army in Portugal. To get
one, they must resort to mercenaries
based in Spain or to the armies of the
United States or NATO.”

PRP: PETTY-BOURGEOIS
POSTURERS

nothing but petty-bourgeois

rresponsibly urging the

take an irresponsible
P {and the MES)

a randfui of workers

> their own

»

behmd the

‘permanent

Carmo’s statement eggs on soldiers
and workers with ultra-left illusions to
take a suicidal course.

(The International Socialists, fra-
ternal group of the PRP in the U.S.,
tries to excuse the PRP in the
December 5 issue of their newspaper,
Workers Power. They claim the
November 25 rebellion was entirely a
“Communist Party adventure”’ and
that the PRP had no responsibility:
“The PRP is for armed workers’
insurrection—socialist revolution.
But it does not support trying to take
power with & military coup.” No
amount of IS subterfuge can cover
over do Carmo’s statement, which was
only typical of the adventurist line
pursued by the PRP for months.)

The bourgeoisie does not “‘unleash a
civil war every time it wants to defend
its interests’” —if it did, it would beina
state of civil war or
fascism, since it always defends its
interests. It will resort to civil war
only when it has no other solutions...
and as November 25-26 showed, other
solutions were at hand.

Do Carmo both overestimated the
preparedness of the left and under-
estimated the resources of the ruling
class. The ruling class did not have to
go to Spain or NATO for an army—it
still had several loyal divisions,
especially if the left misplayed its
hand. It also.- had support from
backward sectors of the working class
who followed the SP and found only
vacillating opposition from the CP—

which it could count on neutrahzmg at -

the proper moment.

Moreover, the workers were not yet
ready for armed insurrection. The
class-collaborationist CP and SP still
commanded the most support. Des-
pite the existence of hundreds of local
workers’, soldiers’ and tenants’ coun-
cils, sufficient centralization into
regional councils that could coordin-
ate struggle was lacking. Finally,
there was nc revolutionary party
commanding mass support and ca-
pable of drawing the masses behind it.

To make matters worse, the PRP
and the MES did not even attempt to
win over the mass of workers who
looked to the CP and the SP. The
MES declared that the CP “has been
dragged in the wake of the revolution-
ary left’” and that the CP would
continue to ‘align with the FUR
indefinitely. Therefore, the MES
counted on support from the CP in
their putsch and felt it unpecessary to
win  over the C(P’s ranks—grave
mistakes which rost them severely on

November 25.

The MES line on the SP was even
worse. They adopted Stalin’s position
that the reformist SP was identical to
fagcism (“Social-Fascism''). The MES
argued that ‘‘we cannot separate our
slogan ‘Death to the ELP (the fascist
Portuguese Liberation Army) and
those who support it’ from the slogan
‘Down with Social Democracy.””” This
promise of death to hundreds of thou-
sands of social-democratic workers
drew a line of blood between the MSES
and these workers, guaranteeing isol#:
ticn. It is the same third period line
which split the German working class
and paved the road for Hitler's rise to
power.

The Portuguese bourgeoisie saw a
golden opportunity to defend its
interests without resorting to civil
war. It took advantage of these
groups’ suicidal line to provoke the
November 25 uprising, which it easily
put down and used to strengthen its
position against the entire workers’
and soldiers’ movement.

BOURGEOISIE ACTS

Immediately following the Novem-
ber 16 mass anti-government demon-
stration, Vasco Lourenco was nomi-
nated to replace Carvalho as head of
the Lisbon Military Region to restore

_discipline. At the same time, Mario

Soares led the government ‘‘out om
strike,” refusing to cavry out any
tasks until order was restored. Soares
and the Popular Democrats (PPD)
warned of an imminent CP-led coup.

These acts were calculated to
provoke a military adventure by
soldiers misled by PRP and MES
agitation. Along these lines, Vasco
Lourenco warned that he would purge
military radicals when he took office.
Military officials warned of strict
media censorship.

On the night of November 24-25,
Carvalho was officially replaced by
Lourenco. That same night, farmers in
the North, led by reactionarigs; cut
the major roads to Lisbon. The
Tancos paratroops then led the
uprising. taking four airbases while
soldiers from the Practical School of

Military  Administration (EPAM}
took over the national television
station.

As it turned out, the ruling class did
have reliable troops after all. Right-
wing Colonel Jaime Neves moved in
with several hundred of his Amadora
commandos, supported by troops and
armor from the Practical Cavalry
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col (EPC). The paratroops were
hed out of the basses. The only
resemnbling a fight occurred
when Neves went aft,er the Military
Police (RPM)} and the Lisbon hghb
y regiment {(RALIS). both of
which were radical centers. RPM and
RALIS were disbanded following
November 28.

CP'S TRAJACHL RY

The treachery of Alvaro Cunhsl's
Communist Party Is somewhat subtle.
The CP, with a mass following in the
workers' commissions of the Lisbon
region. played an active role in
bu
workers' demonstration and organized
the November 16 mass rally. But the
CP used its leadership to limit the
upsurge and to try to gain more power
withiz the Azevedo government. For
example, on November 15, following
the construction workers humiliation
of Azevedo, the CP called for
“‘reinforcement of the left in the
political and military structure.” At
the November 18 rally, the CP led
chants of *Vasco! Vasco! Vasco!”
calling for return of ex-Premier
Vasco Gonecalves, who had worked
hand-in-hand with Cunhal’s party to
impose a harsh austerity program and
repression last spring.

The CP saved Azevedo’s neck. It
did not use the tremendous opportun-
ities following the construction vic-
tory to build a class-wide campaign to
break the austerity program. It failed
to demand across-the-board wage
increases matching the 40 percent
increase in comstruction. It did not
demand the ouster of the Azevedo
regime. It did not follow November 16
with & general strike against the
austerity program, the government

and the attempt to impose military
discipline. Finally, it did not unify the
workers’, soldiers’ and tenants’ com-
missions infz centralized  workers’
councils capable of-providing a basis
for coordinating the struggle -
simnitzneously beglnnmg to act
direct forms of workers’ ;

The workers’ councils uld
ﬂopeawd to the Somahst Party ra

@J:ied ztauona‘.lzgti
tors of in(;.xsbry and: app

ncils that counterposed their pro-
"gram to the regime’s would immedi-
_ziely have Drvvxdeo a strong nucleus

for workers' rule, and their strefigth
id have grown through the appeal
of a revolutionary program.

Further, the coordination that these
institutions would have provided
could have averted the November
25-28 defeat. Neves’ right-wing troops
no ster armed than the

parztroops and RALIS, but because
of lack of communication the left-wing
sroope were cul off from one another
and f—asily defeated.
E

ven 11'- the abse"xce of centralized
councils, the CP could have
pnaf ted the defeat. Instead sat
on its hands du uring the uprising. On
: d a coramunique

g: “The lez ‘orces committed &

arsd attempting this
.The attempt of the
ht to take sdvantage
i a favorable situation to impose such
b W
hegemony would be dzmgei%m:

es engaged
duws not

fence prior 0
encouraged advern urism

iding support for the construction .

and promised support instead of
arguing against the adventure. Once
the rebellion got started, it stabbed its
own supporters in the paratroops in
the back. The CP could have
organized its thousands of armed
supporters and called out tens of
thousands of workers in a general
strike to demand that the state of
emergency be lifted and that Neves’
troops be withdrawn. Its own appar-
atus could have been a nerve center to
communicate between the paratroops
and RALIS and to integrate these
with workers’ support. These acts
could have forced Azevedo to back off.
Because the CP did not do this,
momentum has swung in favor of the
right.

Contrass the CP's treachery with
the Bolsheviks’ role in July, 1917. At
that time, armed workers and soldiers
prematurely took to the streets in
Petrograd. The Bolsheviks tried to
convince the workers not to go out but
when they went out anyway Lenin’s
party took leadership to try to prevent
a complete rout.

Despite the rotten roles played by
the workers’ misleaderships, the deci-
sive battles have not yet been fought.
The bourgeoisie is still hiding behind
‘““socialist”” rhetoric and is only ready
to move extremely cautiously. The
bourgeoisie cannot wage a drastic
repression campaign because the
workers remain too strong. While the
National Guard * and the Public
Service Police have taken charge of

PURGER: Cel. Jaime Neves [top] led
suppressioa of Nevember 25 uprising.
PURGED: Adm. Rosa Coutinbo [center]
and Gen. Otele de Carvalbo [(bottem!.

dlsmplme there are still many left-
wing mil tary units that did not
participate in the uprising.

The ruling class still cannot dis-
pense with the support of the SP—it
still needs a “socialist” cover to take
on the workers. The SP is anxious to
retain its influence in government and
its hold on its Worker base, and
therefore is trying to prevent the shift
to the right from:going too far, .

Therefore, during the uprising, the
SP toned down its previous shrill calls
for discipline and austerity and
counseled moderation. On November
27, Ernesto Melo Antunes, a high-
ranking military officer close to the
SP, declared in a telévised speech that
“The participation of the CP in the
building of socialism is indispen-
sable.” :

Melo Antunes was the organizer of
the ‘‘group of nine” officers who
injtiated the vicious anti-CP campaign
last summer that led to Goncalves’
fall. Antunes’ new line reflects the SP
leadership’s fears that the right turn
may threaten them. They are keeping
their options with the CP open to
balance this threat.

In particular, the SP was upset by
the belligerence of Sa Carneiro, newly
appointed leader of the Popular
Democrats (party of the bourgeoisie).
For two weeks following November
25 Carneiro bragged that his party
would destroy the SP because of the
latter’'s failure to warn sufficiently
against a coup attempt.

So far, the SP has succeeded in
playing off the CP and the Popular
Democrats. On December 7, Cunhal
told a rally of 20,000 CP supporters
that his party would remain in the
government. On the same day, 400
delegates voted to reverse Carneiro’s
line and agree to serve in a
government with the CP.

The bourgeoisie cannot yet do
without the SP. The SP cannot do
without the CP. Rapid motion to the
right appears to be at least temporar-
ily checked.

This gives the workers and soldiers
some time to organize. But there is no
time to lose. Carneiro’s threats
against the SP are a break from nearly
a year of tight cooperation between
the SP and the PPD. It means that
the ruling class is preparing to step
out from behind the SP’s ‘‘democratic
socialist’’ rhetoric to reverse all gains

. made by the workers since April 25.

The present SP-CP-PPD regime will
also give the capitalists time to
prepare—the measures taken after
November 26 were the initial prepar-
ations.

LEARN FROM NOVEMBER 25

Portuguese revolutionaries must
learn from the recent defeat. More
than--ever;—with-—the—ruling— class
beginning to separate from the SP, it
is necessary to make a united front
with the social-democratic workers
against the austerity program and the
suspension of democratic rights. The
SP’s worker base is especially strong
in the North, where the left is weakest.
It is also crucial to appeal to the small
farmers in the North. The centralized
workers’ councils must be formed.

Most important of all, a revolution;
ary party must be constructed. There
are still great opportunities to do this.
The application of a revolutionary
strategy, the kind that should have
been applied in the upsurge prior to
November 25, can win over large
numbers in a short period of time. By

building an organization that can .

explain the responsibility borne by the
SP, CP and centrist misleaderships
for the November 25 defeat, show
the revolutionary strategy and tactics
that should have been applied during
the workers’ upsurge, and apply these
to the present situation, in this way
the revolutionary party can be built
and the revolutionary workers and
soldiers can regain the offensive.

L,—.m.mu_.m-m._.—

UFW...

Continued from page 3

Chavez tails after Meany, Wood-
cock and others of their ilk. In the face
of escalating grower violenhce, Chavez
responds by rededicating himself and
the union to pacifism. But farmwork-
ers are not dedicated to pacifism!
They are dedicated to building a
union.

Texas farmworkers have recently -
begun to fight back against scab-po-
lice attacks. They are defending their
picket lines. Chavez has disavowed
these actions, broken with the UFW
organizer in Texas and threatened to
cut back the entire organizing drive.

This kind of treason cannot be
tolerated. Farmworkers must defend
their picket lines—without that they
effectively have no union. This means
building armed workers defense
guards to defend the picket lines, the
organizers and every aspect of union
activity under attack. A revolutionary
leadership in the UFW would take
this fight to the entire trade union
movement, calling on a united work-
ing class to defend farmworkers and
smash the vigilante violence.

A victorious union drive among
farmworkers requires international
organization. Farmworkers in Mexico
and the U.S. must have a common
union with common strike dates. The
UFW must champion an open immi-
gration policy ‘with full union rights
on both sides of the border. Chavez,
Woodcock, Meany and the rest spread
the poison of national chauvinism and
protectionism, attempting to divide
the working class along national lines.
Revolutionary Marxists understand
the international character of the
capitalist assault and the absolute
necessity of uniting and organizing
the working class internationally to
beat back this assault.

The ruling class is currently step-
ping up its attacks on both organized
and unorganized workers. The bosses
are determined to divide our class
betweeen organized and unorganized,
employed and unemployed, black and
white, etc. The recent attacks on city
workers and their unions in New York
City are the clearest example of this
strategy.

The working class must counter
with its own strategy for uniting our
class and making the bosses pay for
their own crisis. This requires that our
class take up the political struggle
against the rulers through the fighit to
build a labor party. The construction
of an independent party of the
working class would mean a complete
break with the bosses’ parties: the
Republicans and Democrats. One of
the first items on the agenda of the
labor party would be the launching of
a massive campaign to organize the
unorganized. In this way the gains
made by the working class in the
1930s can be preserved and extended
and the UFW can play a key role in a
united, politically conscious workers’
movement.
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