Rockefeller squirms while Ford rambles on.
Bourgeoisie is tiring of Ford’s vacillations.

by Jack Gregory

Remember how only six
months ago the bourgeois
press was in ecstacy over the
new saviour, Good Gerald
Ford, who would bind all
wounds, give eyesight to the
blind and make us all forget
the evil, corrupt Richard Nix-
on? Remember the fervent
prayers of big-name journal-
ists that Ford's ‘religious
faith proclaimed openly to an
unbelieving generation” would
turn the tide —dissolve inter-
national crisis, right the econ-
omy and return the country to
Glory Road? h

All of this seems very
distant today. For weeks, the
self-same bourgeois press has
been warning of a coming
“‘showdown” between Presi-
dent Ford and Congress. Good
Gerald bas been no more
capable of dealing with the
economic crisis than Bad
Richard. If anything, Ford has
accelerated the downward
slide. And so today, the
capitalist journalist corps her-
alds a clash between the

Democratic-controlled Con-
gress and the Republican
administration over conflict-
ing strategies to deal with the
economic crisis.

.. The economic contraction is
indeed frightening. January’s
national unemployment rate
was 8.2 per cent, the highest
since 1941. In the major cities
the situation is even worse—
12 per cent jobless rate in New
York and a whopping 21 per
cent in Detroit. Unemploy-

~ment among black youth is a

staggering 41 per cent.
Worse is coming. With both
Gross National Product and
industrial production down,
government econcmists (who
have every reason to hide the
truth) are predicting the de-
cline to continue through 1875.
With the international capital-
ist economy in crisis, there is

no doubt that hard times lie.

ahead.
HOT AIR FROM FORD
But it doesn’t take statistics
to know this. Every worker

Cont'd. p. 2

by Cliff Gordon
and Chris Hudson

- Once again war clouds are
gathering over the Middle
East. War is highly likely
within the next period—per-

in the next year. Even if
diplomatic scrambling can
prevent the outbreak of hostil-
ities for a slightly longer
period, over time another
Middle East:rn war is inevit-
able.

More than 2,000 peeple mob federal offices-in Chicago
applying for fewer than 1,000 federally-funded jobs.
Ford’s economic program is worthless in fight against
unemployment.

haps in a few months, perhaps .

U.S. imperialism’s need to
break the attempts of the
Arab bourgeoisies to control
Arab oil makes war inevitable.
Parallel to this lies the long-
term battle between the Arab
peoples and Israel—a conflict
most sharply expressed in the
struggle over Palestine. Thus
the new war may break out
directly between the Western
imperialists, aided by Israel,
and the Arab states—or it
may take the form of another

_ localized war_ ‘be’\t\ween Israel
N

/
14

and the Arabs, with the U.S.
prompting in the wings.

The date and precise form of
the new war cannot be exactly
predicted. What can be pre-
dicted is the complete inabil-
ity of the Arab bourgeoisies to

“defend their own states and
peoples against imperialism.
Today, Israel is gearing for
war because the political
struggle is not developing to
its advantage. Israel wants to
reshuffle the diplomatic cards

Cont’d. p. 12
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- knows that unemployment is sky-high, that
“inflation continues to erode real wages, and that the
crisis is getting worse. And every worker knows
that Ford has done nothing to turn the situation
around save making a lot of noise.

What will be done? What plans are being
discussed by the ruling class? Are splits emerging
inside the bourgeoisie over how to deal with the
crisis? What impact will the bourgeois strategies
have on the proletariat?

The first place to turn for answers to these
questions is -the dispute between Ford and
Congress. There are more Democrats in Congress
than has been the case in over a decade. The ouster
of Wilbur Milis as chairman of the pivotal House
Ways and Means Committee and the establishment
of a new Senate Budget Committee has significant-
lv strengthened the hand of Democratic liberals.
Consequently, the Ford-Congress dispute is brew-
ing as a clash between the liberal and conservative
wings of the ruling class. - -

HONEYMOON

For months. a .de facto bi-partisan consensus
reigned in Congress on both-domestic and
international-questions. The much-ballyhooed **hon-
evmoon’ following Ford's inauguration was the
surface appearance of a tacit agreement between
Democrats and Republicans to carry out an orderly
transition from Ford to Nixon, to make sure that
the nation did not polarize still further in the wake
of the Watergate scandal.

At that time, despite underlying concern over the
economic crisis, the domestic scene maintained an
appearance of relative stability. While inflation was
a clear menace, auto had not yet collapsed.
Unemplovment was far lgfver than today. The
illusion of quick recovery was still maintained.

Beneath this was the fact that the misleaderships
of the working class were able to keep the
proletariat in check. The strangle-hold of the
bureaucracy, the absence of a class struggle
alternative and the generally low level of struggle
gave the breathing space necessary for a truce
between the ruling class factions.

Combined with this, the Democrats had not yet
formulated their economic program. They wisely sat
back and let Ford take the rap for the worsening
economy. Now, with Ford saddled with the blame
for mass unemployment, the Democrats are in
position to appear as knights astride white
chargers.

The situation has

el

changed dramatically since

————last-August’s surfacebliss. “The severity of the advocated strict-budget-batancing and belt-tighten=—

international and domestic crises is breaking into
the open. While no mass struggles have taken shape
in the U.S., the ruling class is well aware that
massive and angry working class action will be the
inevitable response if the economic situation

deficit. The Democrats argue that if unemployment
were at the 1973-74 level of about five per cent, the
govérnment would be earning about $40 billion in
additional revenue: Therefore, they argue, Ford’s
deficit is .a ‘‘recession deficit” and not an
“expenditure deficit.” That is, Ford's program is
not deficit spending at all, they say, continuing
their attack to state that he is not really for using
government spending to pull the economy out of the
morass. )

In response, Ford has: 1) attacked Congress for
obstructing his programs without coming up with a
clear alternative; and 2) proposed additional
measures, such as the release of $2 billion in
highway funds, to “prove” his seriousness about
fichting the recession.

e

TOP: Delegation from Wemen's Congressional Caucus, including Bella Abzug and Shirley Chisolm, joke

with Gerald Ford. Abzug, Ford agree on need to secure bourgeois interests, differ over methods.
BOTTOM:“Honeymooners” celebrate Ford’s inauguration last August. Depression slogan on banner

proved prophetic.

What forces are really at work? To get the true
picture, it is necessary to look beneath the charades
of hourgeois politics.

PUBLIC ENEMY NUMBER ONE

Let's return again to Ford's inauguration. At
that time, Ford declared his commitment to balance
the budget. Remember ‘‘Public Enemy Number
One" —inflation. Recession and unemployment
were considered secondary problems, and the
administration’s entire economic approach flowed
from this conception.

Well known advocates of conservative economics
were appointed to the key economic posts. Alan
Greenspan was made Chairman of the Council of
Economic Advisers, and William Simon was
installed as Secretary of the Treasury. Both

ing to combat inflation. Greenspan expressed
sympathy for the views of the ‘“Austrian School” of
bourgeois economists, who violently oppose state
economic intervention and believe that depression is
the necessary cure for the credit-bloated, inflated

deteriorates much further. ~And —so, previously — sconomy-Following—the lead of his advisers, Ford—

hidden differences within the bourgeoisie over how
to deal with the crisis are emerging.

BUDGET

The dispute is centering around Ford’s proposed
budget. The budget is the key indicator of the
administration’s economic intervention. The debate
around the budget is actually a fight over what
strategy the state will adopt to meet the economic
collapse.

Ford's proposed budget calls for a $52 billion
deficit for fiscal 1975-76, the largest peacetime
deficit in history. And he has managed to hold it
down to even this level
government expenditures on essential social
services. Meanwhile, the allocation for defense will
jump $9 billion to a total of $94 )
Simultaneously, Ford is proposing a tax cut of $16
billion and has indicated that he is prepared to
accept an even larger cut.

The Democrats are attacking Ford’s proposal
down the line. They object ‘to the social service
cutbacks, propose cutting the defense allocation,
and are proposing a considerably larger budget

only by- slashing .

billion.

proposed a return to the “Old Time Religion” of
cutting government spending to balance the
budget, tight inoney policies, and in general giving
as much leeway as possible to unregulated ‘“‘market
forces.”

Ford had barely had a chance to put these policies

into effect when the collapse of the auto industry
swept the rug from beneath his feet. Chrysler
Chairman Lynn Townsend pinned the blame for the
auto crash directly on Ford’s conservative economic
policies, especially upon the president’s discour-
agement of consumer spending. As the collapse
spread from sector to sector, it became clear even to
the thick-headed Ford that he must either change
his economic approach or commit political suicide.

Had Ford seriously continued with his conserva-
tive austerity program, had he actually tried to
balance the budget, he would have had to either
drastically cut federal spending or, sharply increase -
taxes. Either alternative would have sent the U.S.
economy over the brink, and with it would have
gone all hopes of international stability.

But the depression in auto brought Ford to his
senses (lacking though they may be). The big

bourgeoisie was in trouble. Ford’s anti-inflation
program had caused profits to tumble and, worse
still, the resultant unemployment created the
pre-conditions for a militant response from the
proletariat. It is the bourgeoisie, not Gerald Ford,
that runs this country, and the bourgeoisie
demanded a shift in policy.

The only thing unusual in all of this is that the
ruling class let the conservative “Old Time
Religion” go as far as it did. Inflation had proved a
valuable tool in cutting the real wages of American
workers. Overall, therefore, it was actually an aid to
the big bourgeoisie. It is true that certain sectors of
business were hurt by inflation, but on the whole
these were the smaller corporations. The monopolies
were able to pass rising production costs on through
their ability to set prices.

—_Allin all, the stimulus for Ford's-program came——

from the small bourgeoisie and the petty bourgeois
-sectors. The labor bureaucracy, under pressure from
the ranks, squawked against inflation but realized
that the mass unemployment that would necessar-
ily result from the budget-balancing method would

t them ina still more-compromised pesition—Big
business was at best lukewarm to Ford’s
strategy —somé feared the social consequences of
unchecked inflation and favored it, others were
more terrified of the deep recession they were sure
the program would bring on.”

e

FRENZY

But the petty-bourgeoisie went for the “Old Time
Religion” hook, line and sinker. In fact, they
demanded it. The petty bourgeoisie is almost
always the most disoriented, the most frenzied
group in times of crisis. Small businessmen, clerks, = -
low-level government employees, etc., comprise this
strata, and they find security in times of stability.
Lacking the power of the monopolies, and without
the organized and focused strength of the
proletariat, they view themselves as spectators to
history. .

In prosperity, the petty bourgeoisie believes that
good times will go on forever. But when the system
goes into crisis, they go into crisis as well. Their
world seems to crumble around them. Small
businesses go bankrupt, small shopkeepers are
forced heavily into debt and they lack the strength

- \‘—’\\;
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to act cohesively as a unit. They look for some force

to return stablhty, on any basis, and for somebody
on whom to-pin the; blame for their grief....
This - is’ " precisely - what'’ happened during the

L spiraling inflation of the past two years. Overhead

————Ford-was simply putting forward-what-had -been—

_ man.’

- controlling

“COrporateSetors;

‘the budget, loosen government regulations and let

~ State, and wrth the best of intentions, Ford wound

costs rose sharply for the small businessmen, and at
the sdme time they were hurt badly by the credit

crunch. As a result, bankruptcies increased and in .

general the petty bourgeoisie felt squeezed. They
ralhed around the traditional- cry ‘of the “little
* Blame Big Labor; the Big State, and Big
Business. Thus they simultaneously provided the
impetus to and the support for the conservative
approach of calling for a return to ‘laissez-faire”
market forces. . -

~FASCISM

The rhetoric against Big Labor, Big Business and
the Big State is the all-too-familiar refrain of fascist
movements; which-find their- base in the- agitated -
petty-bourgeois and lumpen strata. Mussolini,
Hitler and their disciples railed against all the
organized forces in society, pretending that they
would establish a state in which the “little man”
would ‘rule. But only two classes are capable of
society: the . proletariat and the
bourgeoisie. Under the guise of attacking labor, the
state "and the corporations equally, fascism
mev1tably becomes the instrument’ of the dominant

S )
N

When-fiscist movements come to power they
strengthen the state power tremendously and

ruthlessly .wield it to smash the mstrtutlons of the
- workifigxclass on the behalf of the large monopolies.

Fascism thus capitalizes on the agitation of the
petty-bourgeoisie, on their frenzied search for
stability, to provide a vicious anti-working class
solution for the crisis-wracked bourgeoisie.

But the U.S. is not yet ripe for fascism. Despite
the depth of the current crisis, bourgeois rule is not
in imminent danger. There is no mass revolutionary
party. The trade union bureaucracy still maintains
its grip on the working class. And the bourgeoisie is
not eager to resort to fascism, which puts severe
limits on the freedom of thé¢uling class itself at the
same time as it props up the bourgeoisie. Finally,
the bourgeoisie is not ready for a direct
confrontation against a highly-organized proletar-
iat. N

Nor was Ford advocating fascism by any stretch
of the imagination. He was simply appealing to the
virtues- of bygone days, yearning for the. less
complicated times when the ‘‘invisible hand of the
market”’ seemed to automatically regulate the
capitalist ' system. His laissez-faire’ program,
complete with religious overtones, appealed to
similar layers as did the fascists, but w1thout their
militancy and’ dvnamlsm

' MODEL T FORD

the traditional program of the bourgeoisie—balance

market forces take over. But simple-minded Ford
did not understand that this program can no longer
represent the real needs of the ruling.class, as it did
ig-Business today demands-theBig—

up advocating a strategy based on the illusions of
the petty bourgeoisie rather than on the mterests o
the dominant corporations. e
And so the big bourgeoisie quickly went into
hostile opposition to Ford's strategy. It served no
purpose -except to endanger their survival
Capitalism can no longer survive without massive

state intervention. The large monopolies :depend on. .

government contracts and subsidies, deficit spend-
ing, and a strong state to discipline the proletariat.
Cutting - back government spendmg necessarlly
means throwing the economy into crisis. Viewing
the situation realistically, the ruling class saw. that
their strongest move was to increase state spendmg
and attempt to pull themselves out of. the recession.

- Rather—than - appealing —to-the -~ petty- bourgeois | - ‘
“formed inside the Democratic Party. The relatively

elements, the big bourgeoisie charted a course to
bolster their own profits while at the same time
seeking to appeal to.and co-opt the working class.
The Ford-Congress “showdown” is hothing more
than a dispute over how to best carry out this tack. -
Ford together with many Repubhcans ‘and sectors

of the bourgeosle, is proposmg a comprormse
strotegy The reahty of the Zch Century has forced

decades. But Ford s proposed uthacks of ‘essential . '

public services and his half-hearted employment, !

program is a half-way house. While bolstering - the '
~corporations; it has antagomzed the.labor bureau--
" cracy, which needs more concessmns to ward off the: :.
_wrath of the ranks. !
The Democrats the trade unjon bureaucracy, and .

more far-sighted elements of the bourgeoisie differ

with Ford- on how to
best prop up capitalist
rule. They are for
making concessions to .
the working class, the
better to dampen

‘shattered, by:the *
Govern premdentla
campaign,. is crystal-
lizing again: The Con-
_gressional Democrats
are showmg _more sol-
1dar1ty than* they ‘have
in+years, pulling to-

Alan Greenspen ponders
collapsing econo

earcracy, needing a fig leaf to mask itself before
the ranks, is re-aligning with the Democrats. Both
the Democrats and the bureaucrats fill the air with
hosannahs to Franklin Delano Roosevelt and the
New Deal. George Meany spoke out for “socialism’
in a recent issue of New America (mouthpiece of the
Social-Democrats, U.S.A.), making it clear that he
identified socialism with the New Deal.

What we see before us is the embryonic

‘emergence of the Popular Front, American style.

The Democrats are posing concessions to the
working ‘class in order to pre-empt the militant
response the ruling class fears. The New Deal

" revival is part and parcel of this development, since
the New Deal was the vehicle of U.S. Popular
Frontlsm in the 1930’s. -

While eco‘ my slides Congress churns out. tons

Stalinist ;workers' parties, the Popular _Front has

60’s and " seemi glyy~

gether in opposition to -
Ford. 'The labor bur-~

e

t g

‘ reactionaries, and fighting for world peace agamst

" called for a more co-ordinated government economic

of useles:; Arhetorlc ‘Here bloated
Congressional staff, which has risen from 10,000 to 17,000 in the last five years,
overﬂows into the hallways - . ) ,

traditionally taken the form of an alliance between

' these organizations . and left-posing -bourgeois

parties. In the .1930’s, under- the banner of
democracy, peace and unity of all “progressive”

forces-against fascism, the Popular Front became

the main strategic device of Stalin’s Comintern,
In the U.S., the Popular Front has historically

small Communist rty and the trade union

bureaucracy lined up solidly with FDR and the New .
_ Deal, shackhng the proletariat to the bourgeoisie.

But both in Europe and America, the Popular
Front disarmed the workmg class. The proletanat'

.. monopolies, defending civil liberties against the

elements are looking for a way to overcome the

right, seekmg stability there. The disarmed w
class was crushed. Thls was the. hlstory of

"The " Popular Front crystalhzmé within
Democratxc Party -today is desxgned hke

formal program of expanded deficit fmancmg, mor
public service jobs, bigger tax cuts and the'like
dressed in gobs of rhetoric about championing | ‘the -
interests of the poor and oppressed-against the *

the war-mongers,

Elements are emerging with ‘a more advanced
program—among them, of all people, Henry Ford
~ I1. Shaken by the economic crisis, Henry Ford Hhas: -

planmng Commg from a dyed-in-the-wool conser-
vative, this is quite a jolt.

Henry Ford told - the Congressional
Economic Committee: “In my thirty years
businessman, I have never before felt so uncertain’
and so troubled about the future of both my count:
and my company.”’ He continued, “I'd hate to
government get into the financing of pn
enterprise . 1 would be very frightened. B
who knows what you have-to do to-get the econom
moving?”’ -

In order to bail out the bourgeoisie, Henry Ford is
willing to give far broader powers to the bourgeois
state He made it plam that he doesn’t like the idea,
but -that the--capitalist -

J omt

crisis has - forced = this
alternative upon him.
Henry’ Ford is not

alone in_wanting to in-

crease the role of the

state. His testimony was
followed by that of UAW
head Leonard Woodcock.

Woodcock is part of a

group calling ‘itself "the

Initiative Committee for

National Economic-Plan- .

ning, which also includes

John Kenneth Galbraith

and former Undersecre-

tary of ~the- Tréasury’

“Robert V. Roosa (a long-

‘ time conservative).

\ The labor bureaicracy
and university professors
like Galbraith (and other
Initiative Committee
members like Wassily
Leontief and Rob t

Lakachmani are, hke Henry Ford,

long-term solution to capitalism’s problems These

inherent contradictions of the capltahst system by

centralizing productlon more in the hands of the

state.
No matter where we turn, we find the ruling class

-‘and -its lieutenants seekmg to strengthen the

government s hand to cope with the crisis. The only
question is how this will'be done, At this pomt
although the liberal-labor bloc is emerging,” the
Democrats have not stepped out - sharply ' and
hostxlely against Ford. That is why Henry ‘Ford,

; , " Cont'd. p. 11
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March 8 marks the 65th anniversary of .
International Women'’s . Day. The tasks - facing .

revolutlonary ‘women’on this International ‘Wo-

-men'’s Day are enormous . The past year. has:seen the -
- gains wor 'by women through struggle slashed by

* the onslaught of the -crisis of world’ capitalism.
“Unemployment among women in the U.S., for
example,-has increased nearly 60 per cent in the last
year. The Bureau of Labor Statistics reports over
three and a. half million women officially
unemployed in January, 1975. These statistics, of
course, don’t take into account the millions of

“womén who have riever been abletogetjobs; orwho—

have given up trying altogether.. In many basic
industries,-such as auto, women have been laid off
virtually in toto. -

Women are thus being bludgeoned back to the
status -of housewives and welfare recipients. The

“lucky” few who have jobs are relegated to the most -

menial, low-paying, degrading kinds of work. The
crime rate among women, part)cularﬁly/ violerit
crimes, has -soared -as. women’s anger and
"frustration is manifested irrindividuat-and-apolitical
forms. Black afid Latino women, as.always, have
been hit hardest- by the current crisis. Women
workers,.along with their brothezs,ar,e strugglmg
for their very survival!

International Women’s Day Lommemora_tes the
struggle of women against capitalist exploitation
and oppression. Established by the world socialist
movement'in 1910, the first International Women's
Day was marked in the U.S. by a series of highly
militant’  textile, strikes -in New York. The
then-revolutionary Second (Socialist} International
stressed that the struggle of women for liberation
was part’ of the international proletarian fight
against the system of capltahs wage slavery itself,
Intérnational Women's ay s founded as an

. explicitly proletarian holiday. )

Not so today! The ruling ss, which under-
stands that.a class conscious proletariat poses its
extermination, is working overtimé to coopt

women's aspirations for liberation into channels

acceptable to capitalism. The United Nations, still a
-tool -for - imperialism—has— proclaimed 1975 as
“Tnternational - Women's Year.”" This bourgeois
sham, replete with official jewelry and -endless

conferences, is designed to convince vvomen that the

answer to .their oppressmn lies m perfecting”

capitalism.

The rulmg class is abetted in this task of
undermining . the revolutlonary potential of the
proletarian. women's struggle by the existing:
“‘leadership’’ of the women’s movement. The radical

‘here exposed. “Jobs for all” ..

“there is nothmg -major’’
alf >

the flght agamst layo s 1

accepted capitalism’s

‘social pie” is limited sand its

crumbs must be fought over by the various sectxoﬁs .

bourgéors courts fxghtmg to overturn one of the f
measures of job security the working class has. This

_ class:dividing.strategy is out and out reactlonary
-¢lass treason! The bourgemsre rubs its hands in glee

over the prospect of internecine warfare within the
working class; men against women, worker agaui’st
worker. They hope to direct the anger of minority
and women workers away from ‘the capitalists
toward the older white workers. Smashing the
seniority system would be a tremendous apon in

grant .minimal ‘concessiong i
social 1 peace. The Civil Rights mévement
“and 60’s gamed partial victories t
- and prolonged: class . struggle.
middle-class dominated " leadershlp ’
movement used these concessions to try to kee the
bla(,k proletanan masses in, hne

CLUW a-trade union ‘organizai : t) ymg
1tself as “left” of the “classless’ N()WW ha\ carrled

‘women—as CLUW itself is open orﬂy to organ ed
women. There will certainly be speakers from the

 Democratic Party and the AFL-CIO. bureaucracy at

these demonstrations, but no representatlves from
the unorganized and unemployed, the majority and

- potentially .most militant’ strata of women. The

underlying’ ent of the CLUW demonstratlons is

few unionized women Wllhng to follow the
reformists.

CLUW'’s real goal is to elect more women

bureaucrats and increasé their influence within the
existing_trade union hierarchy and ruling class
circles. To do this, the CLUW bureaucrats must
prove they are loyal lieutenents worthy of “‘equal
opportunity’’
deliveririg- votes to Democratic Party hacks, for
rotten contract ratifications, against any perspec-
tive which threatens to break the proletariat from
the death-trap of reformism.

International Women’s Day must signal ‘the
struggle against this death-trap. Class conscious
women have no interest in the bourgeoisie’s slick
phrases—in" its agents’ «cynical maneuvers to'
trivialize and undermine- the fight for: womed’s
equality. International -Women’s Day and the
struggle it ‘répresents must. be wrested -from
bourgeois .forces and 1ts revolutlonary content

" restored.

The exploxtatlon ‘and oppression of women is
rooted "in - class society itself. The bourgeois
democratic program which the left wing of the petty
bourgeoisie put forward in. the Great French

Revolution prormsed “hberty*eq'uahty and fratern=
ity”

quah.ty_before the

~ vote against raising the price of food stamps Thes
. “all” meaning a ® ]

to sell out the working class, by

performmg a legal abortion. C
maternity leaves—even the most mi
1sltes for womens equality —remai

masses by putting themselves forward ‘a
“champions of the oppressed ? In the face of . =
~full-scale capitalist crises, even this facade fades:
the best thése enemies of the working class can do is

kind champions will let the working class star
more slowly than Gerald Ford.

As capitalism’s crisis continues to unfold
more horrifying form, as the spectres of fascism any
world war-draw ‘closer, women workers along wit|
the rest of the proletarlat must- choose. Social”
reformism and its agents in the women'’s movement
offers no way out. Indeed, it cannot even o
status quo. Either the proletariat takes sta
in its own name, or humanity will be, hurl
centuries. The reformist misleaders of NO,
CLUW will hand the proletariat. over
exploiters, sapping the potential strengtl
socialist women’s movement dlvertmg WO
workers from their real tasks.

On International Women's Day, revolutlonanes
must raise the banner of-social revolution; must call
for women workers to take their place in the
forefront of the struggle for socialism. Proletarian
women have a strong revolutionary tradition. They
have been in the front ranks of every revolutionary
party and struggle, have shown their courage and

' determination countless times. In ‘this epoch, of

imperialist decay, the . struggle “for - women’s
liberation, for the fulfillment of the bourgeois
democratic promises of .equality, can. only be

victorious as part of the 1nternat10nal proletariat’ s
i ei‘rno-g]o for sociglist-revelution

% oﬁga&&t_s_ Others . abandon

petty-bourgeois. women’s movement of the la‘
1960’s’ has dissipated. In  the —-absence -o
revolutionary leadership, its left wing, never fully
cohered nor committed to the proletariat, ‘was
dispersed. Some of the radical women entered,leﬁfMt
litie l'

gether. Some, in despalr and frustratlon capituls Gt

7 ed to the right wing,“openly reformist forces in the'

‘women's movement. Thus, these pro-reformist
forces gained -hégemony. Led by - the National
Wamen's Political Caucus, the National Organi

" tion of Women (NOWY and the Coahtlon of Labor-

Union ;Women (CLUW) these currents ‘worl
ehannel ‘the women’s movement into.an alliance
with the liberal wing of the rulmg class.

The current economic crisis. clearly reveals ‘the
loyalties of these misleaders. Instead of mobilizing
‘women :to “be ‘a leading force in . building: ‘a

countef-attack to' the- capltahst onslaught NOW, -
CLUW and others act as the bourgeoisie’s advance

" contingent, smoothing out the road to reaction. By
focusing only on the layoffs of women workers,
these betrayers work .to keep the struggle for jobs

from being generahzed and directed- against the " .
capltahst system as-a whole. In New York;" for

“example, NOW is- fighting only - dlscnmmatory
layoffs. A NOW. representative quoted in‘the New
“York Times whiningly defends NOW's inaction:

far we haven’t heard of anything major.” NOW.i

law and equahty in the market place—these were

progressive features of the riew social system. To a
considerable extent, the development of capitalism
did break down hierarchical, feuda! bonds. These

. bonds tied. the feudal producer to ,the land, the -

relat]onshlps Undericapitalism, ‘the- proletanan was:
to be “free”’ —“‘free” of property and “free” to sell
his labor power to any capitalist who would hire
him. In fact, even in capitalism’s heyday remnants
of the feudal order remained. Women, for example,"
never ‘equally shared the fruits of bourgeols

“democracy.

Capitalism" has long since quxt: its progressrve
epoch. Since approximately the turn of the century,
(,apltahsm has had to.turn agalnst its own program
to prop up a rottmg imperialist system. In:

“underdeveloped countries the landlords, the church;{ .
hereditary,racial and sexual privilege, and otherf :

feudal  remnants are bulwarks for the maintenance
of capitalism. These are essential tools-to keep -the
underdeveloped nations safe plundering grounds for
a handful of imperialist giants.

in the “advanced’’ nations racked by economic
¢risis, it is-impossible to bring the most oppressed .

strata into the productive process—there are no
jobs-to be had. Pre-capitalist caste relationships are
majhtained -and strengthened to keep down the

most oppressed workers In times of acute crisis aﬁd -

As they fight in-the day to day struggle of
proletarian women for jobs, rights. and dignity,
revolutionary women must fight for this perspec-
tive. On this International Women’s Day,~the
Revolutlonary Soc1ahst League, the nucleus of the

tmnal reafflrrns its dedi¢ation to - flght for thi
perspective, the perspective of the Permanent :
Revolution.
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UNEMPLOYMENT

- 'The. struggle for. unemployment -
committees to unite ‘working:' and’
laid-off’ -auto wquers at  Detroit

~ Chrysler UAW Local 51 can be an

important step in building a proletar-
ianresponse to the capitalist offensive
against the working class. This
struggle is being systematically de-
railed by the local bureaucrats and
" their allies. .
The depth of the crisis in Detroit

at depression levels—rising to 50 per

- ¢ centin some sections of the inner city,

the heart of Detroit’s black proletar-
- iat. The impending collapse of the
SUB  fund, continual rumors of

-7 Chrysler’s bankruptcy, and no upturn

in sight threaten disaster for the auto
workers unless they join the fight to__
overturn the whole rottmg capxtalmt
“TEystem.” S —

Unemﬁloyment Lommlttees repre-
sent an embryonic focal point for a
proletarxan _counter-attack "to_ the
crisis.

e

militant - sections . of _the .working -

class—blacks, women, young workers
who ate being thrown out of work by
the millions and who have no stake in
“‘saving” capitalism, could be brought
together with those still working to
map out a strategy to defend jobs and
living standards. One of the greatest
dangers facing the proletariat is the
. attempt by the ruling class to pit the
emiployed and unemployéd sectors of
the workers against eacH other as the
crisis deepens. This ‘‘divide and
‘conquer’”’ strategy must be actively
_ combatted by the organized proletar-
iat, whose strength lies precisely in its
unity and determination. Instead of

: dropping - unemployed workers from

the union roles, as the UAW is doing
in Linden; New Jersey, it is necessary
- to draw these workers into the very
heart of the struggle.

There will be nio help from the union
tops and their cronies in this pressing
task."UAW President Leonard Wood-
cock, for example, -is ‘‘keeping -his
fmgers crossed” that the capitalists

[ES A ¢

‘Here the _ potentially most —teprinted in Torch No. 1

Over -1 000 workers sngned thls
petltlon o
_Unlike other groups mvolved how-

ever, we stressed  that, such_commit- -

tees must fight to unite the unem-

ployed and-employed auto workers.
This unity can only be based on the
common interests of both sectors. The
unemployed committees cannot, there-
fore, be merely service organizations
which really serve to make the

“——auto-is-horrifying:-Unemployment is _.unemployed resigned to_their fate.

They must be based on the only
perspective that can defend the
interests of the entire working class.
That is, upon a revolutionary program
including demands for a sliding scale
of wages--and hours .(30 for 40),
nationalization of the auto industry -
under workers’ control, a Congress of
Labor ‘and the Oppressed—a national
niass, meeting of democratically el-
ected representatives of the proletariat
to fight for a revolutionary workers’
government (See .the Au ulletin

How did the local bureaucracy
respond to this United Front effort to
establish an unemployment commit-
tee? Feeling the threat that such a
committee might break out of the
bounds of narrow reformism, Local 51
president Tony Janette refused to
even allow the issue to come up at the
November union meeting. But such a
maneuver was too blatant, too expos-

ing of the bureaucrats’ role to suit the .

tastes of the UAW tops at Solidarity
House. These hacks had a better plan:
“support” establishing an unemploy-
ment committee . . . and then gut it of
all content by limiting its functions to
purely welfare . and
services. Moreover, Woodcock and
‘cohorts warned, insist on bureaucratic
appointment to the committee; so that
it absolutely cannot reflect the devel-
oping consciousness of the ranks. The

UAW bureaucracy fears. a militant

rank and file which would threaten its

position .far more than it fears the .

onslaught of the auto magnates.
The Communist Party supported

‘the CP,

informational ~

Workers 1199,

etc‘
- Woodcock, - UMW: *Premdent Amold
" Miller and their ilk. Hence the'softness. ' n
" of the CP ‘to'the UAW bureaucracy -

generally, and to its anti-AFL-CIO -
wing led by Secretary-Treasurer Emil
Mazey in partlcular To build, and

build its influence in, this wing of the -

bureaucracy, the CP picks and chooses
the more left-s ng elements to
sidle up to around the most rotten
reformist program §~

While the C

v directly attacks -
the UAW leader the main: brunt
of its attack ~reserved for. its
left-wing opponents, the Maoists and
other centrists and the Revolutionary

Socialist League. The% latter - are
branded as “anti-union,” “disrup-
ters,”” and other labels from the

arsenal of red-baiters.

The CP’s Auto Workers Action
Caucus (AWAC), built around vague
union democracy and anti-racist slo-.
gans with 30 . for 40 thrown in for
“will try to wm the support of local
bureaucrats. The October issue of
Political Affairs, theoretical organ -of
attacks the mnotoriously
passive United National Caucus
(UNC) for not being
tion,” for being “anti-leadership”
regarding the UAW tops. To the CP,
the threat of any opposition must be
nipped in - the ‘bud, before it can
challenge to the CP’s cozy relationship
with “its bureaucrats.”

Thus, the CP’s support to the
bureaucrats’ unemployment commit-

“tees. A letter printed in the CP’s Daily"

World, and later circulated at the
February Local 51 meeting, gives the

‘following account of the struggle for

unemployment committees:

At the December membership meeting
for our local, UAW Plymouth Ne. 51, a
committee on uremployment was set up
by reactivating the Community Services
Committee of the local.

.. There was hesitation in the union
leadership for a committee because of a '
" group of phony leftists [mary of them

“loyal opposi--

<“Detroit Auto Worl
_often use thls devic

are w11hng to lie in re-wntmg hlstory

to their own ends: presérving. their.
relatlonshlp ‘with Janette and suppres- -
sing the mlhtancy of the ranks. The-
CP will remain a-major obstacle in the
path of social revolution ‘until it is
swept aside by the class-conscious -
proletariat.

The remammg opposition forces
within Local 51 played the same game -
‘as Janette and his allies in the CP.
'LYNRUM fought - to restrict - the
unemployment committees to-welfare
and information services. Despite :its
revolutionary rhetoric, LYNRUM Pt -
forward the same reformist program
as that supported by the CP! It is thus
no - surprise that after weeks"
trumpeting its opposition to a bu
-cratically-appointed commi
LYNRUM has meekly joined:
bureaucrats’ committee without
perspectlve to challenge the bure

- crats’ control.

Concerned Rank and File, support-
ed by the' International Socmhsts, )
joinéd in this betrayal. While capitula--
ting to our demand for programmatic
and strategic’ clarification among the "
opposition forces, < the IS’s own
propaganda continues to—be con-
stricted - by its Economist-reformist.
approach. At this point when the
economic crisis must be’ used to

explain graphically-to-the-most class .- -

conscious elements “the necessity of
social “revolution, when the world
movement cries-out for the construc-

~..tion of.a vanguard .party of revolu-

Ip)-will-be-able Jﬁﬁ—;m}]reﬁt——thiss—sha‘rﬂeless bebmyal—’l‘—he—C-Péh_ not_so long in our plans] WMW leadership, the IS remains
are Maoists, Trotskyltes, and numerous

of the crisis while keeping the ranks
safely in line. Instead of mobilizing
angry auto workers in a real fight for
jobs, he arranges token gestures like
“the Washington march to place a little

pressureon President Ford amnd to et—
the workers blow off steam. . Wood--

" cock’s commitment to the Democratic
Party is a commitment to capitalism.
to screwing the working. class- only
somewhat less blatantly than the

- Republicans. A working class divided
between employed and unemployed is

u:uual to his plans:’

* Last fall, the Revolutionary Social-
ist League joined with other militants
 to fight for unemployment committees
¢ in Detroit UAW locals. Along with the

“Lynch Road Revolutionary Union

Movement (LYNRUM), which gener-

- ally supports;the line-of the Commun-

“ ist Labor Party and Concerned- Rank
“and File (which later affiliated with

the United National Caucus), support-

érs -of . the Revolutionary ~ Socialist .
League helped circulate a ‘petition

calling for the formation of unemploy-
_ment commlttees w1thm the UAW

. prolétariat,

major perspéctive in the. U.S. is to
build an -‘anti-monopoly coalition.”

Such. a’ coalition, ‘ostensibly “led by -

working class orgamzatlons is to
include all ‘“‘progressive” forces. To
the €1 lis—means ~not—only— thi

but middle class Iﬂ)erals
small busmessmen and progressxve

capitalists, i.¢., the liberal wing of the
ruling class. Thls anti- monopoly coal-
ition, the CP argues, will win state
power peacefully, and through a
number of intermediate stages begin

to construct socialism. This perﬁ‘bec-‘»
tive is a piece of ‘vile class collabora-
tionism. The coalition is a popular

front, a cross-class alliance designed to
subordinate the workers to ‘the
capltahsts to blunt -the  workers’

consciousness, derail thé class strug--

gle and block the socialist revolution.

. It means the betrayal and defeat of the

working class, as in Chile and Spain.

As part. of this. strategy the CP
orients’ to the ‘left wing”
current, labor bureaucracy —not. simp-
ly to the old entrenched Stalinist

leaderships® in the United Electrical _

. any

. of the

other labels. :
. the phony leit cried they didn’t want
Jess it
was a “rank a.nd file” committee, to be
disrupted-our meeting;
'for months kept "us from . getting a

 committee. The officers of:our local

inted

some bers of the com-
then - announced volunteers
could also ‘be members, but - the
disrupters djdnt want that. a.nd never
)omed .
. Now the Mamsts have been joined
by other political slickers who continue
to hold us in endless debate and turn us
against each cher and the local officers
.who are willifig to work with us. The
new. “Saviurs” call themselves the -
_“Revolutionary Socialists”; the “Com-
munist = Labor Party.” Because our
" International Union is not organizing
our members to fight the depression,
but continues to collaborate with the
employers: and Washington, these

- ‘phonies are able to take advantage and

throw all kinds of confusing garbage at

”

ed to™ its Tnext. stepy Tailist
‘method. This method means capltula-

- tion to the consciousness-of the more -

backward workers, to the parochial
and reformist illusions imposed by the
labor bureaucracy. The IS's. blatant

adaptation to the UNC, which funcs
tions as a pressure group on the
‘bureaucracy hecessarily follows. The
IS sharés the
refusal ‘to fight for a revolutionary
perspective within every partial strug- -
gle of the working class—to function- .
‘as a revolutionary vanguard.

The Revolutionary Socialist- League

will continue to expose the official

unemployment. committee as nothing
but a face-saving. gesture by fighting
- within .the ranks for the implementa-
tion of our program and strategy by
~.the unemployment committee. In this
we will be joined, toinorrow if not
today, by the best elements in the
UAW who we will win to our
perspectives,

rty, to the banner of the recon- -
sty :Fourth International, Paxty~
f Worl Revolutlon

..YF

NC’s fundamental --"-

to the  revolutionary -
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Reprinted below.is aTorch Postal
«_Bulletin issued by the Revolutionary
B‘Zimhst League in New York.

The ‘Kokomo ;Plan
systematic attempt yet to transform
letter carriers into speeded-up indus-
‘trial robots. In the name of computer-
ized “scientific objectivity,” the postal
bosses plan to eliminate thousands of
routes and jobs. Presently routes are

,,,,,, supposed to be adjusted according to a

carrier’s general ability, age and
physical stamma Under the Kokomo
to keep up with the breakneck speed of
Kokomo standards or face discipline
and suspension. If the Kokomo Plan
succeeds in harnessing letter carriers,
it will only be a short while before all
postal worker¢ find snmlar productl ;
ity schemes...shoved -
_throats.s -
Already in Kokomo, Indiana, the
" results ‘are clear. Two Branch 36
members visited Kokomo and found

~that - letter—carriers were forced to

spend up to twelve hours completing a
route which the bosses’ computer says
can be done in eight! In working a

route like this, a Kokomo carrier must -

box mail and deliver it to as many as
700 stops (400-500 stops is the norm in
New York). In addition, a carrier in
Kokomo must deliver all parcel post
and make all collections on his route.
The horrors of the Kokgmo Plan are
nothing less than a caig;lly planned
nationwide attack on all letter carriers.
To pull themselves 'through  the
economic crisis, the capitalists have no
choice but to drive workers’' living
standards back to the levels- of the
1930’s through inflation, unemploy-
-ment and cutbacks in social services.
The bosses must try to wring more.
profits out of those still employed by
speeding -up - the- ‘pace of work to
unheard - of levels. Massive - layoffs,
sky-rocketing inflation and productiv-
ity schemes like Kokomo are part of
the vicious attacks that capitalism has
in store for workers arourd the world.
The postal bosses. are afraid of the

is the most -

must spearhead the struggles of all
postal workers:

clear that he will not fight. He -has
refused to conduct’ union-sponsored
studies of the delivery standards in
Kokomo—studies authorized by the
contract. - Instead, Rademacher ac-

~cepts whatever standards-the-postal-

bosses have programmed their com-
puter to print out!

Branch 36 President Sombrotto, on
the other hand, has called for such
studies—but has put forward. no
method of using them to stop the plan.
_Carriers’ jobs can be defended only if

_.the union’s delivery standards—not.

the speeded-up standards of ‘the

=_Kokomo- computer—define the load
for carriers. Postal workers need a .
leadership which is prepared to fight
'fdr these standards. ‘

Sombrotto says he i

mailhandlers! The flght against the
Kokomo_ Plan _and all it represents

-How has ‘the leadershlp Df thet‘
carriers responded? National Presi-
dent Rademacher has already made it -

nothing ,but another attack on postal
workers ‘

Rademacher, Somb

no matter what heir rhetonc, are
st. They want to
so they cooperate

salvage capitalis
with the i

hacks sabog ge:
Class-collaborationists  will always
‘hold back " the struggle. By tying
workers to' the. decaying capitalist
system, they stand in the way of the
only solution to capitalism’s crisis—

its revolutionary overthrow by.the 1

working class.

All postal wm'kers face t!xreat of Kokomo speedups
?
his strategy: stops there. Sombrotto

has said-the Kokomo Plai en

workers ™ response to the current
attacks. In order to “‘sell” the Kokomo
Plan, the bosses’ strategy is to divide
and conquer. Rather than implement
the plan on.a national scale: 1n a
head-on attack, the postal bosses will

months, but. not until
ust before elections, did
major story. It was at
er branch meeting that
d unanimously to call for

try to first pmk-oﬁ‘groups ‘of carriers”
in isolated areas and then move in on
the major . cities. Accordingly, man-
agement firgt billed the plan as an
“‘experiment’\in_ Kokomo. Later they
announced tha ould be “tested”
further in Portland and Providence. In
this manner the postal .bosses will

* attempt to spread the.Plan over the
entire country, isolating ‘and weaken-
ing the militant leadership that New
York ‘postal workers have given to
postal ‘W‘o'rkers nationally.

CRUCIAL TEST

The truth is that the Kokomo attack -
is really testing the carners ability to
fight back. The test is’ “crucial. If ‘the

down the throats of camers, they will
certainly ‘dream up a ‘“Kalamazoo”
Plan to spéed up the clerks and

anywhere. However, mstead of leadlng
the = membership .in" making the
necessary_preparations to defeat Ko-
komo;* Sombrotto called for a quick
vote he strike motion and
adjourned the meeting. In fact,
Sombrotto will not lead a strike
against Kokomo- unless pressured to

do. so by the ranks. By leaving the ~
membership unp‘repared and unmobil- "

ized, Sombrotto is giving himself room
to maneuver ard comproxmse w1th the
bosses later.

Sombrotto’s program calls on letter
carriers to be militant but fails to
confront the gravity of the attack.
Even if Sombrotto makes some kind of
a fight, he  will settle for what a
declining, crisis-ridden and increas-
ingly ‘unproductive -capitalism can
grant: a productivity scheme in a
slightly milder form, soaring inflation

“ full cost of living ‘escalators for

e __..control.s
‘Today, most. workers understand -

Here is the Whlc
workers must figh ﬂ%‘nﬁ;
make such a stru“é’e’f

. Against the bosses
speed up carriers and elimina
the NALC must. flght to

through increased hiring
‘become part of a progra:
housmg, educatwn healt

services—by hiring all who are
available to work at umon wages. We
‘need jobs for all and 30 h
40 hours . pay.

forming workers’ and
commltbees to monltor th

inflation, the N ALC must fight tos

workers based on the findings of suc
workers’ committees. ;

' Real cost of living clauses, in
hiring—in fact, all expanded p
services—must be fmanced by
the capxtahst bank !

The bosses will protest tha they"f'
cannot afford such *“exorb' y )

response of the bosses, workers mus
demand that the Post

workers enough johs and a decent
standard of living, the working class
make take production into its own
hands. Revolutionary-minded workers
‘must pomt to the need to nationalize
“the banks and mdustry under workers’

- The starting pomt. for such a flght»

that-they are-under-attack, but-seeno
way to fight back. While a growing
number of workers do understand the
-need  for revolution, they . have mo.
strategy to make one. The Revolu-

tionary Socialist League ( RSL) and its -

“must be the call for pubhc employee.

unity. NALC must raise the need for !
cocrdinated public employee strikes—
posing the need for a general strike if
necessary to defend <

aper, The Torch, is provxcung
that strategy.
The task today is to build a

“leadership, by cohering revolutionary- -

minded workers around a revolution-
ary program. With such a program,
revolutionaries can reach the rest of

* the working class, and can strengthen

and unify it. The militancy of rank and
file workers can be unleashed, the
class:collaborationist hacksidriven out
and'the unions used as a weapon in the
_struggle for Socialism. £

Our - 'program consists fof revolu-
tionary solutions— measures the
workers in power would carry out—
posed in the form' that can be fought
for today. These solutions are based
on-the actual needs of workers, not on
what' capitalism is willing or able to
grant at the moment. Thi§ pr

who don’t believe a revolution . is

enables us to fight alongside workers - matt -.m 1‘srpoht1cal But.the ‘labir ;

ated action demands one unified
postal union. -

- WORKER’S DEFENSE -
‘The” capitalists will flght “this
program tooth and nail using all the
means of repression at their disposal.
Postal workers must - be -prepared
‘NALC must organize workers’ defe 3
guards to defend picket lines a
the attacks of scabs, pohce, troops:
thugs. Such defense

racist and fascist attacks A year ago
Outlook proposed arming shop stew-
ards. against provocations of “Postal
Service security guards. Rademacher
and Sombrotto clearly do not - “take
such:a call® senously
+ The struggle is not just.a union

. Contd. p. 15
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. by Walter Dahl and Jack Gregory

The death- agony of capitalism in its epoch of decay forces revisionists
of all. strlpes to invent a constellation of ways to support capitalism while
appearing to oppose it. The labor bureaucracy in the United States, for .
example, contains ;,Bores of self-proclaimed socialists, inclﬁding, at times,
‘The reformist  Socialist Parties. of the
International likewise call for the abolition of capitalism through gradual
A hest of academics, currently headed by John Kenneth

George Meany.

reform.
Galbraith, trumpet the same message.

The last thing these reformists want, what they fear most, is real
socialism, the revolutionary rule of the working masses. Because they are -
~not tied to specific property holdings, as are the monopolists, they are
able to take a long-term view of capitalism’s prospects. The prospects are
bleak. Famine, depression, destruction of the environment, the threat of {
nuclear war all loom. Worst.of all, the organized proletariat poses a -
constant threat of revolution. And so, in varying degrees, the reformists @&
increased statification,

seek a solution to capitalism’s crisis in
natlonahzatlon and bourgeois planning.

" Bourgeois apologists of all’ stripes rally
capitalism . enters into- open crisis.

= Tmaintain production-whenthe-floor
economy. ‘‘State, help!” cry the reformis
statification with the term socialism.

It is no accident that in the 1930’s,
Depression, an armada of reformists and ot}
~sang the praises of Stalin’s  Russia. Here was th

—Here-the-workers- were- wrappsd-irr iron=—ch - a
monolithic state machine appeared all-powerful; the
program of statification was Larrled to its final -

‘conclusion.
During the post-war boom, the USSR s Wi stern

friends became disaffected. Western capltahsm was
working - fine -once more, and the program of
statification was being adopted gradually U.S.
imperialism had the advantage of appearing to be

I

‘round. the -state when -

The ‘state must contain’ the

revolutionary workers. It must regulate the busmess cycle. It must
“to-colla

And then they crown
he midst of the Great

r. bourgeois sycophants
heir dream come-alive.

Second .

m of post-war capitalism in-the West

- But.alas, this was not. the -best of all possible
worlds The post-war stability has ended, and even
the big bourgeoisie now fears a crisis.that threatens
civilization itself. Once more, the need for
nationalization is being murmured in reformist
circles. Even notorious anti-communists like Henry

democratic to boot, and the former adherents of Ford II speculate that the role of the state in

complete statification now bestowed thelr blessings
upon the Keynesmn ‘mixed economy”’ characteris-

production may have to be drastmagy/mc,reaSSd
"And -once more, middle® class elements seek a

- May, 1917::'i;rots y returns tofil;etrq

statified paradxse to serve'a t;he New Utop
For many, the USSR has ouk ) ;

USSR towards its satellltes and'1
with U.S. foreign policy have
unpalatable to many elements.

In particular, disillusionment with the US
one of the basic roots of the America 3

a! si@fe cmplmhsm f@r sgcsghsmo




Russian state- (,apltahsm with Leninist socialism.
Where their ancestors had uncrltlcally supported

; Russxan Stalinism and. then become bitter and
| cymcal the new generation opposed it, but rejeeted

Marx15m because of the Russian experience.
' So when thousands of New Leftists began to

neither to_the CP nor to Russia. Chinese Maoism
became the attractive alternative. Hadn’t Mao
expelled the Russian advisers and broken with

ary forelgn policy line? Wasn’t it part of the general
struggle of the oppressed Thlrd World masses

against imperialism?’
The tarnished image of Russia was replaced with
the more presentable model of Chinese Stalinism.

showed in the previous part of this ‘series, Mao

rule on a state- >-capitalist basis, without and indeed
against the proletarlat

.. THERU'SROOTS

The-RY - emerged out of the New Left It was
founded in the Bay Area by student activists,
ex-students involved in ‘‘community organizing’
(the student movement’s graduaté school),. and a

“I'sprinkling ~of old-line ~Stalinists “whohad—beern

through the CP and Progressive Labor. While RU
leaders like Bob Avakian h initially been
attracted to Maoism: through guerrillaist
aspects (Avakian had flirted with the adventurist
romanticism of Regis Debray), the old Stalinists
quickly convinced them that to be Maoists they
had to be orthodox Stalinists, convincingly citing
the Thought of Chairman Mao.

The path followed by the early RU was paralleled
by thousands of ‘subjecjive revolutionaries in SDS
and the New Left. A generation repelled by
Stalinism, after seeking refuge in left-liberalism,
returned to Stalinism through the medium of Mao.
They “maintained their hostility to the USSR.
They maintained their disdain for the Communist

Party. But their subjective revolutionary impulses

rarysocialism - they identified- wn‘:h—left -posing
Chinese state-capitalism.
How did this come about? First of all, we should

1968-:69. At this time, U.S. capitalism was visibly.
entering into crisis as the post-war boom unraveled.
A huge strike wave shook this country, includin
the bitter strike against General Electric and, i
1970, the militant postal strike. The working class;

the hattered ideal of the prevxous generatxon But ..

. |like their. .parents, th ~has roots“that go back to 't

Left. But ‘their opposition to Brezhne__gnﬁ’Gus Hall

consider themselves revolutionaries, ‘they looked -

Moscow? Didn’t China appear to run a revolution-'

“-Party, USA Would force aba

But China is no more socialist than Russia. As we _

established what he set out to construct-—bourgems »

were derailed, and instead of coming to revolution-

pla(.e these events in their historical setting. The: k
mass attraction of Maoism in SDS took place in

hostlhty to Russia and to”

“now runs deeper than this.
there woul(L be no__be

attack Russija as state—eapwah ‘
'CP-as class- collaborationist.:

On the other ‘side, a real analy of "R
state- capxtahsm (as opposed to the hogwas

exposed Stalin’s role as orgéniz
tallst counter-revolutxon would rek

the same way, a re-examinati

was a revolutlonary orgamzatlon

Maoism therefore can neither ‘b
revolutionary socialism, ’I‘rotslf‘y‘ism,
return to orthodox Soviet. revisionis:
an unstable, vacillating centrism.
the revolutionary clothes; the Maoist;
bankrupt perspectives of the CP on v tually
" fundamentals.

Like the CP, the Maoists are supporters of

state-capitalism. When stripped of all its trappmgs
‘the RU’s analysxs of capltahst restoratwn in the
USSR boils daggn. to accusing Khrushchev of

decentralizing the coniomy, and then claiming that.

Brezhnev and: Kosygin fully restored capitalism by
completlng the decentralization.
It is true that some decentralization occurred in

the post -Stalin years, mainly because of the chaos
created in the Stalinist command economy by the
attempts to-price arbitrarily. In capitalist soclety
price is determined by value, and the law of value in
sturn  detérmines the division of labor. The
decentralization in Russia represented the recogni-
tion, by .the bireaucracy that the law of value
imposed a division of labor upon them despite their
schemes. For example, the proletariat must be paid
enough to subsist and reproduce if production is to
continue. Stalin’s forced-labor nearly destroyed the
Russian workers, and Stalin himself recognized this
as early as 1949, when he dpproved reforms required
if production in Russia was to be maintained. And
these reforms included some decentralization, in the
attempt to find a method to set -prices more
realistically’ ‘by =~ mimicking capitalist. market
methods. o i '

- So it was Stalin who first introduced such
measures.
carried them further, making concessions to the
Russian workers in an attempt to solidify their rule.
But in the past few years, centralization has gained
he- upper ‘hand. - Liberman™ and - his. school of |
decentralizers have-bi

Khrushchev, Brezhnev and Kosygin-

ividing llne—between%‘
e’ RU has

never told The Khrushchev years are trea
special stage where capitalism was : som
lurking in the.wings but not yet functionin

Soviet Union was under bourgeois rule; but 1
capitalist. Trapped by its own superficial sophi
cationj. the RU has ‘managed to negate
Khrushchevism, but Marxism.

NEW DEMOCRACY IN REVERSE

The Maoists’ analysis of the Soviet Union
the flip side of the coin of their revxslomst theory of
New Democracy. As we showed in Part Three
“New Democracy” holds that the bourgeois state’
can be transformed peacefully into a workers’ state
without the conscious mterventmn of the w
class, and without anyone—even Mao—being ‘able

to point to the actual socialist revolution. Similarly { -

for the USSR: capitalism was restored gradually
without any--discernable counter-revolution.
“‘Socialism” was destroyed in 1956 ,but capitalism
was not fully restored until sometime after
Brezhnev came to power in 1964. =

This is New Democracy in reverse, a method that
enablés Mao and his followers to label some state
capitalist tegimes “socialist.” Their calling  the
Soviet Union capitalist has nothing to-do with the
- Marxist understanding. of revolution and.counter-.
revolution; it means only that the Maonsts stand‘in

i

|

1a

: st:age

written off by most student activists, announced it:
presence dramatically.

Marxism-Leninism™ thus gained a new appeal
Maybe Marx was -right after all. Maybe “thi
proletariat is the revolutionary ‘force"in capitalis
ty. The rejection of the proletariat, which ha

- ‘hands: oHBtethnev

mpanied the rejection of Stalinism by the New
Left, was suddenly open {o question.

As thousands of SDS members began to conside!
a Marxist orientation to the proletariat, Maoism
reared its ugly head. Maoism had a ‘tremendous
appeal to the student movement. Here was a mean:
identify with = Marxism while maintainin

: hostlhty to- the USSR and the CP, t6 call for an
| orientation - to - the—preletariat while uncritically

t,axlmg nationalist groups (through Mao's “two-

third plece in this series),’and ‘to maintain' liberal
elitism’under a revolutlonary gulse Once mgore,” as
capltahsm went into open crisis, revolutionary .
elements were misled into Stalinism.

~ From the -origins of the Maoistsin the U.S.
general y&nd the RU specifically, we-can see the
roots of the centrism:of .Maoism. Centrism is a
petty bourgeois diséase that ‘'stands, “or more
C »“vacillates,

[ onary socialism.’
m in revolutlonary clothes. ‘In“particular,
: Mamsm in the U.S. must constantly attempt to -

New Democratic theory, discussed in the

between. reformism and
‘In" brief, ‘Centrism " is -

been-broken up—Decentraliza
ion, in its own way, was causing economic disorder
s individual plants competed openly against one
nother (instead. of covertly, as they had under
Stalin). Does this mean that Russia is’ returnmg to
socialism, RU? Does the recent centrahzatmn in the

ower for the Russian workers" ‘Of course not! But
hat is what, the-RU should say.

- The reason that the KU puts-forward. such
nonsense is that they identify socialism-as really
centralized state capitalism, using Stalin as the
model. Despite their protestations that capitalism

‘can ‘exist on a-statified basis, they demonstrate

their support for state cap1tahsm by their own
-analysis. -

Because Stalin restored capltahsm in the USSR,
and because all of the crimes of his bureaucratic
heirs were just pale reflections of his-acts, the RU
cannot even tell us when capltahsm was restored in
Russia

This negatlon of the negation must be firmly grasped
There is the first negatwn under ‘Khrushchev's
leadershlp, the bourgeoxsle attacks Marxism-Lenin-
+-ism, begins the wreclnng of socialism: But then there is
a second negation, in a sense symbolmed by the coming
to power of Brezhinev and Kosygin' [thougll there is no
brick wall politically dividing their reign-from that of
Khrushchev]. Khrushr,hev and ‘Khrushchevism' come

tesent—mcreasedf

1 STATE
1
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solidarity with one set of state capxtahst rulers——the,
Chinese—and in opposition to the others.
So the RU’s much-heralded analysis of ‘state-cap-

1tahsm in Russia is nothmg but a fig-leaf to coneeal |
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under attack. ipline’ and ‘control’ re-emérge as




 now, today:

their otherwise naked support for state-capitalism.
‘They dress: themselvés in what _appears to be a

o revolutxonary posmon the: better to-disorient the
° | proletariat. Here is the hallark of centrism.

_Butthe RU’s bourgeois politics are.not confined
to their analyms of Russia. In previous parts of this’
series, we have exposed the bankruptcy of their
“two-stage” theory of actively restraining the

) proletarlat from™ going beyond. the- - bourgevis

revolution in- the underdeveloped countries. We
have shown that this class-collaborationist method :

| was:responsible for ‘the -Chilean coup, the mass'“bureaucrats will'have a free hand. They will lead the

‘slaughter in Indonesia and the defeat of the Spanish:
Revolution, to cite just a few cases.

ONE STAGE?

But what about the advanced countries? Here,
the RU claims to be for the souahst revolution right
Capitalism has developed to its ultimate atage, T
unpenahsm is the monopoly stage of capitalism. It is
rotten ripe. It can only be brought down by replacing it
with the dictatorship of the proletariat. One stage! One
strategy!
Sounds very revolutionary, doesn’t it? But as it

| turns out, the RU’s one stage’is not the socialist

i

stage after all. Let the RU speak for itself once
more: “A  minimum program, short- of. the

dictatorship of the proletariat, provides the basis at
This™ time JoF the striggle-against- imperialism.>*

Soiirits ‘‘one stage,” the RU proposes a program
What

““short of the dictatorship of the proletariat.”’
sort of program can this be? Has the RU.
a__society between the dictatorship ~of the
bourgeoisie and the dictatorship of the proletariat?
No such society exists. Even Mao admitted that,
at least in it early years, “New Democratic” China
was capitalist. What can the RU be talking about?
There is only one conclusion. In the ad¥anced
countries, where the RU calls for ““one stage,” that
stage is a bourgeois stage. Bourgeois revolutions
are called for at the heart of bourgeois imperialism,
and to make matters even worse there is no recourse
to the future, ‘‘socialist” stage.

Of course, the RU will protest. They will scream
that their one stage is the socialist stage. But thére
it is, in black and white. Was this just a shp of t,he
“pen? .

*SOCIALISM” BY DECEIT

Nothing of the sort. For despite the RU’s
subjective feelingthatit is revolutionary, it believes
that socialism has to sneak up on the proletariat
that . revolutionaries cannot say what is to the
working class and put forward a revolutlonary
program. Instead, a minimal program, ‘‘something
less” than the dictatorship of the proletariat, is
what revolutionaries should tell workers to struggle:

‘‘progressive’’ bourgeois politicians and ‘“‘enlight--
ened” . capitalists? The RU seeksk to -differentiate

for. But then, why shouldn’t the proletariat support .

workers already know—what workers are already -
willing to fight for—and leaves the struggle at th:
level: When will it .openly 'oppose the bureaucrats?

Only after the bureaucrats have wmpletely exposed i

themselves\Until then, the RU w1ll not cont,end for-
leadership. - ;

But when will the RU be ready when ‘will the.
bureaucrats have exposed themselves to the: ‘mass of
postal workers? Unless there is.a. revolutlonary

leadership struggling dlrectly against the bureau- .

;crats, and pointing to what is really needed, the

‘union to disaster; And only then wilt ‘the, RU be
ready to lead a fight against them, just as the CP:
learned the tragedy of Chile only when it occurred.
And like the CP, the RU will draw no lessons from '
disaster. It will be back "the next day, peddling its
wares in another union, warning the workers not to
openly oppose the bureaucrats.

-- The RU is'right-about one- thing Trotskyists-are
unalterably opposed to the union bureaucracy We:
do not wait until after the betrayals to warn that the
bureaucrats will sell out—and if that is what the RU
means by the “Trotskyrte method” of ‘‘screaming
about sell-out leadership,” we proudly plead guilty
as charged. In the same way, Lenin was guilty of
opposing the tailism of the Russian Economists,
who like the RU confined themselves to “‘summing
up’”’ narrow trade unionism. :

But we do not just assert that replacing the union
hacks with revolutionary socialists is the objective .
need of the rank and file. We-indicate in advance
the basis on ch we struggle for power. We
champion and struggle for the day to day needs of
the ranks, but insist that to really.secure these
gains will require breaking beyond capitalist.limits.
In other words, we precisely tie the struggle for
partial and democratic demands to the struggle for
the dictatorship of the proletariat—as opposed to
the RU.~

MISLEADERS
The international proletariat has paid with its
blood countless -times for the crimes of misleaders
like the RU. It has been led to the slaughter over
and over-again by betrayers who tell the workers to
just fight for what they think that they can win

“today. The task of revolutionaries is to prepare the

proletariat for the struggle for power, and this
cannot be done by cheap maneuvers. It cannot be
done by trying to con the working class into
believing that * somethmg less” than the dlctator-
ship of the proletariat is good enough. .
Such a method means actively restraining the
advanced- workers, the workers who are ready to
organize for socialism, and telling them to confine
themselves to minimum reform struggles. It means
building . an. -empiricist ‘swanyd, rather than a
‘hardened revolutionary cadre consistently fighting
the class-collaborationist trade-union-bureaucrats: -

itself from the CP, and so it won’t go this far today.
But that-is where its method leads.

bureauerat;'wﬂl gladly agree

" We in ‘the RU _definitely believe tlmt _a high level :

organization is y toinake revolutlon
what is needed in the PO at thls tune is a bro

worker who wants to fight the bosses and see
part of a broader fight.

Proletarian revolution and a vanguard party, it |
- seems, are necessary. But postal workers: don need
- it Trade unionists don’t need it. All they n

broad-based organization that wants to fi

what basis?) and sees its fight as part of a broader -

fight (what kind of broader flght") And anyone who
says that more is needed is a ‘‘Trotskyite” who

“must be slandered. The RU attempts to forcibly
.contain the class struggle within bourgems limits,

just as' the trade union bureaucrats do.

FEAR THE PROLETARIAT

So the RU’s practice is consistent with its theory.
Beneath the surface of the theory, as we have seen,
lies the crass acceptance of state-capitalism as
socialism. This represents the fear of the rule of the

working class, the disgusting elitist-attitude That-

the proletanat is not fit to rule. And this is what is
_reflected in its trade union work. The workers are’
not fit to be told that they need socialism. They
must be duped.

Although the RU ranks may not reahze it, under

this theory the workers will never be ready. When |.

the RU *‘sums up’’ the consciousness of the ranks, it’
will never find that it adds up to socialist
consciousness. For that, a revolutionary leaders

is needed, one which is needed todayh one which
must be consciously built by revolution
socialists who speak the truth to the proletariat
Instead, the RU tells the proletariat.not to struggle
for its own mterests for its own dlctatorshlp, for its
own rule.

Here is the true nature of the RU Behind every
revolutionary-seeming position lies the progran: of
reformism.- This-defines—the centrism of the RU.

__From the_ identification with Stalin’s workers’
prison, to opposition of proletarian revolution in the
Third . World with ‘“‘two-stage’”. Menshevism, to
-support-for China’s bourgeois foreign policy line, to
its. minimal program in the trade unions in this
country, the RU supports capitalism" wherever it
exists. Like the 'supporters ‘of Stalin four decades
ago, the RU is part of :a- petty- bourgeois movement
that is frightened by the crisis of capitalism and

MET HUU OFBUREKUCRACY seeks Wans—oﬁt“lﬁﬁfinﬁr'w}’ﬂr Seermin
oppose it.

In fact, the RU’s method is the method of the

And the RU consistently carries out this minimal labor bureaucracy. The bureaucrats also claim to

day out, in limiting itself to calling for democratic their prograr: on this. Of course, the RU will quarrel

approach. in practice. It busies itself, day in and’ «gyy up”’ the consciousness of the ranks and base,

Land partial demands,. and shunnmv the flght fi

_with them about-what the

}has considerable ‘influence:

socialism.

Red Papers No. 6, for example, elaborates the®
RU’s approach in Outlaw, a.rank and file grouping
among New York postal workers 1n which thé-RU

‘We have struggled to make. Outlaw ﬁght for the
interests of postal workers, a center of leadership to
mobilize the rank and file in struggles, in opposition to
the mmuent and the unien bureaucracy.
- This is the opposite of the Trotskyite method . .

The  Trotskyites - just scream = about “sell out
leadership” and then tell the workers to solve their
problems by substituting one set of bad leaders—the
present’ union hacks—-ior anotller—the Trotskyites -
themselves.

Outlaw’s metlmd has been to sum up the demands of
postal . workers, ' conretize them into a particular
program . . : anid then . .. to force the union leaderslnp .

“to take a posmon for or against our proposals. .

" Outlaw. has won far more support than any mere
“opposition _office - could.

- Outlaw forces buresuen.ts to elther agree with us or
" fight our proposals. -
- Here the RU proudly boasts . of its centnst

o practwe Whet does it do’? It “sums up”’ what

" more reforms and

secondary question. Maybe the RU will be right,
maybe the bureaucrats will be. It depends upon
what Quantities are being “‘summed-up.”’ There is
no doubt that. the majority of American workers
today are -conservative and somewhat cynical.
There .is no doubt that they have tremendous
illusions in the bureaucracy. Many believe that the

" ‘bureaucrats are winning all-that can be won. Cthers
Tsee -no alternative method” of - struggle.
". bureaugrats play upon such' sentiments.

The

The RU orients to a more militant strata. It gets
a different sum than the bureaucrats—because it is .
counting different workers. But it plays.-the same
role as do the bureaucrats. Just as the bureaucrats
tell' the mass of workers that it is hopeless to
demand more than the bureaucrats deliver,i s0 ‘the
RU -tells the workers. it ‘misleads that it is futile to
struggle for more than minimal demands. The RU .
limits its trade union work. to reforms—it calls for
is more vocal -than- the -
bureaucrats, it is true, but the "approach is
fundamentally the same.

What will the RU do..when a Ieft~soundmg

hisis-a

Many subjectlve revolutlonanes have been

THE TRAGEDY OFMAOISM |

ry-clothes-Many | .- ..

beheve that the RU really is a revolutionary
organization. This is the real tragedy. For the RU’s

“‘objective -task is to mislead such ihdividuals,- to]

prevent them from reaching the -revolutionary
consciousness to which they were headed. Centrism

" is the last defense of the bourgemsxe and the RU

‘plays its role to the hilt.

Supporters of the RU are faced with a cntlcal
test. Will they continue to support the thinly-veiled
class-collaborationist -policies of the RU, policies

which as we have demonstrated differ little from the | ° ;

naked treachery of the Communist Party? Will they
continue to.tolerate an analysis of the USSR that
whitewashes Stalin? Will they continue to support-
the two-stage Menshevism that has led to disaster |

after disaster for the working class? Will they |

continue to- accept the RU’s minimal, economist
trade union approach? Or-will they break from the
Revolutionary Union and its bourgeois 1deology and
find the .true. heritage of Marx and Lenin in the
Trotskylsm of the. Revolut.lonary Socialist League?

- This is the question. It is the question of reform or

revolutlon
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by Bob Anderson

As international (;apltahsm weaves
and lurches into a full-scale depres-
sion, the crisis for the proletariat
translates literally as one of leader-
ship. The current leaders of the
international unions are tied by a
thousand ‘threads to a decaying
capitalism; they offer one ‘‘solution”
after another designed to make the
workers pay for the'bosses’ crisis. The
various centrist groupings which
mouth revolution while practicing
“reformism are capable only of further
vacillations and betrayals.

But the working class does not~

stand in place. The: sell-outs-in the
major “contracts  over  the™ “past™
months—UAW, USWA, CWA, and
UMWA —were answered- by wide-

-sitting - duck
attacks. In the cold-war frenzy after

was after the UE had spent flve long
vears enforcing the war-time wage-
freeze, the speed-up and the no-strike
pledge. The UE had helped to cut its
own throat: its strike-breaking
activity during the war- and the
miserable 1946 contract made it a
for - the . capitalist

World War II the once-mighty UE
was crushed for its “ties to Moscow.”
The anti-communist IUE was thrown
up in its place. The workers in the
electrical industry had lost the indus-

trial unions they had struggled to

" DIVIDE AND CONQUER

““By 1949 GE faced not one industrial
union, but many smaller unions: the
IUE, Uk, UAW, IAM and others. The

spread - wildcats and overwhelmmg --JUE.and UE, which represented #per

statements .of no-confidence in the
labor traitors. There is no crisis in
militancy, no crisis of determination in
the ranks of the proletariat. The major
battlesare not yet joined:
power of the working class remains
untested. The advance guard of the
proletariat must break the twin chains
which bind our class: reformism and
centrism.

GE Q.

The struggle for industrial unionism
against the giant General Electric
Corporation and the recent events at
the GE plant in Evendale, Ohio read
like a textbook on  the crisis of
leadership.

General—Electric is ~the —fourth
largest corporation in the U.S, It
defeated "all unionization attempts

.~ until 1938, -through the -‘age-old
formula of repression and paternalism.
Gerald Swope, the czar of the GE
empire, had written up a labor code in
1937 exphuﬂy formulated to keep out
‘the unions and prove the company’s
“good faith.”” The Stalinist-dominated
United Electrical, Radio, and Mac ine
Workers (UE) accepted this notorious
anti-labor code, word for word, as the
contract in the 1938 negotiations. In
return, the UE was recognized as the,

_ national bargaining agent for the GE~

the real™-

cent——of --the —workers,—maintained
separate national bargaining; the

other 30 per cent were forced to~

negotiate only at the local level. They

‘were powerless. From 1949 to 1969 in

every contract round GE made its
proposal and said ‘‘take it"or leave it.”
The divided unions took it again and
again.

For 25 years the 14 unions
represented at GE have bargained
separately behind the sniveling lead of
the IUE bureaucrats. In 1960, then
IUE president James Carey called a
strike without a union vote and it was
easily broken: a complete defeat for
the IUE and the workers of General
Electric. In 1966 all the unions took
strike votes, only to- see -the-IUE
leaders settle separately for peanuts.

By 1969, GE made it clear that they
were-going after the very life of the
unions, taking on the right to strike
and the right to a national contract.
With their very survival at stake, the
14 unions ¢ managed to maintain
a coalition at the bargaining sessions.
Each union bargamed separately, but

et-together in- special-sesstons—
throughout the negotiations.

COURAGEOUS MILITANTS

-The GE ‘workers responded with
“absolute dise pline and overpowering

— ~ plants they were able to organize.

The Communist Party at this point
was enamored with the ‘‘People’s
President” — Franklin Roosevelt—and
primarily concerned with labor peace.

unity. They  shut down the wide
domain of ‘General Electric for 100

days in a show of strength which
provided an example for our entire

" class during:the upsurge in the late

Theadventurism and dual unionism of 1960’s. GE attempted two well-finan-

the “Third Period” :(1928-1933) had
come . to a barbarous end with Hitler’s

rise to. power in Germany. Stalin’snew - police in pitched battles across the

line was the ‘“Peoplé’s Front,” declar-
ing- that. only the ‘“democratic”
bourgeoisie could save the workers
from fascism. The Stalinist UE played
the role of strikebreaker during World
War 11, being the best pohceman for
the ca;ﬁtahsts

The UE finally led its fu‘st national
strike against GE in 1946, represent-
ing 96 per cent of the workforce. They
went back to work with a paltry 18.
and one-half ¢ents wage increase. This.

ced back-to-work movements, but the
ranks held the line against scabs and

country. The right to strike and the
national contract were defended, but
the ranks at GE remained,: and
continue to remain, divided into 14
separate unions. The. Stalinist be-
trayals in the 1940’s paved the way for
the smashing of industrial unionism at

General Electric and throughout the .

‘electronics industry.
The hlghly diversified General
Electric empire is being hit by the

depressmn conditions which new relgn .

i who were flred in thé aft:,e th

throughout the economy. Two mar-
kets. have traditionally provided the
bulk 'of GE’s profits.‘Both are rapidly
drying up. GE plants across the
i range of
consumer goods - from” ightbulbs to
color TV s. Today] ‘these, goods  sit

- of engines,
or the airlines
“elsewhere.
Today the major a1r1 1es plead bank-
ruptey and cut ba(,k new orders
drastically. :

GE has .responded to:the profit
squeeze by launching a frontal assault
on the workers and their unions
through firings, layoffs and speed-up.
The ranks have replied with wildcats
in a number of key plants and a fierce
determination to defend their unions.

ouses.:- And. GE.-.-

The Evendale plant, near Cincinn-

ati, is GE’s main jet engine works,

employing over 12,000 workers. Only
about 50 per cent of the workforce is
organized: 4,500 in the UAW, 750 in

"’Emnm& i

Picket lines during 1969 GE strike. Heroism of workers
overcome scabs and cops, but couldn’t iorge one union for all
- GE workers. .

‘ ‘%ﬂdcatgf and he neve

defend the: four me;

dorsement’ to- Hickman; as a
face” in the best posmon to

~the local. His only program ha

to offer sickenixig apologies 0
Woodcock regime. i

“a ‘ar with the autoworkers. T
the UAW gets a pittance masc

_ing . as . COL protection,

workers get even less.
demands nothing but. more
same.
Hickman promises to come
‘deal’”.-like --they have.
nelghbormg Norwood GMA
Sharonville Ford plants. That *
includes massive Iayoffs, forced 9
time, and the  bourgeoisie’s mo
brutal speed-up. The heroic Norwood
fighters are leaders in the' combat.
against the savage General Motors
Assembly Division. With the UAW
under the most vicious attack in its’

. history, Hickman effectively pits the

GE workers against their closest allies
at Norwood and Sharonville.
Hickman gave it his best effort, but -

local: they fired him-en .
January 14th. O

UNION BREAKING

Management’s co

"~ was that Hickman

legedly turned in

overtime he didn
work, but thé guts’of
_the matter are that GE
,_was giving notice that.
they are prepared “to
-break the union. With
inventories piling up
and-layoffs-increasing,
the wunion. -is—in a
weakened position. the
firing of an aspiring

S f///,f i
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bureaucrat like Hickman was designed
to demoralize the ranks.

The workers responded with an
immediate walkout. The plant was
completely ‘shut down a few hours

the IAM. and a few hundred in smaller _after the firing. The strikers marched

locals of firemen, boilermakers and:so
on. It is the only major GE plant not
represented by the IUE and UE. .-

The bosses have hit Evendale with
nearly 1,000 layoffs, and more are

_planned " for the coming weeks. The -

‘company ‘recently fired a woman with
22 years: seniority for absenteeism.

She had a doctor’s excuse for every
 day missed because of her asthmatic

condition. ‘As one fighting UAW
member said: “This is only  the
opening- move to fire any older
dissident who-has been or may become
sick. If we allow it to pass, it 'W“ﬂl'*g'ive
management another nail in  our
coffin.” The local bureaucrats sxt:
passively by.

The UAW local is currently in the
midst of a union “election campaign.
Twomen are in the running: Richard-
son, a right-wing bureaucrat who is
incumbent vice-president and Hick-
man, an aspiring bureaucrat who is a
second shift committeeman. Both are
tied hand-and.foot to- Woodc

ock. .
Hickman was a leader of the 1971 )

) flght was finished,

‘ for an employed-unempleyed commit-
‘tee in the local. Richardson, the VP,

to-the union hall demanding an all-out
struggle against the company. But it
was clear that GE could wait out
an isolated wildcat. The central lesson
of the GE events was being pounded

the bosses at GE were -
not_ convinced of his =
ability to control the

home—only.--a unified,.. disciplined;—---

class-wide response can defend against
today’s attacks.

The international had already given
the local bureaucrats the word to put
things in. order - immediately. The
union hacks called a ‘“‘strike meeting”’
for the following day, which 2,000,
UAW members attended. The bar- -
gaining committee announced that the

“our hands are tied.” :

The misleadership at GE-Evendale
is in no way limited to Woodcock and
his competing underlings, ‘Hickman
and Richardson. Another force is in
the field: the Revolutionary Union
(Stahmsb—Mamst) At the December
union meeting, RU supporters called

initially- supported the call, and RU

saying simply,
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supporters wrote a leaflet concermngg G

the idea for distribution in the plant.”
‘Baker,. the local president, naturall
Tefused to print it: this'was enough for#
the RU to surmise that the unions are
reactionary. Instéad-of mobrhzmg th ;
ranks “to -demand” the .unity: of the
employed -and unemployed the RU
wrthdrew from the struggle.

- Hickman attempted - to ;use the
srtuatxon to prove that. he" could out
right-wing Richardson. He red-baited
_the RU, and thed'made similar attacks

-on. Richardson for supporting their

call. We defend?the RU against all
right-wing attacks, just as we would
have defended the UE and CP from
anti-communist attacks in the 1940’s.
At the same time we are the most
resolute defenders of Hickman from

‘:oppressed layers of ‘the class_which
. revolutionary . flghters will come from - i

" delegates to city-wide:counieils of the

company attacks. This is the Leninist

method of the united front: uniting:
the class againsi attacks and at the
same time exposing the competing
misleaderships.

.The RU exposed itself most clearly -

~ in the aftermath of Hickman’s firing.

A few days after the wildcat “some
concerned workers at GE” passed out
.ale leaflet. In this sheet, RU-supporters

“raise their central demanits- forth 5

“current crisis: join the Unemployed
Workers Organizing Committee

{UWOC) and fight for jobs or.income......
There is no-mention of the-employed=—"

unemployed committee or of the
struggle against the UAW bureau-
crats. The RU tells unemployed GE

- workers to forget their unionforget

the struggle for revolutionary leader-
ship, and join UWQC instead.

The Revolutionary Socialist League

supports the call for employed-unem-.
ployed committees in the UAW: we
demand democraticallyelected com-
mittees
response to the initiative of the ranks,

in every UAW local. In
the Woodcock gang forms ‘“‘commit-
tees to aid the unemployed” in order
to derail the movement for a massive
mobilization of the union. Militants

-must-turn these organs.into potential ..
factory committees and use them as a
.« central arena in the struggle for

revolutionary leadership. The factory
committees will unite the employed
with the unemployed and must lead
the fight for city-wide and regional
meefings of the UAW to build the

" naticnal emergency congress of the
- union. Spread throughout the trade

remain unorgamzed ‘and outside of the -
trade union movement. The boldest

this section of our class. The factory .
committees ‘will -democratically- elec

employed and unemployed These
councils will organize all sections of

the »»pOWEI o' stop
exchange for a few
he workmg class as

"Abel, etc., are
part of the ru

"establrshment of dualuni
line in coal, in textiles;s
~ etc. The RU turns to'
- Stalinists in the work
and attempts to’ repeat
The ‘“Third Perlod” ed

with their tiny ‘‘red’’ unions, leaving
millions of social demo ratlc workers
with their * ‘social fasci

inemployment doesn’t weaken our -
class, the RSL- Lounberposes the
“"sliding scale of wages and hours. 30~
hours work for 40 hours pay and
penny for perny” COL protection.
The RU pledges that UWOC will
build an “army of class fighters,” but
in fact UWOC divides the class.
Instead of taking the fight for jobs
into the trade unions, instead of
waging the stiuggle for revolutionary
leadership, the RU stands aside,
‘saying the trade unions be damned.
For the RU there are only two
possible approaches to the ' trade

bulld umted fronts
fasusts ' and left

UE President Fitzgerald

the working class around the demands -
of jobs for all at the capitalists”
expense.

They will prove to be a powerful
torrent leading to ‘the Congress of
Labor and the Oppressed, called to
launch -a:Labor Party directly coun-
terposed to the decaying parties of the
bourgeoisie: ‘the Democrats and Re-

ruling class.

The RU’s current phrasemon
will pass quickly, however
economy shdes deeper mt

pubh(,ans In'the factory commlttees,

in the city-wide councils, in the local,

regional and national emergency con-
gresses of the trade unions, and in the
Congress of Labor and the Oppressed,
the Revolutionary Souahst League

- ‘will wage an uncompromising strﬁggle

for revolutionary leadership. This is

"the road to the Workers” Government.

The RU stands absolutely opposed

_ to these organs of class unity. They

counterpose UWOC. And“what is the
content of their demand for jobs or-

"income'?"As their Cincinnati- paper, -

‘a statement by the RU that they can’t

~ting-to the labor hacks. Lenin stated it

unions. On the one hand we have their
own past work and the current work of
the October League (Staflmst-M aoist).

This involves picking out a ‘“‘progres-
sive’ bureaucrat and then tailing him.

The RU poses it as ‘uniting with
“~Woodcock against Meany."”

The other . possibility for these
two-bit Stalinists is to withdraw from
the “reactionary’’ trade unions. Their
current line on dual unionism is simply

the betrayal of th

as Trotsky led the;f

work in the unions without capitula- the blood of the i

classo o

Just as Trotsky led the f1

iat, just as Trotsk}; Jed the frght '
against the“PeoplesFro t; :

Cgv’

i BOSSES SHlFT COURS
1 Cont'd. from p.-3
: .- Robert Evoosa and John Kenneth"Galbralth cana

unite around the general idea of increasifig s
‘Tegulation of the ecomomy. But ‘as-the rank
increase the pressure on the trade union bureau
cracy,’ the bureaucrats will in turn call upor Lhe
Democrats to provide more cover, to pose as.a more
left-wing force. In order to maintain their hold
the ranks, - the bureaucrats will = catalyze

emergence of an open Popular Front-type bloc,

breaking the remnants: of the truce between th%

ruling class factrons

LIMITS OF REF‘ORMISM

It seems almost certain at this point that the
Democrats will: win in 1976, and that the liberal,
Popular Front- ~type strategy -will be unplemented
The Democrats will make certain concessions to the
working class to keep their struggles in check. But
there are definite limits to how far they can proceed.

~bring them into conflict with. the private property
basis of U.S. capitalism, and would cut them adrift
from the suppor’. of the bourgeoisie on which they
base themselves Therefore the . will restrict

Nationalization ‘of much of basic industry would ¢

‘themselves to, at most token natlonahzatlons
And even were they able to carry out sweeping
nationalizations, they would not eliminate the
contradictions of the capitalist system. So long as
production is forcibly kept out of the hands of the

__wcrkmg—dass,:ﬁheﬁyﬁiéememams—eapltahst and.. _thestat
the contradictions remain. The drive must be to:
increase surplus-value at. the expense . of the.
proletanat whether directly through the state, as’
in the.U.8.S.R., or through monopolistic corpora-

tions, as in the u.s.

The: . Popular -Front  strategy will doom the:
at to the fate of the German, Spanish and.
¢ Chilean workers unless a revolutionary leadershrp»,

‘prole

is fielded that unswervmgly rejects’ it.  As. the "~
international economic crisis deepens, the bourgeoi-:
sie will grow miore and more desperate. It will be'
unwilling to continue to pay to cost of buying off-
the class struggle through concessions. It will balk"
at any proposals for major nationalizations. It will:
state - -
apparatus on terms which it finds more sultgble—; o
mass mobilizations of the  petty-bourgeoisie for.

* resort, - once more, to -building up the
‘Bonapartism and fascism. 1f the working -class.

. the proletariat.
_But -we are still far from this pornt The

bourgeoisie still wants to preserve the trappings of

remains disarmed by class-collaborationist leaders,”
this right-wing strategy will succeed in smashmg

the workmg man. The ultra- rrght wing variant
still*in ‘embryonic, form. But when ‘the liber
approach fails, as it must in the face of the
deepening economic crisis, we;will:once ‘mor
“the cry of “Down With Big Labor the Big
and Big Business.” This time it will be from ‘thos
who will: mobilize “the pet:ty-bourgeorsle £
all-out assault against the proletariat, precrse
“provide the “final solution” for-the" monopoh
transforrmng the stat;e apparatus into a mac
terror. :

requires a clear understandmg +of wh
Democrats’ ~liberal strategy ' 'leads. It lea
~disarming the working . class, to givin,

2

the Jdabor bureaucracy hold t:he wO
h

e
Ty -
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desperately want.the United States to get ‘them off
the hook—to forc,e Israel to make the minimum
; sricessions necessary to “sell” an.Arab’sell-out to

) the Arab masses

PALESTINF
Sadat of Egypt has indicated his w1lhngness to

‘make a separate deal with Israel, behind Syria’s
‘back, in'exch $

“for Israel’s return of the Sinai oil
fields and the two strategic passes. But no deal can
be Concluded until the Palestine question is settled.

- AWith his . Palestinian accomplice, Arafat, Sadat
~wants to-liquidate. the Palestinian question forever

through estabhshmg an amputee state Arafat is =

1mper1ahst state, and to i Inte rnatioria
- of Israel in war opens u he

the Iranian Shah Those! who 6t
to these rLlers begause «

leadership
factor wea

The inability o
complete th

: trying to convince the U.S. and Israel’
that this Longesslon to Arab national-,
ism is the best possible guarantee for’
the future inviolability of Israel. To
demonstrate’ how he .intends to
administer the proposed ‘PLO state,
Arafat is arresting and exenuting
Paleqtmlan hberatlon fighters- wno

Palest}man movement, in the inter-
ests of U.S. and Israeli imperialism—
‘in advance and without’ solicitation. - |
T Rut Israel refuses ‘tor discuss thess
possibility of creatmg a PLO state on
the West Banl: and: Gaza Strip. The
Israelis are unconvinced that Arafat
is equal to the task of preserving a
- stable regime while holding the
masses of workers and-peasants in
check. They are not ready to give up
the West Bank and the Gaza Strip to
Arafat only to witness his overthrow
a few years or even months later.
- Israel is banking o the eventual,
need of the United States to
intervene against the oil producers.
In this situation, Israel could grab off
extra territory, while a new settle-
ment, clipping the wings of the Arab
bourgeoisie, would end all talk about-

Israeli concessions.

. The Arab rulers have never been-
capable of presenting more than the

. facade of Pan-Arab unity against the:.
imperialists. The regimes of Egypt, Svrla and Iraq
“historically the most vocal advocates of Pan-Arab-
ism, are alwavs ready to stab each other in the hack
fordmmediate advantage. The monarchies of Saudi
Arabia, Iran and Jordan whmh two_ decades aj
‘were cowering before the wave of bourgecis-di
cratic. repub]manlsm headed by Nasser, today “si(

Black September: Guerrillis defend Irbid, Jordin against Hussein’s tro

. most clearly seen in the struggle over Palestine. It

is no accident that the fate of Palestine is one of the -
" central questions driving the Middle East to a new
war. 1t is difficult for the Israelis to recognize the .
existence of a Palestinian nation without admitting
that they have no right to the territory. which_they
oceupy.. Ardfat by setting his sights firmly on the

:secure’in- their own states ‘and occupy. the drw r's

- the forces of Arab natlonahsm ‘have becn unal
" complete the democratic revolution—the st
- to safeguard ' independence, seize the: na
i u%cfal monarghle

“mini-state,”” helps them ﬁfﬁmraud The
Arab regimes, on the other hand, must use the
question of Palestine as the-pivot around which
“they conduct- their intrigues and deals  with the
m1per1ahsts and their own: mutual “rivalry for'
e in the Arab world

£ 1 ‘Pt
O e rd.lbfbbllud!
‘undertaken by
ac,cepted ‘Nasse

e
‘as'in 1956 over Suez, or in the October
only when: the xmpenahsts them-

tasks of the ‘national and bourgeois
the Mi dle East cannot be ad’ueved

" relation to this struggle— *from the outrxght national . °

leadershlp of Palestinian natlonahsm By 196
Fatah had taken ov

gt
Palestine into the sunple,t Tms of Lhe struggle of a
.. displated people to regain their homeland. All
political forces in the Mlddle ‘East are measured m

was an error in génera to
peoples for any a 1an £
a policy of

oppression of the Israelis td the capitulations of Lhe :
Arab bourgeois rulers and Arafat. ‘
Palestinian . nationalism' is *the most mlhtant
-variety of Arab nationalism to emerge in recent
years. It is here that the revolutionary Arab
workers will find the lessons of the’ failure. of
nationalism and the necessity of counterposing to 1t
. —the ‘strategy of ‘permanent revolution. B r
. The Palestinian natxongl liberation movemen has ,

mdependence” ‘of the Palestl
enabling it to- _receive: arm and

In reahty,
more than a smok
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F‘;tah ﬂ)&stei p;'oclm'ming eternal fight for liberation.

exposing the betrayals of the Arab regimes to
imperialism. Fatah-PLO described itself as ‘“‘non-
ideological” and claimed that whether liberated
Palestine was to be socialist or capitalist was a
question to be postponed until the homeland had
been recovered. Finally, Fatah embarked upon a
policy of guerrilla warfare which was to inspire the
P lestinian masses Lo take up arms against Israel in

“popular war.” Glerrilla warfare was exphutly
mun(,erposed to organizing a political movement in
the West Bank, Jordan and Israel.

PFLP

Like Fatah, the PFLP accepted the Menshevik-
Stalinist theory of “two-stage’’ revolution, which in

aims. But~the PFLP formally advocated the
~necessitv-of entending the democratic revolution

reality means limiting the revolution to boutgeois

&

throughout the Arab world as a prelude  to
liberating Palestine. In practice, * this' ‘means .
opposition to the regimes of Lebanon and Jordan
alone, while generally supporting the‘g?)vernments
of Egypt,;Syria and partlcularly Iraq as semi-revo-
lutionary.
The PD

‘P bxoke from the PFLP in 1968,

accusing PFLP leader Habash of not criticizing .

Egypt, Syria and Iraq sufficiently. But the PDFLP
proved no more willing to call for overthrowmg
these regimes. than its parent groun.

Despite the formal “socialist’” ideology of the
groups to the left of Fatah, they are all petty
bourgeois . democratic parties. Where Arafat's
actual program is the consolidation of an
authoritarian bourgeois regime, the PFLP-PDFLP
wing provides cover for left-bourgeois regimes along

the lines of Syria and Iraq. The exact nature of -

these ‘‘Marxist-Leninist”’ parties can be found in
their names. They are Popular Fronts, amalgams of
the forces from all classes to wage the national
revolution on a bourgeois basis, and they deny the
existence of any specifically working-class perspec-
tive_for the struggle against Israel.

DECISIVE TEST

The entire Palestinian nationalist leadership was

This pamphlet contains the rnsolutlcm
black liberation passed by the RSL’s
founding convention in 1973, and two
supplementary resolutions. The RSL is the
‘only organization which correctly under-
stands this question—the most crucial
d¢mocratic question facing American revo-
lutjonaries. ‘

Order from: Haymarket Bonks, 160 N. .
Halsted St., Chlcago, Hiinois 60606
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put to - the decisive test in .1970. Fatah's
~‘non-interference’’ allowed Nasser to connive at the
destruction of the Palestinian threat by Jordan’s
King Hussein.. “Non-interference” provided Nasser
with a blank check to barter away support for the
" Palestinians for the return of the Sinai from Israel. -

in Cairo. This was the signal for Hussein to prepare
the destruction of the fedayeen in Jordan. In a vain
attempt to force Fatah to strike first against
Hussein, the PFLP executed a series of "airline
| hijackings. They landed theplanes-m-Jordan-and —
blew them up. Hussein immediately responded with
a military government and the sporadic fighting
between his troops “and the fedayeen .quickly
escalated into a full scale civil war. The. Palestinians
were crushed in a series of costly battles. The
PDFLP was virtually destroyed. None of the
organizations were able to mobilize the masses into
active support of the struggle against Hussein.
The PFLP and PDFLP did not counterpose a
revolutionary alternative to Fatah. Meanwhile,
Fatah ~was begging Egypt to come to its
rescue—yes, Egypt, which had precipitated ‘the
situation in the first place. Iraq, the-PFLP’s idea of

Palestinians in the event of a showdown, but
promptly withdrew the division it had statiored in
Jordan as soon as the fighting became serious.
Syria sent a large armored force against the
. Jordanian army, but refused to commit its air units.
This permitted Hussein to employ his small -air
force to break up the Syrian attack This action
decided the war. :

The treachery of the Palestmlan 1eadersh1p

As a preliminary gesture of good faith tothe— *ﬁmﬂmrmﬁmwwéﬂ
Israelis, Nasser shut down the Fatah radio station

a revolutionary Arab state, promised to assist the -

continued in the aftermath of Black Sep
‘January, the PFLP joined Fafah-PLO {
ting to Hussein's demand that they disarm the
thousands-strong Palestinian - popular ‘militia

Enough arms were handed over to Hussein to
equip a dmslon with 1nfantry weapon

the fedayeen left in Jordan. This i
‘nationalism acts in the hour of ¢

The Palestinian national
wrecovered from the effects of Bl

the existing Arab reglmes to hb rat

Nasger, fearful oi revolutionary mobxhzatlon of masses,
for wctu

disastets in Jordan of 1970-71 established the limits
of a strategy which appeals to the masses. strmtly:on i
the basis of bourgeom democracy. Today, the PELP
is once again in temporary’ opposition to Arafat;
denouncing him for attempting to .liquidate
Palestinian question from MiG-Eastern politics
when the deécisive moment for revolutionary a
arrives, they will not have prepared the masses
because they have nothing fundamentally dlfferent -
to offer.

The Arab defeat of 1967 was a Lontradlctory
event. By showing the weakness ‘of  the
bourwems rulers, it 1mpe11ed the pett.y bo

more explosivé‘. character
continuing source of unrest for the  bou
regimes. But the petty bourgeois nationalists still
had no fundamental perspective except to-.force
the bourgeois Arab regimes—and later the Umced
States— .to win for them the state they were.
unwilling to mobilize the Arab masses to struggle'
for. This could only be a state carved out in the -
interests of imperialism.

For the Arab masses, the 1967 defeat led t,o a
period of demoralization and passivity. This"
facilitated Arafat’s maneuvers towards the bour-
geois reglmes ‘the PFLP’s policy of isolated

Cont'd. p. 15
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session. The great sxgmflcance of thls
meeting was underlined by its agenda:
the economic crisis. The nosediving
economy and the growing fear of the °
ranks forced these hacks to meet and

put forward a program- to ‘‘combat”
unemployment on paper.
The General Board consists of 450

labor bureaucrats representing all 110

affiliated unions, the state and major "

local federations, and the AFL-CIO
departments (building trades, mari-
time, etc.). Normally, AFL-CIO policy
is set by the Executive Council, a
much smaller body even more thor-

oughly dominated by George Meany,

" and even more insulated from the

ranks. The General Board's customary

.. function is. to rubber-stamp Meany’s
“candidate for U.S. president.
Consequently, the General Board
had not met since 1968. It is so
extraneous to the - functioning - of
Meany’s clique that it did not_ even
meet to deal with the wage freeze of
- 1971-74. Why was it convened this
year?

CO- OPTIVE STRATEGY

The General Board was called. into
session as part of a general co-optive
strategy by the labor bureaucracy

hold over the bureaucracy = 5
political split is developing in ‘the

-supporting it,
- meeting whipping up. ‘the national

this cover. )
. Meany also needs to' streng

ranks of the labor bureaucracy. The
more left-talking types such as
~Woodcock, Chavez and Wurf, support
the McGovern wing of the Democratic
Party. Meany, Abel and the building
trades line up with the Henry
Jackson-Mayor Daley wing. In 1972,

Meany was not completely successful’

in holding the labor bureaucracy to his
line of neutrality in the presidential
elections, and his problerrn will be even
greater in :1976. - Meany used the
General Board meeting to cohere the
bureducracy around - his - program,

giving these hacks some sense of .

having a say in the AFL-CIO
program, having them go on record
and spending the

chauvinist fervor that his program
requires.

Meany needs this control over the
bureaucracy ~for more  than just.
securing his position. ~ His clearly

stated program and the mobilization ~
of the bureaucracy behind it is an

——————attempt’ te—force—the Demoerats 0 cyts_ete, ~Jafe~mere~tllan—_]ust~}nadem

formulate a program-that can be an
alternative to Ford's. In particular,
Meany. wants -to pressure the Demo-
supporting many chauvinist

— &V'“/”'\ —andhis

give the impression of takmg action
against unemployment, in order to

convinee the ranks that all that can be .

done is being done, and that there is
no need to take matters into their
own hands.

Along the same line, the UAW the
Glass Workers and Distributive
Workers have all held rallies in
Washington, and the building. trades
* ‘have demonstrated in many places for
more jobs and against scab construc-
“tion. While the " struggle at this
moment ' can be contained by the
bureaucracy, they know the tremen-
;dou& power that lies below the surface.
‘The ' entire labor bureaucracy is
~working over-time to prevent strikes
~.and wage gams that would. further
1nJure ‘the sagging economy.. To do

“this eff1c1entlv they nieed some kind of
capitulation.

Lcover. to. hide their
Meany s leglblatwe program serves as.

cohort: ﬁa.u;wxusfuub —not vcl,
Mean

tHing=to-implement.

Democrats that he "
bureaucra

MEANY’S PROGRAM

The actual six-point program a-
dopted .by the General ‘Board is
scandalous. It consists of: 1) tax cuts
for individuals and corporations; 2)
cutting down -oil. imports through
energy allocation and gas rationing; 3)
lowering interest rates and channeling
credit into housing construetion; 4)
public works programs; 5) import

restrictions; and 6) increases in food -

stamps, ‘welfare and. unemployment

) agamst the bourgeoxsle in “this pro-

ist measures that they are |

bopes to be able to do thls ‘

’\/Ieany can convince the :
‘has the labor
7 disciplined, his bargain- -

“gram, no’ notion of forcmg “*the
capitalists to pay for the crisis they
have created. Rather,. Meany wants to
solve the problem by increasing
profits and generally strengthemng
U.S. capitalism.

Vital to this is strengthening U.S.
1mper1ahsm The Board meeting was
largely given over to whipping up

national chauvinism aimed at  the-

‘“‘Arab extortionists” in an attempt to
line up the working class to support
the next Mid-East war and a possible

U.S. intervention' there. A host of
\protectxomst measures, under the
cover of saving U.S. jobs, serve

basically the same purpose. Meany
knows that the workers will have to
pay “for his program to protect U:S:
imperialism. He is already calling for
gas rationing and easing environmen-
tal controls as part of his ‘““solution”” to
the energy crisis.

- REFORMS?

The parts of Meany’s program that
sound like reforms— public works, tax

quate. Meany has no way to pay’ for

LULAL igs
A\

"New" Jersey .state and m
_protest. state- w1de ]oh‘

recession, ‘and skyrocketmg i
would = result. The General
managed to_ignore the ques
inﬂation, and for good reason
“solution” to unemploymen
sive inflation.
For this reason, Meany
peddle on this program, ask:
and less and. getting stin .
that. The real purpose’of thi D
is. merely " to, provide™a
Meany. Its demogoglc promise
substitute for fighting thé comp
and the government, a subs"t;ute he
needs to hold the ranks
Furthermore, Meany sp
program is' a drop in the -
compared to what 1s really

calls for an aut,ho
billion above ‘w.
already . allocated.

- crumbs.

Meany and the labor bureaucrats -as
whole owe their first allegnance to th
bourge01s1e ;

' MEANY’ 8 TACTICS

seriousness in fighting for even |
A ‘number of i
including Jennings from t
Stetin from the textile worker.

in Washmgton the closest thing'to'an -
action” proposal adopted by the
Gereral Board w: > 5
federations hold conferences to “mak
elected’ OffIClalS and the general
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L ~to-Meany’s-social.

even more aware’ of- t:he crisis, ‘faung
_the unemponed ”

Desplte the excluslon of the ranks i
. the sell-out program and the complete
" lack of a fighting strategy, the General’
Board meeting presents an“important
opportumty for revolutionaries. Under
" ‘the'pressure of the ranks, Meany was
forced .to place the question ,of the
__economic ‘crisis on the ‘agenda ‘of the
workers” movement. He was forced to
make clear that the entire movement
_ must be mobilized ‘around a common
program, that the struggle cannot be
fought union by union. He was forced
to state his programopenly, presenting
revolutionaries with a- target. Every
union “and Tfionist, inthe AFL=CIO
has their leadership on record in favor
of the garbage passed by the General
Board. Marxists can use this in the
battle to overthrow that program and
. leadership.

REVOLUTIONARY PROGRAM
Revolutionaries must Lounterposev
that is.a real solution to- unemploy

ment and inflation. That program is
the socialist revolution, a program

" that revolutionaries must make o 0f the unemployed and u

Middle East

Cont'd. from p. 13

terrorist actions designed to put
pressure on these'same, regimes, and
finally the rightward turn of Nasser
and his successor Sadat.e .

The October war has restored the
confidence of the Arab masses in their
power to defeat Israel, while the
maneuvering of the last year and the
worsening economic conditions have
further weakened Sadat. Proletarian
rioting has broken out in both Cairo
and Tel Aviv, and theré has been an-
—unprecedented upsurge of pohtlcal
activity among the Palestinians of the
West Bank. Conditions have never
been more favorable for the creation of
a-revolutionary proletarian party in
Palestine. The rising mass movement.
on the West Bank must be seized as an

opportunity to form trade unions of ~
4A£Llab0 rers and other working class

fought for‘today‘ A vital part of that
, program is the sliding scﬁle of hours—
" cutting the work week with no loss of

pay until all are employed This must .

be joined to the struggle for a serious
pubhc works program—jobs for all at
union wages, prov1d1ng the homes,

schools, food and energy that working . -

people need. Rather than tax cuts for -

business; the battle.must be waged to f’

pay for these ‘jobs by taxing  the
corporations and banks.

Militants cannot afford to ignore
the question of inflation—full cost of
living protection for wages, pensions
and welfare. Against Meany's strat-
egy of propping up the ailing capitalist

economy, revolutionaries counterpose

the fight to nationalize industry under
workers’ control. Meany’s program
places the question of imperialism-on
the agenda of the workers’ movement.

The struggle against all' forms of

pmreationism and against the coming
war is essential for the revolutlonary
__program.

““This program must be linked to the

-program a program _ call-for militant action. A one-day

general strike, accompanied by mas-
sive demonstrations, would mobilize
the labor movement and draw_millions
ganized

~ the

tax  cuts
rationing, the war-mong
Arabs and: t

strategy for our
of workmg

policies. ' The revolu

ness and living reality to th
common program of act

While it is unlikely that the bureaus
cracy’s hold over the state conferences
can be broken, the struggle-to do so . .
can -be an important weapon in the
fight to free the labor moverent from{
its reformist leadership-: .

-

ust take advan-‘
cofiferences that are
going to be-held. Locals should pass
resolumons demandmg that the f1rst

and peasant orgamzatlons

Military support is extendeéd to the
Arab nationalist. -leaders, not in.
support of their aim of forcing Israel
to grant'a PLO state on the West
—Bank-and-Gaza-Strip, bu
the struggle to liberate Palestin
whole and topple the *Israeli. s
The task is to heighten-the: class
consciousness of the Arab workers;
show that the national tasks can only
be acLomphshed by overthrowing the

bourgeois regimes, and extend the

__Arab workers hands to Israeli work-
ers on a. class basis. This means
support for-all actions of the Israeli
working class against their - state
combined with a firm line rejecting
Zionism S and the existence of a
separate Israeh state and recogmzmg
the place  of Israeli workers ‘in a
Socialist - Federatlon of the Middle
East.

Finally, the task i$ to ‘warn the

masses that the PLO’s support for'the
“‘ompromise’’ solution- of - the-West

Bank:Gaza Strip ‘state is actually a

repudiation of the struggle to liberate
Palestine. The masses must be warned
that the PLO will attempt to suppress
__any cfforts to utilize this territory as a

- Palestini

base of opératlons to carry the class

t_as_thLsxmggleJO Israel itself, This warn-

Cont'd. from p. 6

movement is tied to the Democrat
Party which has brought war, -
controls and. now Beame's. layoff:
NALC must call for a labor p
fight for the only govemment
will carry out this program—
ers’ government. Only a revolutionary
labor party fighting' for a workers’
government can win the fight against
inflation, layoffs, speed- up, poverty .
and degradation—can win the fight
agamst all Kokomo® Plans forever.

OUTLAW

We call on |
,revolutionary-mmded workers to take
up the struggle for a revolutionary
opposition to Rademacher and Som-
_brotto. One focus for the fight against

" the present union hacks is Outlaw, the

supporters ma.rch in New York dunng Yasr.r Arafat's appearance at the UN.
Despnte revolutionary pose, Arafat’s PLO is nationalist road-block to Palestinian’

‘Israel and the Arab states

'ml—ﬁnﬁa’fs oppW
group in the New York ared. But for !
Outlaw to be capable of building 4
revolutlonary leadership inside the .
postal unions, it must be‘won t&’a
program such as that presented above. '

The
“condemnation” of Israel and Arab

for the guerrillas being
and murdered by Arafat.

past, is a cock-pit: in ~which the
conflicts -of: world *imperialism are
played out. To Leninists, the progres-

sive national struggle which remains

funcompleted is strictly subordinate to.

of irnperial}ist war.
he preliminary period the

conflicting ¥ imperialist - policies are

played out mainly through the at-

tempt to divide, divert and defeat the
anti-imperialist struggle on the part of
the .Arab peoples. The military
‘henchman of world imperialism, Is-
rael; the conservative bourgeois rulers
openly allied with Westérn: imperial-
ism; and the “radical” bourgeois-na-
tionalist rulers = who  mislead the
masses each play a part in this. Only
the most stérile abstentionism, which
is a cloak for opportunist capltulatlon
to Western imperialism, can “‘equate”

connected to'a campalgn‘ “‘nationalism " alike ~(especially when

le East today, as in the

of 1mper1ahsm

Unfortunately, the leadership of
V'Outlaw—supporteré ‘of ‘the Maoist
Revolutionary Union (RU)—has con: . -
sistently fought against the adoption.
of such a program. The RU’s strategy-
inside Out;law,-and in the rest of the
trade unions, is to call on workers to .
“fight harder” without raising the:
need to overthrow capltahsm <Sucha:
strategy is doomed -to defeat.

-.The RU claims to understand the‘
nece551ty of making “the socialist
revolution—yet they fail to war
workers that the working class .as a
whole can only be defended against
capitalism’s deepening crisis by build-
ing a Trevolutionary movement ,
overthrow-it. A leadership which all
to say what is needed, no matter !

“unpopular”’ it may be 'at the moment,
can only betray.. i

- Outlaw’s  limited mxhtant trade
umomsm must be transformed into a
- conscious revolutionary leadership.
Jom us in thlS flght;' ‘

combined with defensism toward the
Israeli imperialist state) is a cloak for
the defense of Western imperialist
1nterests ‘represented by Israel.

The “nationalism” of the Israeli
masses’ signifies their supgport for a
state based on the suppression of the
Arab peoples. They must be broken
from it. The pationalism of the Arab
masses on the contrary signifies their
support for the continuation of the -
anti-imperialist struggle, as well as
their illusions in their bourgéois rulers.
Leninists do not ‘‘counterpose’’ social-
ist revolution and the opposition to
imperialist- war to- the national de-
mands of oppressed peoples, but on
the contrary, flght for these legitimate
and progressive demands while show-’
ing that they" can -only be won in
conjunction with the socialist revolu-
tion. The socialist revolution alone can.
remove the Middle East from the jaws
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-“Rally for Jobs”

by David Franklin

The past few months have seen not
only the massive capitalist offensive

'|.against_auto workers, but_the whole-

sale capitulation of the UAW bureau-
cracy. Having to face the rank and file,
the union tops were forced to, present
at least a facade of a counter-attack.
And seo they presented the February 5
in Washington,
attended by 10,000 union members,
predominantly unemployed  workers.

This ‘“rally”-displayed in clear form=-
--what-notien-of a-fight Woodcock and

Co. plans to wage.
In the broadest sense, the rally was
intended by its organizers to be a

“publicity campaign for the Democratic™

Party—the ‘‘friends of labor.” UAW
vice-president . Doug Fraser and
Woodcock kicked off the festivities;
their talks mingled citing statistics on
how bad the layoffs are with verbal
blasts at the Ford administration and
lots of “‘militant” rhetoric (notable
among the latter being Woodcock's
threat of calling a mass demonstration

at the capital of a quarter of a million -

unemployed). ’ a

FDR RIDES AGAIN.

This .set the stage for a host of
Democratic Party politicians, leading
.up to a climax with Teddy Kennedy.
Walter Mondale began the line-up by
reminding us of the ‘good _old ‘days

-when Franklin Roosevelt  saved us
- from. Herbert Hoover and disaster. In .
fact, Roosevelt almost seemed to be

the man of the hour for the hacks and
politicians. That a man who has been
dead 30 years had to be resurrected as
today’s answer is sign enough of the
reformists’ inability to deal satisfac-
torily with .the crisis from even a

— | hourgeois pointof view-But thefact is—

the “New Deal” neither brought the
economy out of depression nor provid-
ed the solution to the mass misery of
the working class. ) :

The union’s relationship with the

program for congressional action (“A
program for the nation’s people”).
Among the most important-aspects of
this program are tax cuts, unemploy-
ment insurance and public service
employment. -

As for tax euts, this means a tax
rebate (Woodcock called for between
$100 and $200), and a reduction of

i withholdihg taxes for the rest of 1975,

starting July 1.

ance, it is proposed that 1) there be
benefit levels of two-thirds of workers’
full-time weekly wages; 2) this be in
ef‘fect for 52 weeks and perhaps longer
in “emergency sxtuatmns
should be.. no disqualiﬁcatlons for
unemployed through no fault of thelr
own.’
For public service employment the
"bureaucrdcy ‘‘suggests’ that one-half
" of one per cent of the federal budget be

—with-their 5

In terms of unemployment insur-

3) there

gto

8 in_Washi

ublic service” jobs (e.g.,

t unemployment and an
ne-half of one per.cent be

There are other proposed measures
(support ‘of the Kennedy-Corman

health bill) and nice ‘‘suggestions”
(slich as enacting an ‘“‘excess profits”
tax). But taken individually or as a
package, they add up to a miserable
acceptance of the capitalists’ de-
mands. Accepted at face value, only a
fraction of the-unemployed would go
back fo work—‘at an adequate
(subsistence) wage;” for those remain-
ing unemployed, existing 52 weeks at
two-thirds of ‘current wages isn't
exactly living high on the hog. The tax
cuts would only~be a-drop in the
bucket. And all t}us of course, is

tion)forup m—smnai%rgmmng—tabi

Woodcock called ra.lly for ranks to blow off
ing to pre-empt a militant response.

before the demands reach the congres

. But despite the rottenness of the
bureau(.racys program, and despite

" the-obvious anger of the ranks as

expressed at the rally, it is important
to note the pelitical character of that
anger. There were prevailing illusions
among the rank and filers in both the
Democrats and the Woodcock crew’s
ability and desire to solve the workers’

dilemma.. Various pohtlcmn's, particu- -

larly Kennedy, were well received.
There were, of - course, dlfferent
motivations for the ranks’ misconcep-
tions' and those of its “leadership.”
The greatest applause came for the

most “militant” rhetoric mustered for '

the "occasion—for example, when
Woodcock threaténed a mass demon-
stration, and his threats to ‘“make the
rich pay;” and when Democrat Bella
Abzug called for a cut-off of funds to
‘Vietnam “and other military dictator-
ships all over the world.”

" in Ford’s budget proposal),‘and the

—palssome: breathing ‘room.— —

Moreover, - it had ot :be
bureaucracy’s intention to
large a rally. Pressure from
forced the attendance.: %an
were expecting a march and- ce
“mmore than-a- two-hour-rally

The rally took place at a par
con]uncture of the class struggle.
.working class in general . and the
ranks of the UAW-in parti ular, .at
too strong to take the:
offensive sitting down. At
time, the disorienting effects o
crisis, combined with the crassness of
the Republican approach (manifes!

lack of a recognized alternative,
revolutionary leadership, has givén
the bureaucracy and its Democratic

LABOR LIEUTENANTS

This was something the UAW
leadership was well aware of and took
into account as they concexved the
rally—a relatlvely ‘open”’ (and from
their point of view a successful) affai
Despite a social vision limited by the
class standpoint, they have an under
standing of the importance of gaugi
the relationship of class force
Moreover, the, bureaucracy has 1
maintained its position by havmg
bad tactical sense; their apparent
clumsiness in the crisis is the result of’
their aim to preserve the rule of the
auto bosses when such rule means
naked, accelerating misery for 'the
people the union is supposed to
_represent.

As for the rally 1tself it was a slick -
presentation—from the issuing of
identification cards ‘marked “dele-
‘gate” (to give you _‘‘participatory
democracy” feeling), to the last bus
out of the cluttered armory.

Politically-advanced- workers—know-
that the Democratic Party is. a
cesspool. And breaking the mass of
workers from the DP is a necessity.
But the prevailing illusions among
auto workers about the bureaucracy’s

~the—goods— or-at
least its 1eg1t1m y—must be taken

into account; Woodcock is making a -
lot of-militant promises and getting |

away with it. Advanced workers
should demand that this rhetoric be
transformed into a mobilization of the
UAW, not for the Democrats, but into

a counter-offensive against the bosses.

This must involve ta.kmg the lead in
rallying other sections of the- class,

employed and unemployed, black, and
white, organized and unorganized, |
.around a class struggle program: This
mobilization and program was discus- -

sed in the January issue of The ‘Torch.
These demands should be put to the

UAW leadership in order to expose .

these leaders. There should be no

_illusions that they will ‘be imple-

mented. The rank and file under the
revolutionary leadership should be
prepared to take actlon into theu' own
hands




