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By ALBERT LARY

In recent weeks a bewildering series of
threats, concessnons, information ‘léaks
and apparent policy shifts toward Cen-
‘tral “Américan countries have emerged

Y rapxdly from the State Department, ‘with

‘Nicaragua? ‘Will it negotiate with the
" *%al adorean | left? Would it really cut off
he Salvadorean regime?

Whatever the answers to these ques-

. tions, one thread stands out from all the

tangled facts: a rénewed determination

by the U.S. to regain the political,

" economic and military initiative . in
Central America.

AT the moment, State Department
strategy seems to be focused on Nicara-
gua. U.S. officials talk openly about the

ernment as a means to cut off military
aid which they believe is flowing from
Nicaragua to the Salvadorean left. To
do this, they have created a 4,000-man
-army of right-wing Nicaraguan exiles,
based in 10 camps along both sides of

duras. They have committed $20 million
and 50 CIA agents. The agents provide
logistical support for armed raids into
Nicaragua, and train the right-wing
rebels, along with Honduran forces,
in small arms use, sabotage operations,
intelligence gathering and interrogation
(torture).

Over the past year these rightist forces
have attacked bridges,.
sites, army patrols and pro-Sandinista
villages inside Nicaragua. In February

- they exploded a suitcase bomb in

gether, over 200 Nicaraguans have been
killed by the counter-revolutionaries.

- THEIR methods are.those of U:S.-
tramed death squads around the world..
On October 28, United Press Interna-
tional reported that a group of these
well-armed ‘‘contras’’ crossed the Hon-
duran border to attack a peasant village
near El Jicaro, Nicaragua. Juan Angel

e

need to destabilize the Sandinista gov-.

Nicaragua’s northern border with Hon- -

construction

Managua’s international airport. Alto- -

What Is the U. S.
Up to in Central
America?

Blandén, a reservist in the%&mdlmsta
army, was seized along with his stx sons.

“We are not W
“anything like that
gence ofﬁcnal
trymg to kee
ance....”. -

g s%"e '
’% says a U S mtelh-
at, we ' oing is
Managua ofi

The .war ‘is éertainly not ‘secret. Al-

though the outline of the CIA’s destabi
ization plan was first made _public i
March of this year, it becamc muc

more widely known: with The Novembcr .
8 publication of Newsweek’s “Exclusxv’e -

Report on America’s Secret War for Ni-
caragua.’”’ According to Newsweek, the
CIA’s original secret intervéntion ih
Nicaragua began in 1978 under Presi-
dent Carter, but has since grown out of
control and now threaténs to provoke a
full-scale Nicaraguan-Honduran war.
The U.S. is militarizing Honduras at a_
rapid pace. It is improving airport facil-
ities in Honduras and on San Andrés, a
Colombian ‘island near the Nicaraguan”
coast. It is training supporters of ‘ex-
dictator Anastasio Somoza Debayle for
the sole purpose of overthrowing the:.
Sandinista government And ‘it " has
planned a huge joint -military exercise
with Honduras for early next year along
the  Nicaraguan - border,” ‘to.
intimidate the Sandinist

after many months. and mter
,¢econom1c develogéne

things, in turn, create more internal
opposition "to the" Sandinista: govern- |
ment. That—more than’ an . outright
invasion—seems to be the current U.S.:
(Contmued on page 8)
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The following report was
written by an unemployed
Chrysler worker in Detroit.

Resistance to nearly three
years of repeated concessions
has broken into the open among
workers at the Chrysler Corpo-
ration. In mid-October, Chrys-
ler workers in the U.S. rejected
the contract negotiated by
Chrysler management and the
leadership of the UAW. Then,
on November 5, nearly 10,000
UAW workers struck Chrysler
Canada. ’

The major demand of the

striking Canadian workers—is

parity with General Motors and
Ford workers. Though the strik-
ers’ spirits are high, there is
much anger at Chrysler’s at-
tempt to break the strike by
refusing to éven consider a set-
tlement with the Canadian sec-
tion of the UAW until a final
pact is reached in the U.S. (This
is the first year that Canadian
autoworkers have a contract
separate from UAW members

in the U.S.) And Chrysler has

hinted it may move parts and
operations from Canadian
plants to the U.S. to under-
mine the strike.

‘UAW union locals in Wind-
sor, Ontario (center of Chrys-
ler’s Canadian operations and.
across the river from Detroit),
have responded to this threat by
beefing up around-the-clock
.picket lines. The striking work-
ers have also received consider-
" able support from the Canadian
- labor movement. The Windsor
Labor Council, for example, is
supporting the strike and work-
" ers at a Ford local in' Windsor

have voted to increase their dues
to aid the strikers. -

Strong resistance to the strike
is coming from the U.S. news
media. At the outset of the
walkout, Detroit-area TV sta-
tions went to U.S. plant gates to
look for workers who would
condemn their Canadian
brothers and sisters. For days,
they were unsuccessful. Only~
recently have they found a few
workers willing to speak out
against the Canadian strike and
they are being given air time
while workers who support the’

strike are not seen on TV any- '

more. In general, the news
media is working -overtime: to'

"scare people with the prospect

of iricreasing layoffs ifi the U.S.
as a result of the strike., ~ .

The Canadian workers are.’

countering the charges that -a
long strike could bring: down
Chrysler and that the striking
workers would be responsible
for the company’s failure. They
point out that it is Chrysler:
management that has made the-

10,000 Strike Chrysler -

Solidarity Needed With Canadian Autoworkers

strike necessary. The Canadian
workers are well aware that if
management is allowed to keep
making demands on the work-
ers without resistance, the rights
of all autoworkers and the very
life of the union will be threat-
ened. The Canadian workers
also know that concessions are
no solution to the economic
crisis.

Right now, solidarity from
U.S. workers, particularly auto-
workers, is crucial. Fraser and
the rest of the UAW leadership
in the States are not going to
organize it. They oppose any
action against Chrysler. But if
the Canadians win a victory, it
can only help U.S. workers. On
the other hand, if the support
that exists for strikers among
U.S. workers remains largely
‘passive, the longer-range ability
of U.S. workers to resist the
capitalists’ anti-working class
offensive will be weakened. To
combat the anti-union ideas
that are now being spread
around the issue of the Cana-
dian strike, the pro-union forces
must be organized, visible and
vocal.

What happened
inthe U.S.?

The ;’ejection of the U.S. con-
tract negotiated in mid-Septem-
ber was overwhelming—70 per-

.cent voted NO. But the Fraser
.leadership

remains dead-set
against a strike and is entirely
devoted to the concessions strat-
egy to deal with the economic
crisis. In the wake of the
contract rejection, the UAW
leadership refused: to strike and
maneuvered against the more
militant sections of the ranks
who wanted to act.

Fraser and the UAW Na-
tional Bargaining' Committee
wernt back to management and
asked ' for a wage increase.

Chrysler said no; any increase, -

from their point of view, would
only come at the expense of

health benefits. Fraser respond-

ed by announcing to a meeting
of the UAW Chrysler Council

“that he planned to hold a

referendum over whether to
strike November 1 or to wait
and reopen negotiations in Jan-
uary. While the . majority of the

- .officials .on the council backed

the proposal for a referendum,

" Teptesentatives who opposed it
~"and favored a strike were not

‘even given the right to vote on
the proposal.  (In - fact,
ballots had already been printed
and sent to the locals-before the
council even met.) i
“The referendum was held o
October 26. In the five days
leading up to it, Fraser and the
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Striking éanadlan Chrysler workers demonstrate outside the com-

pany’s Pillette Road plant in Windsor, Ontario, on first day of

walkout.

rest of the UAW leadership,
Chrysler and the news media
waged a massive campaign
about how Chrysler would be
endangered by a strike, remind-

ing people that strike benefits.

were only $65 a week, that
Christmas and winter heating
bills were just around the

_corner, etc. The vote was 27,335

to 11,873 to extend the existing
contract until after negotiations
early next year..

Some autoworkers who had.

voted against the contract
hoped a strike could be avoided
and some gains made at the
table if they showed the com-
pany and union leaders they
were massively dissatisfied with
the policies of the past two and
a half years. They thought the
pressure of a large no vote
would be enough and didn’t
understand the need for mili-
tancy and organization to com-
bat both Chrysler and the pro-
concession union bureaucracy.
Other workers were hesitant to
strike, feeling they were in an
objectively weak position.

Old-style trade
unionism will
not work

Unfortunately, the 11,873
workers who favored a strike
were not well enough organized

to overcome Fraser and the
bureaucracy and unite and pull

"into action the broader layers of

‘angry -and dissatisfied workers.
A deeper problem still is that
the old-style trade union tactics
used in times of prosperity will
no longer work.' We must be
clear that we cannot win limited

‘gains or defend what little we

}iavg by fighting back as small,
isolated sections of workers
around our own limited de-

“mands. More and more, we are

facing a unified attack by the
employers and their allies in the
government, the news media,
etc. In each struggle, we must
pursue a strategy of uniting the

various sections of the working
class into one organized mili-
tant force. The past two and a
half years at Chrysler, the
breaking of the PATCO and
rail strikes, the cuts in social

services, are all examples of

what happens if that unity

- doesn’t exist.

Right now, we must move in
the following direction:

1) We must build and
strengthen the ties between mili-
tants in different locals. Only
through organization can an
opposition movement -begin to
combat the blocking tactics of
Fraser and the UAW bureau-
crats, reach out to our co-
workers and gain access to the
news media through demonstra-
tions, press conferences, etc.

2) Oppositionists must draw

into the struggle the section of
Chrysler workers who are mog
sure to be anti-Fraser. We mug
reach out to the 40,000 union
members at Chrysler who areup-
employed. Relief for them mug
be seen as the issue of employeq
workers as well. Actions by up-
employed Chrysier workers in
support of resistance, the devel-
opment of literature explaining
why concessions will not save
jobs and the development of
demands that speak to the issue
of unemployment are essential,
The suffering of the unem-
ployed must not be used by the
people who are responsible for
it to undermine the fight for the
rights of employed workers and
all workers.

3) We must forge ties with
workers outside Chrysler so that
when actions are taken against
both Chrysler and the union
misleadership, we can call on
support from these workers.
The Canadian UAW strikers
have the support of other
unions; we must try to build the
same kind of solidarity.

4) We must organize imme-
diate action in support of the
Canadians. UAW members in
the U.S. must support their
striking brothers and sisters in
Canada. The bureaucrats will
oppose any real support. Out-
side those locals that do support
the ‘Canadian workers, the
ranks should organize their own
support, while fighting those
who wish to block solidarity
action.[] )
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Sethack for Reaganomics

the '82 Elections

By PAUL BENJAMIN

In a campaign where the
economy and Reaganomics
were the overriding issues, the
in ;a
major defeat for the Reagan ad-
ministration and the Republxcan
Party.

Republicans lost 26 seats in
the House of Representatives,

- the largest such loss any first-

term president’s party has suf-
fered since 1922. In the Senate,
where the Republicans thought
it was crucial to increase their
majority, the Democrats held
their own despite having to
defend 20 seats to the Repub-
licans’ 13. A shift of only

. 43,000 votes in five states would
- have enabled the Democrats to

actually recapture control of the
Senate. And Democrats won

‘even more impreSsive gains on

the state level, wmmng seven
governorshlps as well as sub-

.stantial gams in’ state legisla-

ese results give only ‘a
partial mdrcatron of the magm-

tude_of the Republican’ defeat.

In ‘the 1980 elections Rcagan
won a landshde victory in the
presidential race, whrle the Re-

- publican Party as a whole )
gained 33 seats in the House and .

control of the Senate for the

first time since 19.:36 Jubilant
. Repiubli¢ans’ proclaJmed an his-

toric realignment inU.S. poli-
tics, predicting an entire era.of

conservative Republican ‘rule

comparable to the period of
liberal Democratic’ Party domi-
nation that began with Roose-
velt’s New Deal administration
in 1932.

Such dreams of an emerging
Republican majority collapsed
on November 2. The Democrats
were highly successful in mobil-

. izing their traditional support-

ers for the elections. In particu-
lar Black people, who voted in
massive numbers around the
country, gave over 90 percent of
their votes to Democratic can-
didates.

In many cases Blacks, seeking
some protection from the Rea-
gan offensive, supported con-
servative and even racist Demo-
cratic candidates because their
Republican -opponents.-

example, Black voters support-

-ed George Wallace for gov-

ernor, despite his notorious
racist record in the 1960s and
1970s, because his opponent,
according to one Black Ala-
bama politician, was ‘‘a combi-

were:.
even worse. In- Alabama, for-

olitics After

nation of Adolf Hitler, Benito
Mussolini and Tojo.’’ For simi-
lar reasons Blacks helped re-
elect Mississippi Senator John
Stennis, and supported Texas
Democrat Mark White’s suc-
cessful campaign for governor,
although he .openly .opposed
extension of .the Voting Rights
Act while his opponent, the in-

‘cumbent Bill Clements, nom-

inally supported it.

At the same time, blue-collar
workers, who gave Reagan over
40 percent of _their “votes in
1980, supported Democratic
candidates by a better than two-
to-one margin. In fact, almost
every group that voted Republi-
can in 1980 went over to the
Democrats in the recent elec-
tions. - ‘Younger voters, older
voters, white-collar and middle
class voters, women, all sup-
ported Democrats by wide mar-
gins. Among such groups only
wealthy voters eammg at* Teast
$40 000 a year voted)iﬁRepubh-

4

who cﬁumed a deci:
the 1980 elec-
tions VWere humiliated in 1982.
The Natlonal Conservatl\'e Po-
litical Actlon Commlttee tar-
geted 36 Democratlc canmgat%
for’ defeat—and saw 35 of them
win. And the Congressional

" Club - Srgahized” by ultrazcon:

servative Senator Jesse Helms
saw 15 of the 18 candidates it
endorsed go dovwn . in defeat,

.including six candidates in
- Helms$” home “state of North

C‘arolina.i

Unemployment

‘was key issue

Despite all this, the Demo-
crats-did not win a blanket en-
dorserfient from the voters. In-
cumbent’ members of ‘Congress
from both’ pames did extremelyt

- well in.the elections, winning 90"

* percent

percent of their races compared
to only 45. percent -in 1980.

Moreover, in three key Senate..
races—Connecticut, Rhode_ Is-»»’

land and Missoufi—voters re-
elected moderate Republican in-

~cumbents: r'unninggggainsa«,ljb-g

eral ‘Democratic’opponents. -
What . the - election: - results
mean is that in the face of 10.4
unemployment and
mushrooming budget .deficits,
voters are overwhelmingly re-
jecting the Reagan administra-
tion’s economic policies, with-

' 'the Néw' Rrght '

out, howevér, having a clear
idea of what should be done
about the economy.

The popular demand for
action on the economy may lead
to some modification of govern-
ment pohcy, such as token job
programs or minor cuts in the
defense budget. But it is highly
unlikely that the government
will be able to solve the coun-
try’s économic problems, be-
cause neither the Re jublicans
rior thew Democrats ‘¢

hkelfy to mtenslfy the leadership
crisis in ‘the fuling class of this

country. On the on¢ hand, while’

the administration and its con-
servative a.lhes
think they have a program that
will work (slashmg away at so-
cial, programs building up the
nulrtary and relying on private
investment to rescue the econ-
omy), they_no lofiger have the
political clout to carry out their
program. On the other hand,
the Democrats won’t take an
aggressive lead in defining eco-
nomic policy. Their chief goal‘is
to position themselves for the
1984 " elections by pinning re-
sponsibility for the economic
crisis on Reagan and the Re-
publicans.

Most important, neither the
Republicans nor the Democrats
have a workable solution to the
problems of the U.S. economy,

‘let alone the rapidly worsening

international economic crisis.
“As a result, the’ electlons will
only help deepen the economic
and polmcal 'problems of the
country. The goverrlment could

4be paralyzed by conflicts be-

tween the Democrat-controlled
House ‘and ‘the Républican-con-
trolled Senate, or between a
conservativg president and the
coalition of ‘moderate Demo-
crats-and Republicans in Con-
gress. Even if the politicians
avoid such open conflicts, ‘they

can do so only through compro-
. - !

f anythmg, thé elections are

in Congress.

~ office.

mises and half-measures that
will satisfy no one and solve no
problems.

Right-wing
sentiment still strong

This lack of any effective
political leadership, combined

with the economic crisis itself, is .

likely to increase the developing
polarlzanon of U.S.

will be the continued growth of
extreme right-wing ‘movements
and organizations. To be sure,
the New Right suffered a de-
feat in the eclections, leading
some commentators to claim it

November 2 elections were a defeat for Reagan-
omics. Black people, in particular, turned out in
large numbers, supporting even racists like George
Wallace of Alabama to keep Republicans out of

society.
One side™of ’this .polarization:

no longer has a major role to
play in U.S. politics. But the
fact is that while the candi-
dates of the New Right were
beaten, the right-wing move-
ment still retains a strong social
base that had a significant
impact on the 1982 elections.
Racism, in particular, was a
key factor in several state and
local races. In California Tom
Bradley, the Black mayor of
Los ‘Angeles, lost a close race
for governor to right-wing Re-
publican George Deukmejian.
Bradley is an ex-cop who ran a
conservative city administration
and had wide support among
the white Democratic Party
leadership. Early polls gave him
©_(Continued on page 13)

RSL LAUNCHES
1982 FUND DRIVE

Dear Torch/La Antorcha reader:

- A'year ago we appealed to you to contribute generously -
to the Revolutionary Socialist League’s annual fund drive.

We pointed out that with many RSL supporters on layoff or

otherwise strapped financially, our income from their contri-

butions—our largest source -of funds—was declining. Yet

our expenses were going up in spite of various cutbacks we

were making. The result: a financial crisis and our plea for

help from you.

Your contributions hélped us meet the crisis. Thanks to
the success of our 1981 fund drive, we were able to continue
our work through 1982 without having to go deeply in debt.

Now we once again need your he]p. The RSL and its sup-
porters have been hard-hit by this year’s near-depressioii. In
September we were forced to. cut the Torch/La Antorchn‘
from 24 to 20 pages. We have’'bad to cut back ori our already
small staff, making it hardér to produce the papéer and carry’
out other necessary work. And wé havé not beén dble to send
representdtives to- conferences and other evenls that were

d |mportant to attend.

“We know ‘thit’ these ‘are hard times for everyone; but \
your contribution to this year’s RSL fund drive can 'make a
real difference. Won’t you write a check today and help us
continue to bring you the best possible newspaper we can? ’

. (Please make. checks payable to" RSL' or Christopher Z.
Hobson and send to RSL PO Box 1288, .GPO, New York,

NY 10116 )
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Coal Miners Search for Effective Leadership

Coal miners looking for ef--
fective leadership to save their
jobs—and their union—chose
insurgent candidate Rich Trum-
ka to replace incumbent Sam
Church as president of the
United Mine Workers union
(UMW) by a two-to-one margin
in elections held November 9.
Cecil Roberts and John Bano-
vic, who ran for UMW vice-
president and secretary-treasur-
er on Trumka’s ““Why Not the
Best’’ slate, also won easy vic-
tories over Church-supported
candidates.

THE elections took place at a
time of crisis for the UMW. An
expected ‘‘coal boom’’ has
failed to materialize because of
the recession and lower oil
prices. Coal companies are cut-
ting back production, leaving
moré than 30,000  of the
UMW’s 160,000 members un-

insurgents

employed and another 20,000
working short workweeks.

More broadly, the UMW is
rapidly losing its power to
defend miners’ jobs—or any-
thing else—because only 44 per-
cent of the coal mined in the
U.S. is produced at UMW-
organized mines. And the giant
energy corporations that now
dominate the coal industry are
aggressively trying to extend
scab mining even into the
UMW?’s traditional strongholds
in West Virginia, Kentucky and
other eastern states.

Despite these attacks Church
followed a policy of collabora-
tion with the mine owners that
aroused- bitter opposition
among rank and file miners.
Church was appointed to lead
the union by the UMW’s Inter-
national Executive Board (IEB)
in 1979 following the resigna-

tion of president Arnold Miller.
At the UMW!’s convention in
1980 he strengthened his control
over the union’s apparatus
while calling on the membership
to unite behind him for the up-

Dismissal Sought in LA

" DraftR

LOS ANGELES—Attorneys
for David Wayte, the 21-year-
old L.A. man charged with fail- -
ing to register with the Selective
Service System for a future
military draft, have filed a mo-
tion asking that Wayte’s case be
dismissed.. On November 10,
Wayte’s lawyers argued before
federal district Judge Terry
Hatter that the government’s
tefusal to comply with a court
‘order was grounds for dismis-
sal. On October 28, Hatter had
ordered presidential adviser Ed-
win Meese to testify about how
the government had decided
whom to prosecute for non-reg-
istration. He also ordered the
government to turn over various
documents related to draft reg-
istration to the defense.
AS we reported in the last
-issue of the Torch, Wayte and
his lawyers argued in pre-trial
hearings that the government
was only prosecuting public
non-registrants, those young
men ~who had spoken out
against draft registration. Judge
‘Hatter agreed that the defense .
had a point and ordered the
government to turn various doc-
uments over to the court. It was
after reviewing these documents
that Hatter ordered Meese to
testify and the government to
release the documents to
‘Wayte’s lawyers. On November
S, however, government prose-
cutors stated that they wouldn’t

HEYARE

.anti-draft movement.
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Trial of draft resister David Wa

comply with the court order.

Judge Hatter is expected to
rule on the motion for dismissal
during the week of November
15. If Wayte’s case is dismissed,
the government will most likely
appeal the decision to the Ninth
Circuit Court in San Francisco.
No trial date for Wayte has
been set pending the outcome of
the pre-trial hearings.

A dismissal in the Wayte case
would be a major victory for the
anti-draft movement. Of the
approximately one dozen young
men indicted for non-registra-
tion, Wayte would be the only
one to have successfully shown
that the government was carry-

esistance Case

yte could produce major victory for

Torchfoto/Dave Warren

ing out selective prosecutions in
an attempt to prevent resistance
to draft registration. Public
non-registrant Benjamin Sas-
way of San Diego, convicted in
August, attempted to bring up
this point in his trial but was
overruled by the judge. Sasway
is currently out on bail pending
appeal of his case. A victory for
Wayte could be expected to aid
Sasway’s appeal significantly.
MOREOVER, a dismissal of
Wayte’s case would likely force
the government to either begin
indicting non-registrants at ran-
dom—something it has shown

" no inclination to do-—or back

off the prosecutions, []

weep UMW Elections

coming 1981 contract negotia-
tions.

BUT in the contract talks
Church approved a tentative
settlement that gave mine own-
ers new power to subcontract
some operations to non-union
companies. He also gave up
royalties that the companies tra-
ditionally paid to the UMW
pension fund for mining non-
union coal and agreed to other
giveaways. And in a separate
memorandum Church agreed
‘‘in principle’’ to consider com-
pany alternatives to the UMW’s
current industrywide health plan
in future contract talks.

Although the proposed con-
tract also included wage raises
and other benefits, angry min-
ers denounced Church as ‘“Sell-

. out Sam”’ for agreeing to such
. concessions. They rejected the
~"tentative agreement by a two-:
to-one margin and struck for 71 -
days before ratifying a new con-

tract that restored the royalties
and reversed some of the other
takeaways in the original set-
tlement. )

During the contract struggle
Trumka emerged as a leading
spokesperson _for militants in
the union? Trumka is a lawyer
who comes from a coal mining
family and worked in the mines
himself during vacations while
attending college and law
school. After earning his law
degree he did legal work for the
UMW, then went to work in the
mines to establish his eligibility
to run for union office.

IN May 1981, while the strike
was still going on, Trumka
easily won elec_tion to the IEB
from UMW District Four in
western Pennsylvania. Just
cight months later he an-
nounced his candidacy for
UMW president. Trumka then
formed an election slate with
Roberts and Banovic, who also
opposed Church’s tentative set-
tlement and who represented
two of the largest districts in the
UMW,

In the campaign itself,
Church claimed that' he had
won ‘‘prosperity’”’ for UMW

New UMW
President
Rich Trumka.

members by gaining wage in-
creases while other unions ac-
cepted wage cuts or freezes. He
also took credit for bringing
“*stability’’ to the coal fields by
opposing wildcat strikes. At the
same time, he accused his oppo-
nents of being inexperienced
militants who would ‘‘gamble
the future,of the UMW and be
“‘eaten alive” at the negotiat-
ing table. In particular, he
labeled Trumka an ‘‘ambitious
lawyer’’ who lied about his em-
ployment record in order to run
for office and a radical sympa-
thizer to leftist groups who sup-
ported his campaign. Church
also got verbal and financial
support fqr his campaign from
conservative urion leaders such
as AFL-CIO President Lane
Kirkland and Seafarers Interna-
tional Union President Frank
Drozak, as well'as backing from
the right-wing U.S. Labor
Party. .

But such efforts had litte
effect on Trumka’s well-organ-
ized campaign. Trumka and his
running mates promised UMW
members ‘‘no more cOnCes
sions’”’ and ‘‘no more give-away
contracts.” Trumka called
Church a ““bumbling negotid-
tor” and argued that the union
needed more “sophisticated
leadership to defeat the coal
companies’ union-busting ¢
tics. ' And he denied Church’s
red-baiting charges while ac‘:cus-
ing Church of relying on ‘‘out-
siders”’ to finance his campaign-

DESPITE Trumka’s militant
rhetoric, however, he and his
running mates have given little
indication of how they plan 10
lead the union through this dif-
ficult period, and it remains to
be seen what policy they W!
follow now that they are i
office.[]

Jubilant Eddie Carthan lea
in murder trial.

By MARK KOSTOPOUL(

Eddie Carthan, former n
or. of Tchula, Mississippi,
found - innocent of mu
charges by an all-Black
November 3. Carthan, a B
man, had been accused
paying others to murdel
political opponent. The ver
comes on the heels of a 2,{
strong demonstration Octc
16 demanding Carthan’s f
dom.

DURING the trial, Cart
and his supporters attempte
show that the white power
tablishment of Tchula
framed Carthan in an effor
eliminate him and discout

~ Black political action’ in

majority-Black area. The ]

‘was* easily convinced, tak

only 45 minutes to reach
verdict. The verdict was
important victory for BI
political rights but the fight g
on to free Eddie Carthan, +
remains in jail on other chai
dreamed up by the po
structure of Holmes Cou
and the state of Mississippi

The white officials and b
nessmen of Mississippi h
never accepted the gains m.
by Black people in the 19¢
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Racist Frame-Up Turned

show that the white power- es-
tablishment of Tchula had
framed Carthan in an effort to
eliminate him and dlscourage
Black political action in this
majority-Black .area. The jury
was easily convinced, taking
only 45 minutés to reach the
verdict. The verdict was an
important ~ victory. for Black
political rights but the fight goes

" on to free Eddie Carthan, who
remains in jail on other charges-

dreamed up by the power
structure of Holmes- County
and the state of Mississippi.

The white officials and busi- -

nessmen of Mississippi have
never accepted the gains made
by Black people in the 1960s.

DURING the trial, Carthan
and his supporters attempted to.

Carthan s eleéction as mayor of
Tchula'in 1977-he was the first

Black to be elected mayor ofa *
, fi'in the MissisSippi.
Delta since Reconstruction—-

sent shudders through the white
‘power establishment.

Tchula, a town of 1,900, 81
percent: Black,

Louisiana, Arkansas ‘and Mls-
sissippi. Unemployment is ‘over

30 percent, 66 percent of the, .

people receive welfare, 81°; ‘per-

cent of the housing units are
classified as deteriorating; and

47 percent have no mdoor
plumbing. When™ Carthan® was
elected, he took some small but

_significant steps to alleviate

these conditions. Federal mon-

ies. were obtained, daycare and -

nutrition projects.set up and
new industries vigorously
sought.

IT was this last pomt which
perhaps most scared the white
planters. The planters depend
on high unemployment and lack
of alternative work to create a

large pool of farm labor that’

can be employed for- next to

nothing. So when their attempts |

to co-opt Carthan failed and he
rejected a $10,000 bribe, they

- Dale, as

is not unlike:
many of the “majority-Black .
towns in the river-delta‘aréas of'

opened a campaign of harass-
ment and obstructionism.

In 1978 the white establish-
ment won control of the five-
member town governing board,
when a Black anti-Carthan can-

" didate was elected to fill a seat

left vacant by a Carthan sup-
porter. The new  alderman,
Jacyne Gibson, then joined with
the sole white alderman  and
another anti-Carthan Black al-

. derman, Roosevelt Granderson,

‘to defeat all of Carthan’s

+ proposals. The dispute between
" the mayor and the board grew
- more bitter as the board major-

ity locked city hall, refused to

.. pay city salaries, reduced the

mayor’s salary and stopped

_ attending town board meetings.

The conflict climaxed in April
1980, when Mayor Carthan ap-
pointed a Black#man, John
ting police chief. The
oard quickly appointed a white
man J1m ndrews, to the post,

% Carthan and six
/ 0 -the stanon to

nt.in‘ the: scuf-
Hat ofﬁcer is

alone. In October 1981 Carthan
sentenced to. three more

revolved arotund a scheme by a
state 6fficial and a biisinéssman
to steal a $32,000 loan made to

admlts forgm :
in order tofcarry

(&
murder of Roosevelt Grander-
son on June 28, 1981. Two out-

Back in Mississippi

of-state men were quickly ar-
rested and charged with the
murder, which occurred during
a store robbery. County offi-
cials immediately tried to link
Carthan to the murder. Origin-
ally all the men arrested denied
knowing him. But under intense
pressure from the county sheriff
and district attorney, two of the
five men eventually indicted
went along with the story that
Carthan had promised to pay

them for killing Granderson
and undisclosed others. But the
jury was not convinced and
sided with the growing move-
ment to free Carthan.

JACKSON, Mississippi, was
host to approximately 2,000
Black, religious, student and
political activists demanding
Carthan’s release on October
16. The march attracted partici-
pants from as far away as Cali-
fornia, New York and Minne-
sota. The spirited multi-racial
group chanted and sang as it
walked eight miles through the
city’s Black neighborhoods to
near the state capital. The
crowd was addressed by activ-
ists Dick Gregory, Anne Braden
and Southern Christian Leader-
ship Conference President Rev.
Joseph Lowery Separate rallies
were held in 27 cities across the
nation.[J

1,500 Demonstrate
in D.C. Against Klan;
KKK Says It Will
| Marehf November 27

WASHINGTON, D.C.
More than ‘1,500 anti-Klan ac-
tivists gathered in -the nation’s
'capxtal for a November 6
“March Against the Klan, Rac-

ism and Anti-Semitism and For

Jobs, Justice and Equality.”
The: anti-Klan protest, which
began at the Capitol building
and marched to the White
House, was organized to coun-
ter the plans announced by a
newly-formed confederation of
Ku Klux Klan groups to hold a
rally on the same date here. The

anti-Klan protest was sponsored -

by the National Anti-Klan Net-
work, the All-Peoples Congress
and the Péeople Against Racism
and the Klan, as well as by num-
erous local and national anti-

- racist and anti-Klan organiza-

tions.

Though the Klan confedera-

" tion canceled its November 6

march, it has since announced
that it will stage a major rally in
D.C. on'November 27. The con-
federation, which recently
united seven former rival KKK
factions, clauns a membership
of 60,000 and says it will march
through the streets of the na-
tion’s capital in white robes and
hoods. The: KKK has not held a
major rally in'D.C. in over 50
years.

Plans for an anti-Klan coun-
ter-protest on November 27 are

now being made by various
local D.C. groups. As of this
writing, the precise nature of
this anti-Klan mobilization has
not yet been decided on.

Orgarizers of the November
6 anti-Klan demonstration
termed the effort an “‘important
victory over the Klan,” since
the Klan confederation had
cited the expected .size of the
anti-Klan protest as a major
factor in its decision to cancel
its scheduled march. However,
it is possible - that the Kian
deliberately outmaneuvered the
anti-racist movement by draw-
‘ing it into a November 6 na-
tional mobilization, thereby
weakening its ability to organ-
ize a protest on the 27th. That
this - maneuver may have- been
successful:is suggested by the
fact that all three coalitions that
were the principal organizers of
the November 6 action have
already indicated that -they ‘do
not plan to organize a second,
national counter-demonstration

for November: 27. . This ~will -

leave the main burden ‘for an
anti-racist counter-protest on
various local D.C. groups and
might result in a smaIIer anti=
Klan turnout.

The RSL is actively organ- .
izing for the November 27 anti-
Klan protest. For information
and " transportation —arrange-
ments, call: (212) 695-6802. t:.?*
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Part Four

A neo-colony

of the

Part one of this series de-
scribed life in the French colony
-of St. Domingue (Haitiy—where
a ruthless white ruling class used
the labor of 700,000 African
slaves to create the world’s
richest colony. In parts two and
three, we followed events as the
staves rose up for their freedom,
defeated the slave masters and
defended themselves against a
series of European colonialist
- interventions. We left off in
1804. Haiti was free at last, the
second independent nation in
the New World dnd the only one
where slavery had been - abol-
ished. .

By WILLIAM FALK

Compared to the turbulence of
the 14 years of the Haitian
Revolution, the decades of the
nineteenth century were rela-
" tively uneventful ones for the
Haitian people. . S

Internationally, France an
the other colonial powers reluc-
. tantly accepted that they could
not force the Haitian people
back into slavery. But at the
same time, they sought to-
isolate the country out of fear
that the Revolution would in-
spire revolts elsewhere. They
refused to recognize or open
relations with Haiti, in much

“the same way that, during the

1950s and ’60s, the U.S. refused
to recognize the People’s Re-
public of China. :

Inside Haiti, the masses of
people were exhausted by the

United States

pean speech and manners that is
common in Latin American
elites.~Fhey began to consider
themselves a separate and su-
perior race from the majority of
Haitian people.

A smaller section of the
ruling class was made up of
generals in the army, and they
were typically dark-skinned and
from the northern provinces.
The two groups jockeyed for
governmental power. From
1806-1820 the nation was di-
vided into two countries, one
ruled by the mulatto elite and
one ruled by the Black elite.
Later the rivalry led to many
coups d’etat.

This rivalry and the heritage
of the Revolution prevented the
ruling class- from building a
strong State apparatus. For
instance, by 1826 hundreds of
thousands of Haitians were
growing food on small plots and
refused to work on those sugar
plantations that still existed. The
entire ruling class united behind
a complex set:of new laws
designed to force the peasants
back ‘onto the plantations.

But the new laws were ‘uni-
versally ignored. The army, in
which every' able-bodied man

- outside of the elite had to serve,

could not be used, as it had been
in the days of Toussaint and
Dessalinés, to enforce labor
discipline. The soldiers were
simply not willing to " take
actions their communities dis-
approved of. ;

The ruling class learned to be
content with money from land

years of war and they had

‘neither the skills needed to

govern nor any organization to.
unite them (except for the army,
which was built on commands
from the top down). The major-
ity of people turned to the
struggle for day-to-day exist-
ence. Meanwhile, a new ruling
class, about five percent of the
population, emerged and took
control of the country. ‘

The majority of the elite were .
descendants of mulattoes who
were freed persons and property !

owners in the southern prov-
.inces before the Revolution.

fetish for light skin and Euro-

3

pendent Haitian people.
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Emergence of ruling class—dominated by pro-Eurp_ean mulatto
These people fully embraced the elite—in 19th century meant continued oppression for newly inde-

rents and government salaries.
They adopted aristocratic val-
ues. that made a virtue of the
inactivity that was forced on
them by their relative weakness
vis-a-vis the Haitian peasantry
on one side, and the world’s
powers on the other.

By mid-century the central
government had little influence
outside the vicinity of the major
cities. In the countryside it
neither recorded births, mar-
riages and deaths nor collected
taxes. Roads, wharfs, irrigation
works and everything else dete-
riorated. The Dominican Re-
public, which off and on had
been part of Haiti, became a
separate, country for good.

"A little less than 30 percent of
all Haitians now owned and
farmed small plots. About an
equal number were squatters,
farming plots that were theirs in

“practice but not legally. An-

other 30 percent were farming
land owned by someone else
and paying a share of each
year’s crop as ‘rent. Coffee,
which grows wild on -Haiti’s
hillsides, replaced sugar as the
main cash crop.

Imperialists
‘gain influence

Throughout ' the nineteenth
century, Haiti became more and
more of a neo-colonial country.
Both sections of the ruling class
were apt to offer concessions to
foreign governments to win sup-

¥

U.S. Marines on_patrol in Haiti

port for their various power
bids. And Haiti accumulated a
large foreign debt, beginning in
1825 when France demanded
huge reparations in exchange
for recognizing Haiti’s indepen-
dence. The debt from this pay-
ment alone had to be refinanced
many times over (claims from it
were not fully settled until 1952).
Later many loans were taken
out in the name of the Haitian
government simply to line the
pockets of whoever was the
current president and his cron-

- ies. France, Germany, England

and the U.S. all began to play a
major role in Haiti’s govern-
ments.

The final step in the conver-
sion of Haiti into-a neo-colony
came when the U.S. invaded in
1915. Between 1900 and 1916,
the U.S. sent troops to nearly a
dozen countries in the Carib-
bean basin. In each country the
troops went in-on one pretext or
another but the overall goals
were to crush or prevent rebel-
lion against U.S. commercial
and political domination of the
region and to prevent rival
imperialists from gaining a sig-
nificant presence.

The U.S.’s specific interest in

~ Haiti stemmed largely from its

position ‘on the Windward
Passage, through which most
_traffic to the Panama Canal and
Central America must sail. The
U.S." Navy controlled the
Passage from its base in Cuba’s
Quantanamo Bay but was wor-
ried a rival imperialist, perhaps
Germany, might get Haitian
permission for a navy base at
Mole St. Nicolas.

The U.S. Marines landed in

the Haitian capital, Port-au- .

Prince, on July 28, 1915. They
met little resistance, although

- the residents who used their

second story windows to shower
Marine patrols with ‘‘household
waste”.proi')ably came close to
approximating the national feel-
ing. . ' '
The U.S. installed a client
president and declared martial
law. They took control of the

THE HISTORY OF HAITI— BLACK PEOPLE]|

£

in 1919.

customs house and the govern- .
ment treasury. U.S. banks took g

over the entire Haitian debt,
Marines both patrolled the
country and took the command
positions in a newly formed
Gendarmerie d’Haiti (later re-
named Garde d’Haiti). In short,

the U.S. took every significant

position of power. A few years
after the invasion, the U.S.
wrote and forced the adoption
of a new constitution that,
among other  things, dropped
the prohibition against foreign-
ers owning property in Haiti
that had been part of every
constitiition since Dessalines.

Revolt against U.S.
forced labor

One of the immediate goals |

of the occupation forces was 10
build a road system. Beginning
in July 1916, peasants were
ordered to pay a tax or report
for work on the roads. By
means of the corvée, as the
forced labor system was called,
470 miles of road were built. In
some places, peasants Wwere
roped together in gangs while
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STRUGGLING TO BE

they worked and kept way
beyond the supposed limit of
three days each. Some corvée
workers were taken to labor on
the farms of local officials. A
rumor swept the island: The
whites have come to restore
slavery, the corvée is only the
beginning

For the first tune, popular
revolts against the U.S. broke
out. In the north, thé'revolt was
headed by Charlemagne Péralte,
a member of the Black elite
who quite openly wanted to use

_the rebelling peasants to defeat

the current client president and
then ‘‘unite with the better
American element which has
already won its laurels in Cuba,
Puerto Rico, - the Philippines
and the Isles of Hawaii.”” What-
ever the motives of the leaders,

“the fight of the Cacos, as the
rebels were called, gained the

support of at least 20 percent of
the population.

The Cacos numbered about
16000 and were armed with

machetcs, clubs and pnmmve(

riflesi’ The - client government’s
Gendarmerie - numbered . 2,700
and the U.S. Marines numbered

1,400, but they had machine .

guns and airplanes. . By May
1920, about 19° months after

their initial uprising, the Cacos
#were defeated.

By thls tlme Gcrmany had

been eliminated as a rival naval
power and, all things being
equal, the Marines would have
begun to leave the country. By
1924, for instance, the last
Marines Ieft the Dominican Re-
public and the pro-U.S. strong-
man Rafael Trujillo soon took
over. But there was no strong-
man to leave in charge of Haiti
—partly because the first Ma-
rine commander felt no Black
person could be trusted with a
gun—and the Marines stayed
on.

Racist hypocrisy

- The official purpose of the
occupation was now ‘‘Uplift””
—the idea that Haitians were
not fit to govern themselves.

_ The true face of ““Uplift’’ is best

shown by the 1927 Haitian bud-
get, drawn up by the U.S. Only

--about $1 million was due in loan

payments g,hat year, but the
. instituted accelerated re-
yment of Haiti’s debt. Over
$2 6>mllho% of-the budget went
to U.S. banks. About $1.4

million went for public con-
struction projects, and about
$1.3 million to the Gendarm-
‘erie. Publi¢' health, the agn-

cu]ture servxce and publlc in-

struction received only $0.7
million, $0.5 million and $0.4
million, respectively.

The U.S. made some steps to
re-establish plantation agricul-
ture in Haiti, including land
surveys. But serious attempts in
this direction were warded off
by the clear difficulty in forcing
the peasants off their land. Be-
ginning in the 1920s, however,
the United Fruit and General
Sugar Companies induced
20,000 Haitian workers a year
to go to Cuba for seasonal labor
at $1 a day, below typical
Cuban wages but five times the
wage in Haiti.

Along with their machine
guns, the U.S. brought to Haiti
tons of racism, arrogance and
colonialist hypocrisy. ““The peo-
ple of Haiti have had no imme-
diate contact with a superior
cultivation and intelligence such
as the megroes of the United
States have had. . . ,”” wrote the
administrative commander of
the occupation in 1921. ““They
are real m------ and make mno
mistake—there are some very
fine looking, well polished men
here but they are real n--s
beneath the surface,”’ wrote the
head of the occupation in 1916.

In private the Americans often

expressed scorn for the Haitian
elite, - whom they considered
““uppity,”’ and spoke of the .af-

fection they felt for the Haitian
peasantry. At the same time,
though, they described the pea-
santry as having ‘‘semi-ape’s
brains”’ and dismissed the reli-
gion, art and whole culture of
the Haitian people as silly and
uncivilized.

Uprising ends
occupation

Finally in 1929, pent-up re-
sentment against the occupa-
tion again broke out. The world
depression had sent coffee
prices plunging and Haitian
government revenues dropped
dramatically. The education
budget was cut and in October
(elite) students at an agricultural
school walked out. The protests
of the students were- soon
engulfed by broader, more pop-
ular demonstrations. Strikes in
all the major towns denounced
the U.S. and peasants began
protesting new taxes on alcohol
and tobacco.

U.S. Marine strength was low
because troops had been trans-
ferred to Nicaragua to fight fol-
lowers of Sandino and a pan-
icky commander wired Wash-
ington that: “‘Loyalty of the
Gargie now very question-
able.... It is therefore re-
quested that strength of the
brigade be immediately in-
creased by 500.”’

On December 6, outside
Cayes, 1,500 peasants armed

with stones, machetes and clubs .

surrounded a detachment of 20
newly arrived Marines armed
with automatics. The Marines
fired 600 rounds, killing 12 and
wounding 13.

The killings and a U.S. Navy
show of force ended the 1929
uprising, but the uprising alsc
ended the U.S. occupation.
Convinced that they could never
create the strong pro-U.S. gov-
ernment of their dreams, and
unwilling to keep the Marines in
Haiti forever, the U.S. cut bait.
Within three months, the U.S.
announced it was getting out.

By October 1930 a new
Haitian government had been
put together, one that openly
opposed the occupation but did
not oppose U.S. domination of
the region. By 1931 direct U.S.
control of the government de-
partments was ended. By 1932,
a new constitution was passed
and on August 14, 1934, the last
U.S. troops were withdrawn.

In many ways life for most
Haitians was just the same
during and after the occupation
as it was before. They still had
their land and their freedom in
the sense that no-one told them
what to do on a day-to-day
basis. But the detente between
the peasants and the ruling class
was over. The state that the
U.S. left behind in 1934 was
stronger than any Haitian state
in 100 years. And it was directly
beholden to an imperialist
power for its existence.

[Next part: the regimes of
‘“Papa Doc”’ Duvalier and his
son, Jean-Claude.]

Below we are reprmtmg an
article by Patsy Christie in the
September27 -October 26, 1982,
issue of the Forward, news-
paper of the Revolutionary
Marxist League of Jamaica,

:sister organization of the RSL.

Over the years the capitalist
class, through their various
‘organizations and their state,
have organized what they call
“‘beauty’” contests. These spec-
tacles bring together mainly

:middle class and upper class
- women to compete among

themselves and to be used as sex
symbols.

. DESPITE what the organizers
of these contests would have us.
believe, these events only serve
to reinforce the sexist, racist
and dog-eat-dog ideas and mod-
els that dominate the capitalist
society in which we live. Thus
the young women who enter
- these contests are like crabsina
barrel or cattle at Denbigh who
are vying to be adjudged the
most beautiful girl in the contest
and, supposedly, all of Jamai-
ca. To this end, like slaves at the
slave auctions of old, they have
to endure the appraisal, com-
ments and sometimes boos of

the many men in the audience.
‘And be judged by a panel of 16
‘men and six women judges. All
in the hope.of being accepted as
a beauty.

Beauty here is not concerned
with such human quahtles as in-
telligence, mdustnousness,
courage, .determination, kind-
ness, cooperatlveness or initia-
tive. It involves almost purely
physical : qualities stuch. as

‘‘best’ smile, walk, legs, figure,
etc.

these contests is Buropean-
oriented. So, through the years
very few Black women, particu-
larly those with low, natural
hair, have ever won the local

beauty contest. Yet the Jamaica
imingly

population is overw:e
of African descent. In fact the

- MOREOVER, the standard
-of physical,beauty involvedsvin

racist. outlook (white Anglo-’

Saxon [European] is good/
beautiful; Black/African is
bad/ugly) is so deeply imbedded
in the Jamaican and the whole
beauty contest scene that there

" are many who feel that Jacque-

line . Breakspeare, who has a

slimmer ‘““more European’’ fig- -

ure, should have won Miss
Jamaica World ’82 in front of
Cornelia Parchment, who

‘the “plump” side.
any of these per-

is ‘the European-domx-
iss ‘World ‘Contest in
. It is here that the
of the present -beauty
contests reaches its heights.
The capitalist character of
these ‘contests can be plainly

seen in the way various capital-
ist businesses ‘‘sponsor”’ the
various contestants whom they
then exploit through modeling,

public appearances and adver-- .

tisements, in order to sell their
products. Through this, they
make tremendous profits in
addition to the profits which
they make out of the contest
shows themselves.

THE two or three women who
are chosen winners in the beauty
contests may make some
amount of money in the capital-
ist marketing process. However,
they do so on the basis of being
used as sex objects at the
expense of their own worth and
dignity. If you don’t believe this
check the Gordon’s Gin TV ad:

" In this ad a sister in 2 bathsuit is

bcmg used to sell gin. Accord-
ing to the ad “John- Breeze™
(the white expatriate distilling
expert) ‘‘not only has great taste
in gin but after work he has
great taste too.” In. other

words, the girl in the bathing

suit is just as much a commod-
ity for John Breeze’s pleasure as
the bottle of Gordon’s Gin. Our
TV screens carry several such
sexist ads featuring beauty
queens and beauty contestants.

The truth is that under capi-
talism beauty is truly ‘‘only skin
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deep’’ and even then only if it
serves the profit motives of cap-
italism. In these stakes the
ordinary working woman with
her plain face, work-hardened
hands, body fattened by contin-
val child-bearing and who is
unable to afford the beauty aids
in jars and the fancy health
studios, doesn’t feature. People
—men and women—should
look after their bodiés and their
minds .and should try to be in
the best mental and physical -
shape of which they are capa-
ble. But not in the competitive,
racist, sexist style of capitalist
beauty contests. :

WHAT we need is not beauty
contests bt a sfr‘uggle”for more
and better education, jobs, .
recreational, social welfare and
children’s servicesy ‘and mater-
nity/abortion ‘and othcr rights
for women. Instead of: beauty
contests, women must _demand
cultural and - other programs
that build up women’s umty,
self-confidence and self-rmage
Programs like ' the ‘women’s
theater cooperative - Sistren.
Workmg women and men, con-
scious women and men, must
build a struggle for these things .
and never stop fighting until we
achieve thefn to a fullness
socialism.[J  * ‘
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(Continued from page 1)
strategy for Nicaragua,

In El Salvador, meanwhile, a military
and political deadlock continues. The
rebels remain strong and, in a three-
week October offensive, consolidated
their control over large parts of three
northern provinces—Chalatenango, San
Miguel and Morazan. Only days after
Salvadorean Defense Minister José Gui-
llermo Garcia declared that the rebels
were in their ‘‘death throes,” success-
ful attacks were launched in seven
provinces and the capital city of San
Salvador. Twenty small towns were
seized by the rebels and held for several
days. One hundred and nineteen govern-
ment soldiers were captured, along with
250 guns and 80,000 cartridges. Guer-
rilla actions paralyzed transportation
throughout the country and left 40

percent of the nation without electric

power for two weeks. Trains, buses,
crop-dusting planes, and the country’s
only oil refinery were attacked by the
rebels as ‘part of their strategy of
economic sabotage.

WITH $239 million worth of U.S. aid,
modern equipment, 50 U.S. military

advisers, and 3,500 U.S.-trained special -

troops, the Salvadorean military can still
do no more than hold onto the cities and
a small portion of the countryside along
the coast. The army itself admits that in
the past year it has lost over 1,000 dead
and 2,500 wounded, while rebel losses
have been 600-700 dead and an unknown
number wounded. ; )
Yet déspite its-persistent strength and
growing ability to coordinate attacks on
a national scale, the rebel coalition, the
Frente  Democrético Revolucionario-
Frente Farabundo Marti para Libera-
cion Nacional (FDR-FMLN), is far from
winning a decisive military victory. In
recent months, it has taken serious losses
from among its leadership core. In
August, Honduran forces captured six
‘Salvadorean guerrilla leaders in the
Honduran capital, including a top
FMLN commander, Alejandro Monte-
negro. The six were apparently handed
ovér to the Salvadorean government. At
" about the same time, Saul Villalta, a

Pan American World Airways
announced October 1 that it wants
no part of the Immigration and
-Naturalization Service’s (INS) de-
portation death . flights of Salva-
dorean’ refugees. This followed a
similar announcement by Western
Airlines in September. Western gave
up the flights under pressure of a
nine-month national refugee defense
campaign. The Revolutionary So-
cialist League has been active in this

Committee in Solidarity with .the
. People of El Salvador (CISPES).
Following -the’ Western -victory,

- whatever airline might try to pick up
the INS’s bloody business. Several
reports, including one from an INS
source, pointed toward Pan Am.

work through its participation in the

_ solidarity movement activists began
preparing.a new campaign against. .

But the October 1 announcement by
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leader of the FDR, was caught inside El
Salvador. All have since disappeared
from sight and may be dead. ‘
Nineteen  more pro-FDR activists,
including almost the entire remaining

leadership of the FDR inside the coun-

try, were seized by a right-wing army
faction in separate raids in mid-October
—a move reminiscent of the 1980 kid-
napping and murder of over 20 FDR
leaders. One week later the Salvadorean
Defense Minister announced that eight
of the 19 were being held under the state
of siege law, charged with conspiracy

o

peared to be part of a rightist counter-
strategy to eliminate all remaining
moderate pro-FDR leaders inside El
Salvador and thus cut off any attempt at
dialogue between the U.S.-backed re-
gime and the rebels. ]

U.S. Ambassador Deane Hinton, who
at first assured reporters that this
“regrettable incident’” had not been
done under Salvadorean government
orders, was seriously embarrassed when

the army later admitted holding the -

eight. ““This just won’t do,” sputte{ed
another U.S. official. ‘“We’re not living

in Cenfras

@

Amert

influential

against an army  officer

linked to the killing of two American £8

officials in 1981. Plus the Spiraling

number of deaths and disappearances at
the hands of the government’s Treasury &

Police. Thirty-eight thousand people
have died in El Salvador’s three-year
civil war, 80 percent of them civiliags
killed by rightist thugs.

All this lies behind Ambassador Hip-
ton’s sharp warning to a group of Sal
vadorean businessmen on October 29
that U.S. aid might be halted unless the
worst of the atrocities end. The U.S,

Szilvaddrean troops 'on’parade. Deadlock in Salvadorean civil war is forcing

settlement.

increased diplomatic maneuvers for negotiated

ca?]

and sabotage. The fate of the other 11 is
unknown. . L
U.S. officials, who have been trying
to strike a more conciliatory note toward
the Salvadorean rebels, were not pleased
by the latest arrests. Current U.S.
strategy aims to split the FDR-FMLN
coalition and draw some of the more
moderate leftists into a 1984 election
campaign while redefining the rebel
armed forces as mere ‘‘rural bandits.”
This strategy requires building up the
more moderate forces in the Salvado-
rean government and weakening the
right-wing factions, led by Roberto
D’Aubuisson. The mass arrests ap-

Pan Am Refuses INS Death Flights

Pan Am’s senior vice president,
Stephen Wolf, left no room for
doubt. ‘
According to Wolf: ‘“...Pan
Am’s position . concerning the  de-
portation of these refugees is the
same as that of Western Airlines as I
understand it, namely we will only
carry passengers bound to or from
El Salvador if they are traveling on a
- valid passport. As a result, we have
informed U.S. Immigration that we
cannot participate in deporting Sal-
vadorean refugees.... [We] fre-
quently refuse to carry passengers
~ where to do so. would .involve ex-
_posing these innocent passengers to |
" .volatile political situations where
their safety cannot be assured and
where they might be innocent vic-
tims of political extremists. ...
. ““We consider the current situa-
tion in El Salvador to be of this

- carrying the Salvadorean de-

‘ment, ‘the small Salvadorean air-

in the era of the Spanish Inquisition.”
And U.S. Under Secretary .of Defense
Fred Ikle promptly caught a plane to
San Salvador to scold his puppets.
The Reagan administration is now
quite worried about winning congres-
sional approval of more aid to the
Salvadorean regime. Under current re-
strictions for on-going aid, the admini-
stration must certify every six months
that progress is being made in improving
El Salvador’s human rights situation.
These latest arrests throw the next certi-
fication, due in late January, in doubt.
Another factor is the recent failure of

- two’ Salvadorean judges to take action

nature and have so advised INS. ...
With Western’s withdrawal, we
were probably the next in line. In
any event, our policy is known and
understood by INS and we are not

portees....” .

Letters have now been sent to
eight other U.S. and Mexican air-
lines that could, under present route
schedules, be asked by-the INS to
carry the deportees. The airlines are
being informed of the Western and
Pan Am decisions and are being
asked to adopt a similar. policy. )
- In a recent, ominous develop-

line, Taca, has just opened offices in
Los Angeles for the first time. Co-
incidence? Perhaps, but we’ll be
watching closely to see whether the
INS is preparing yet another option
for its death-flights. .

must regain the upper hand in Central
America if its strategy is to work. That

means weakening the Sandinistas, curb-|
ing the far right in El Salvador, and &%

driving a2 wedge between the FDR and
the FMLN. Can it -work? In the short
run, possibly.

THE relatively weakened economic
and diplomatic bargaining power of

such key regional states as Mexico and i
Venezuela makes it easier for the U.S. £

and its puppets to ignore their peace
proposals. Honduras recently thumt?ed
its nose at a Mexican offer of mediation
in the Nicaraguan border conflict.
Nicaragua, already shaky from natural
catastrophes, a dependent economy, and

. a huge debt, may be forced into signifi-

cant concessions through the U.S.’s
dirty. war tactics on its border.

In El Salvador, Army General Garcia @
holds most of the real power and hef

knows very well that there is no future

without U.S. aid. He is not loyal to the]
ultra-right factions and may be con-|

vinced to curb them enough to satisfy
the U.S. Embassy. Enough to satisfy the
new U.S. Congress is another matter,
but something can probably be ar-
ranged. While an FDR-FMLN split is
less likely in the short run, there are

many sharp disagreements among the

rebel forces and a process of dialogue,
leading toward negotiations—which the
U.S. now seems to favor—could sharp-
en internal divisions among the left.
But all this is not to say that U.S.

. imperialism has already won. Ear from
.. it. The. Nicaraguan people will never

accept the return .of a Somoza-style

7,;tegime. And. the  Salvadorean rebels

remain armed and -strong in their

northern base areas. The Guatemalan
civil war rages, and an armed Honduran

. left has recently emerged. The U.S. may &
hold a short-term advantage, but the ast |

word has not yet been said.(]
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By ROD MILLER and RON TABER

This is the fifth article in our series on the faction fight
currently taking place within the United Secretariat of the
Fourth International and on the theoretical/historical back-
ground of that fight.. : :

In our last article, we discussed how the Stalinist trans-
formations in Eastern Europe following World War II con-
fronted the Fourth International with a fundamental theoret-
ical dilerima. On the one hand, the FI could conclude that

- since the Eastern European countries increasingly resembled
. Russia,(which the FI considered a workers’ state), they too
were workers’ states. But this would mean deciding that
capitalism could be overthrowr without proletarian revolu-
tions, a major revision of the FI's most basic political
- outlook. On the other hand, the FI could conclude that
. Eastern Europe remained capitalist, despite the extensive na-
tionalizations of their economies. But it would then be
. forced to reconsider Trotsky’s analysis of Stalinism, particu-
- larly his view: that the Russian state remained proletarian
#  .even though it was no longer controlled in any way by the
.workers. . ¢ :
) Our article last month noted that Trotsky’s position
- rested largely on the fact that the Stalinist bureaucracy main-
tained the state-owned property established by the Russian
Revolution. ‘“Through these property relations,” he had
written in 1936, *“. . . the nature of the Soviet Union as a pro-
' letarian state is for us basically defined.”” (The Revolution
' Betrayed, Merit Publishers, 1965, p. 248.) This view opened
. ‘the door to the notion that any state marked by similar
21 “property relations” (nationalized property, centralized
planning, etc.) was also a workers’ state—even if it had not
-been bfought about by a workers’ insurrection.

As long as no such states existed, of course, this
implication was not necessarily apparent, at least not to the
Trotskyists. But the events in Eastern Europe, where Rus-
sian-like states were created without proletarian revolutions,
brought the contradiction to the surface. How the FI dealt
with this contradiction is the subject of this article. .

*

The question of the class character of Eastern Europe
was to plague-the Fourth :International throughout the
. 1948-51 period. As we saw last month, the FI’s Second
" World Congress, held in April 1948; had resolved that the
Eastern European states were still capitalist, a position based
largely on the assumption that the Russian-backed regimes
would presérve the existing pluralistic capitalist economies.
But by late 1948, the Eastern European economies had been
- almost entirely nationalized, forcing the FI to re-examine its
position. S
Thus at the Seventh Plenum of the FI’s International
Executive Committee.(IEC), held in April 1949, the main
resolution, written by Ernest Mandel, again addressed the
question of Eastern Europe. Holding to the position he had
defended at the Second Congress a year earlier, Mand_cl
argued that the FEastern European countries were still
- basically capitalist societies, although in a qualified sense.
To back up this view, Mandel listed the differences between
Russia and the Eastern European states and concluded that
. the latter were not yet enough like Russia to be called
workers’ states. - ] . .
However, the real significance of Mandel’s resolution
lay in its suggestion that the countries of Eastern Europe
" “were on the road to becoming workers’ states. All the
necessary conditions, argued Mandel, ‘‘can be reduced to
one factor: The achievement of effective coordination and
planning applied to the combined economles of these
countries linked organically to the economy of the USSR.”
Mandel referred to this linkage as the “‘structural assimila-
tion” of the Eastern European economies into that. of
Russia. Though he argued- that this process was not yet

mvers for negotiated

-

4

yper hand in Central
egy is to work. That
he Sandinistas, curb-
in El Salvador, and
-tween the FDR and
--work? In the short

weakened economic
argaining power of
states as Mexico and |
t easier for the U.S.
» ignore their peace
-as recently thumbed
in offer of mediation
in  border conflict.
- shaky from natural
endent economy, and
ye forced into signifi-
through the U.S.’s|
n its border.

at there is no future
e is not loyal to the
s and may be con-
m enough to satisfy
Enough to satisfy the
s is another matter,
in probably be ar-
FDR-FMLN split is
short run, there are
reements among the
process of dialogue,
;otiatjons——whlch the
y favor—could sharp-
ns among the left.

ot to say that u.s.
ready won. Far from
an_people will never |
.of a Somoza-style
. Salvadorean rebe}s
nd - strong in theil
as. The Guatemalan
1 an armed Honduran
nerged. The U.S. may
dvantage, but the last |
been said.O3

as “capitalist countries on.the road toward structural assim-

- OF TROVSKYIS THEORY ‘
The Fourth International and the Theory of
""Deformed Workers' States"

complete, Mandel characterized the Eastern European states -

ilation.’” (‘*‘The Evolution of the Buffer Countries,”’ Resolu-
tion of the Seventh Plenum of the IEC, SWP International
Information Bulletin, June 1949, This resolution and many
of the documents and resolutions subsequently cited in this
article can be found in the SWP’s Education for Socialists
series.)

Mandel’s resolution went on to admit that the process
underway in Eastern Europe was not the result of any action
on the part of the workers, whom the FI had previously con-
sidered the necessary agents of social change: ‘“The transi-
tion between capitalism and Soviet society has not resulted
from a proletarian revolution, but from a military-political
overturn which eliminated the big bourgeoisie and the bulk
of the middle bourgeoisie.”

Thus, while still formally calling the Eastern European
countries capitalist, Mandel argued that they could cease to

be so and could become workers’ states simply through a
“military-political overturn’® without any participation
whatsoever by the working class.

Mandel’s resolution was adopted overwhelmingly by the
IEC. Soon after the plenum, however, two younger leaders

" of the U.S. Socialist Workers Party, Joseph Hansen and

Bert Cochran (writing under the pseudonym E.R. Frank)

argued that the Mandel resolution had not gone far enough. -

All the countries of Eastern Europe, they said, had been
workers’ states since the crushing of. the old bourgeoisie and

the nationalizations of the 1946-48 period. These had repre-

sented the “‘real destruction of capitalism’’ throughout the
region. , >
In an internal document written in December 1949
Hansen stated that ““the crux of the whole discussion. . . [is]
what criteria do we use in distinguishing a workers state
from a capitalist state? . . . In my opinion, in a country where

" the rule of the bourgeoisie as a class hasbeen broken AND the

principal sectors of the economy. nationalized we must place
the state in the general category of ‘workers state’ no matter
how widely or monstrously it departs from our norms.”
(Joseph Hansen, ““The Problems of Eastern Europe,”” SWP
Internal Bulletin, February 1950.) ’ :
Hansen and Cochran did try, however, to.square this

‘thesis with the FI’s traditional view that the workers had to

play at least some role in the overthrow of capitalism. They

 argued that throughout Eastern Burope, the workers had.

actually smashed the old bourgeois state through *‘civil war”’
and, therefore, that successful proletarian revolutions had:
indeed taken place throughout the region. The reason that
no one but Hansen and Cochran could. tell that such
revolutions had occurred was that the Stalinists had—to use
their term—*‘mutilated’’ them beyond recognition.

By lumping together the workers® revolts of 1944-45
{which were defeated) with the Stalinist economic takeovers

of 1946-48, Hansen and Cochran were able to claim that'the -

DISPUTE IN UNITED SECRETARIAT REVEALS CRISIS

Part Five

eventual nationalizations had come about as a result of “‘a
social revolution started by the masses. . .and deformed by
the political counterrevolution conducted by the Xremlin.”
This enabled them to attack Mandel, ostensibly from the
left, for suggesting that a peaceful evolution from capitalism
to socialism was possible.

Neither Mandel’s analysis nor Hansen-Cochran’s was to
become the Fourth International’s definitive position on
Eastern Europe. As long as the FI believed that state
property was the cornerstone of the ‘“‘workers’ state’’ in
Russia (an idea Mandel, Hansen and Cochran all held in
comimon), Mandel’s attempts to show that Eastern Europe
was capitalist because it was not (vet) “‘identical” to Russia
could only seem like hair-splitting. At least Mandel tried to
look reality in the face, however, unlike Hansen and
Cochran, whose insistence that the Stalinist transformation
of the Eastern European states had been the result of revolu-
tionary, working class mobilizations was little more than a
rewriting of history to fit their own conclusions. As we shall
see, the position that eventually won out in the FI combined
aspects of both Mandel and Hansen-Cochran’s initial
positions.

EMERGENCE OF PABLOISM

The new, synthetic, viewpoint was put forward. by the
Secretary of the Fourth International, Michel Pablo, in
preparation for the FI’s 1951 Third World Congress. After
the 1949 Seventh Plenum of the IEC, Pablo had been won
over to the view that all the countries of Eastern Europe were
workers’ states. At the Eighth Plenum, held in April 1950,
the IEC formally adopted the view that Yugoslavia was a
workers’ state.* At its Ninth Plenum, which met the

_following November,_ this position was extended to Eastern

*The FI's disorientation in this period was well-demonstrated in
its attitude toward Yugoslavia, where a political break between
Marshal Tito and Stalin had taken place in 1948.

Unlike most of the other Eastern European countries, Yugo-
siavia had been liberated from Nazi rule not by the Russian army,
but by partisans led by the Communist Party of Yugoslavia (CPY).
When they came to power in 1944, the Yugoslav Communists tried
at first to maintain a bloc with the Yugoslavian bourgeaisie through
a coalition government. This broke down in October 1945 and, from
that point on, the government headed by Tito was basically a one-
party, Stalinist regime. Tito’s government nationalized industry,
banking and commerce in December 1946, and launched a Five-Year
Plan at the beginning of 1947.

During this whole period, Yugoslavia appeared to be an un-
swerving ally of Russia. Nevertheless, behind the scenes, Stalin was
maneuvering to bring the CPY and the Yugoslav government under
direct Russian domination and to gain control of Yugoslavia's
industry and natural resources through Russian-controlled com-

_panies. Tito and his supporters resisted these moves. In April 1948, .

the Tito regime rejected a series of Russian demands and charges,

_and by June the Tito-Stalin conflict had become an open break.

When the break took place, the leaders of the Fourth Interna-
tional, without so much as commentifig on the position adopted
barely two months earlier at the Second Congress that Yugoslavia
remained capitalist, sent an *“‘Open Letter” to the CPY which
saluted the ““Yugoslavian Socialist Revolution’’ and spoke of the
‘“p ise in your resi: ‘e——the promise of resistance by a victor-
ious workers’ party.’’ (““Open Letter” to Communist Party of Yu-
gdslaviai July 1, 1948, Militant, July 26, 1948, p. 3.)

".... For two years, the world Trotskyist press heaped lavish praise

" _onTito and the CPY. The leaders of the FI hailed Yugoslavia’s role

in the struggle for socialism and went so far as to suggest that Tito -
might join the Fourth International. This stance was -maintained
until 1950, when Yugoslavia cast its vote in‘the United Nations in
favor of the U.S.-sponsored ““police action” in Korea. Tito’s open

" support for U.S. imperialism was, needless to say, highly embarras-

sing for the FI leadership and it quickly broke off all contact. with
thé CPY and resumed its criticisms of. the Tito regime. . .
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(Continued from previous page)
Europe as a whole.

Pablo elaborated the IEC’s new position in a series of
documents submitted as part of the FI's pre-Congress
debate. His main political resolution for the Congress
‘defined the countries of Eastern Europe as ‘‘deformed”
workers’ states. (This term was used to differentiate the
states that had never had workers’ revolutions from Russia,
which had, and which the FI called a ‘‘degenerated workers’
state.””) A separate resolution on Eastern Europe defined the
basis for the-new position:.

‘“...By virtue of their economic base, of the structure
essentially common to all the countries of the buffer zone,
characterized by new production and property relations
proper to a statified and planned economy, essentially like
those of the USSR. . . we have to consider these states as now
being deformed workers’ states.’’ (‘‘Draft Resolution on the
Class: Character of the European Countries in the Soviet
Buffer Zone,”” SWP International Information Bulletin,
July 1951.)

The same resolution affirmed that deformed workers’
states could be created without the revolutionary action of
the proletariat:

‘“These states have arisen not through the revolutionary
action of the masses but through the military-bureaucratic
action of the Soviet bureaucracy. . . . It has turned out that

. the revolutionary action of the masses is not an indispensable

condition needed by the bureaucracy to be able to destroy
capitalism under exceptional and analogous conditions and
in an international atmosphere like that of the ‘cold war.’”’

Having ascribed to the Stalinist bureaucracy a
revolutionary role in creating workers’ states in Eastern
Europe, Pablo went on to argue that Stalinist forces and
parties around the world, previously considered obstacles to
revolution by the FI, could successfully lead mass move-
ments in the overthrow of capitalism:

‘“...to the degree that [the Stalinist parties] are tied to a
real revolutionary mo t of the , they are subject
to its pressure, and may, under certain favorable condi-
tions. . .outline a revolutionary ori » (““Theses on
the International Perspectives and the Orientation of the
Fourth International,”” Inteinational Information Bulletin,
January 1951, p. 5.) ‘ ’

Pablo’s practical recommendations were consistent with
his analysis of Stalinism. His resolution called for “‘entry’’
into the Stalinist parties (and, to a lesser degree, social-
democratic parties). On the surface, this proposal was remi-
niscent of the ‘‘French turn”” of the 1930s in which Trotsky-
ists had joined social-democratic parties to build revolu-
tionary factions within them and leave with enlarged forces.
In reality, however, Pablo was advocating nothing less than
the near-liquidation of the Trotskyist movement. This was
made clear in a document he wrote following the Congress:.

‘“We 'are not entering [the Stalinist and social

- democratic parties] in order to come out of them soon. We

are entering them in order to remain there for a long time,
banking on the great possibility which exists of seeirig these
parties, placed under new conditions, develop centrist ten-
dencies which will lead a whole stage of the radicalization of
the masses and of the objective revoluti Yy Proce in
their respective countries.” . -

Moreover, the Trotskyists should not work to build
revolutionary factions in these parties, but should ‘‘help in
the development of their centrist tendencies and to give it
leadership.”” (‘“The Building of the Revolutionary Party,”
excerpts from Pablo’s report to IEC Plenum, February 1952,
International Information Bulletin, June 1952, p. 11.)

In a series of documents that formed part of the FI’s
pre-Congress deliberations but were presented for discussion
only, Pablo elaborated more fully and openly his political
analyses and perspectives. Space limitations allow us to state
only briefly the key ideas in these documents.

Pablo’s underlying view was that a ‘‘new reality”’ had
come into being, one ‘‘essentially different from everything
we have known in the past.”” He declared, ‘‘the overwhelm-
-ing majority of forces opposing capitalism are right now te
be found under the leadership or influence of the Soviet
bureaucracy.” Therefore, ‘‘objective social reality’’ could be
boiled down to'a struggle between ““the capitalist regime and
the Stalinist world.” .

Pablo argued that this struggle would soon lead to a
third world war, a war that would take on the character of an
‘“international civil war,”’ or, as he also put it, a “War-Revo-
lution.”” The victory of the ‘‘Stalinist world’’ would not,
however, result in societies in which the workers and other
oppressed people actually ruled. Instead, ‘‘the transforma-
tion of capitalism into socialism will actually take an entire
historical epoch, filled with bureaucratically "deformed

transitional regimes.”” These regimes, according:to Pablo,
would most likely exist for ‘“‘an entire historical period
extending over a few centuries.’”’ (Michel Pablo, ‘““Where Are
We Going?,” International Information Bulletin, March
1951, and ““On the Duration and Nature of the Period of
Transition from Capitalism to Socialism,’’ International In-
formation Bulletin, July 1951.) ’

In essence Pablo was saying that. socialism was no
-longer on.the agenda. Instead, the International had to look
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- James-and Dunayevakaya, are dominated:by the means of

for progressive social change in the formation of "bpreau—
cratically deformed transitional regimes”’ that, in 'all
likelihood, would last for “‘a few centuries.” }Vpxle this view
was not put up for a vote at the Congress, it is important to
understand that it was the theoretical underpinning of every
decision the International was to make at the Third World

Congress.

OPPOSITION TO PABLO

Pablo’s perspectives did not go unopposed within the
International. Two currents were particularly significant:
one that attempted to defend ‘“Trotskyist orthodoxy”’ from
what it saw as Pablo’s revisionism, and one that understood
that the contradiction in’ the movement’s attitude toward
Stalinism could only be resolved through a re-examination of
Trotsky’s analysis of the class nature of the Soviet Union.

The -orthodox opposition to Pablo came from Ernest
Mandel, representing the majority of the FI’s French sec-
tion, the Parti Comuniste Internationaliste (PCI), and Jot}n
G. Wright, who spoke for the majority of the Socialist
Workers Party in the U.S.

As we saw earlier, Mandel’s original position had been
that the Eastern European countries remained capitalist in
the traditional sense. After about mid-1949, however, he
could no longer ignore the fact that nearly all property in
these countries had been nationalized. Mandel then began to
develop the idea that in ‘‘transitional cases,”” nationalized
property could exist without the state that owned this
property being a workers’ state. In such cases, he wrote in
1950; *“. . . The property relations can be overturned without
the economy thereby automatically becoming an economy
orienting away from capitalism toward socialism, and
without permitting us to conclude that what we have is 2
workers’ state....”’ (Ernest Germain [Mandel], ‘“The
Yugoslav Question, the Question of the Buffer Zone, and
Their Implication for Marxist Theory.’”)

For his part, Wright put forward a series of subsidiary
arguments ’against considering the Eastern European
countries to be workers’ states. Wright argued that Russia’s
economic relationship to the region was basically imperialist:
‘““They [the Stalinists] have exploited the masses amnd
economies of Eastern Europe in a way which differs in

- degree but not in substance from the imperialist brigands.’

He added that the'Russian Stalinists acted in Eastern

. Europe ‘“‘as an AGENCY of imperialism not only by

propping up capitalism but by actually running the
economies of Eastern Europe on a capitalist basis for the
benefit of native and foreign capitalists and for their own
benefit as well.”” (John G. Wright, ‘“The lmportance of
Method in the Discussion of the Kremlin-Dominated Buffer
Zone,”” SWP Discussion Bulletin, No. 2, April 1950, pp.
4,5)

But these basically correct arguments brought Mandel
and Wright face to face with their position that Russia was a
workers’ state. For if the Eastern European countries, state
property and all, were some form of capitalism, then how
could the existence of state property in Russia be the deci-
sive proof .that Russia was not capitalist? Because their
thinking never went beyond the limits of ‘‘Trotskyist ortho-
doxy,”” however, Mandel and Wright refused to even
consider that Russia was anything but a workers’ state. In-
evitably, therefore, as their opponents hammered away at
the fact that Eastern Europe looked just like Russia, Mandel
and Wright’s attempt to draw a line between the two fell
apart. As a result, in the months before the Third World
Congress, Mandel and Wright’s opposition crumbled and
they accepted the idea that the Eastern European coun-
tries were ‘‘deformed workers’: states.”’ Going further,
they endorsed all the broader political conclusions of Pablo’s
resolutions, including the possibly revolutionary role of the
Stalinist parties and ‘the revolutionary character of World.
War III. - . - '

. In addition to_this orthodox opposition, there were
several groups within the International that argued that
Russia and ‘the countries of Eastern Europe were
state-capitalist societies. The two most prominent of these
tendencies were the -Johnson-Forest Tendency (led by
C.L.R. James and Raya Dunayevskaya, who used the party
names J.R. Johnson and F. Forest) in the SWP and a
minority. grouping in the Revolutionary Communist Party
(RCP) of Britain, led by Tony CLff. . .

Using the same starting point that Marx used in Capital,
James and Dunayevskaya examined the capital-labor rela-
tionship in the process of production, contending that this
relationship was fundamentally the same in Russia as under
‘Western capitalism. They showed that the Russian workers,
lacking any control of the state, had no control over the
means of production. They were therefore a propertyless
proletariat, like the workers in traditional capitalist
countries. They were forced to sell their labor-power (i.e.,
their ability to work) in return for wages while the Stalinist

-bureaucracy appropriated .the surplus produced in  the

process of production. The workers—‘‘labor’’—argued
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Natalia Sedova Trotsky (left)

and Raya Dunayevskaya both opposed defi- -

sition of Eastern European countries as ‘‘deformed
workers” states’’ that was eventually adopted by Ernest Man-
del and other leaders of the Fourth International.

production—*‘capital.”’ For James and Dunayevskaya, this
meant the capital-labor relationship existed in Russia and
defined its social system. However, capital in Russia was
more or less completely centralized in the hands of the state;
the system in Russia (and Eastern Europe} was therefore
state capitalism.

James and Dunayevskaya also asserted that since the
labor-power in Russia was a commodity sold at its vaiue
(i.e., the cost of reproducing that labor-power), the law of
value and all other laws of motion of capitalism pervaded
and dominated the Russian economy. Dunayevskaya wrote:

““As long as planning is governed by the necessity to pay

the laborer the minimum necessary for his existence and to
extract from him the maximum surplus value in order to
maintain the productive system as far as possible within the
lawless laws of the world market, governed by the law of
value, that is how long capitalist relations of production
exist, no matter what you name the social order. ..."”" (Raya
Dunayevskaya, Russia as State-Capitalist Society, News and
Letters Committees, 1973, p. 24.)

The state-capitalist tendency in the British RCP also
based itself on the notion that the capital-labor relation
continued to prevail in Russia. Like James and Dunayev-
skaya, Cliff argued that the workers in Russia were exploited
fundamentally in the samie manner as workers in traditional
capitalist societies. From this starting point, Cliff took on
Pablo’s ideas in a sound manner: .

“‘[According to Pablo] it is enough for the bureaucracy
to be able to expropriate the bourgeoisie while keeping the
workers ‘in their place’ for the transition from capitalism to
a workers’ state to be accomplished. . . . The essence of the
proletarian revolution becomes the change in the form of
property, whether after the change the workers are
oppressed and exploited or not; whether they are the subject
running the economy or an object. . .whether through the
masses acting under the leadership of a revolutionary party
or through a military-police bureaucracy isolated and hated
by the workers. . ..” (Tony Cliff, On the Class Nature of
the “‘People’s Democracies,”” reprinted in The Fourth Inter-
national, Stalinism and the Origins of the International
Socialists, Pluto Press, 1971, p. 43.)

CIiff also skillfully exposed the flaws in Mandel and
Wright’s opposition to .Pablo:

“No scholastic argument will succeed in convincing

anyone that the ‘People’s Democracies’ with staie owner-
ship, a monopoly of foreign-trade, planned économy, the
increasing collectivisation of agriculture, are capitalist coun-

tries, while Russia, the motive force behind the develop- -

ment of all these traits in the ‘People’s Deémocracies,’ is 2
workers’ state. In time the position of Germain and John G.
Wright will become less and less tenable; and its main danger
is not so much in itself. ..but that by preventing people
from thinking it out to its logical conclusion, it can drive
them to the other alternative, namely that if Russia IS a
workers’ state, then the ‘People’s Democracies’ are 81s0
workers’ states.” (On the Class Natare of the «people’s
Democracies,” pp. 22-23.) - ‘

* Despite the cogency of James/Dunayevska
Cliff’s arguments, their ideas did not get much of a
in the Fourth International. There were several reaso
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this. First, Trotsky’s frequent polemics against the view that
the Stalinist bureaucracy had become a ruling class, that the
October Revolution had been totally reversed, and that
Russia had become some form of a class society, had con-
ditioned many in the Trotskyist movement to rule out of

" hand a state-capitalist -analysis. In addition, a rightward-

moving faction in the U.S. Socialist Workers Party, led by

‘Max Shachtman, James Burnham and Martin Abern, had

used its disagreements with Trotsky’s theory of Stalinism as
an excuse to break from-the International in. 1940, taking
nearly half ‘of the SWP with it. Since some of the leading
figures in this tendency considered Russia to be a new form
of class society, any notion that Russia was not a workers’
state was, unfortunately, associated with anti-Leninism and
treason to the International. All this was further intensified
by the fact that James and Dunayevskaya, at the time of the
Eastern European discussions in the FI, were in the process
of rejecting the need for a Leninist revolutionary party. For
these ‘and other reasons, the idea that Russia and the

. countries of Eastern Europe were state-capitalist societies

did not make much headway in the International (with the
exception of the British section) and Cliff, James, Dunayev-
skaya and their respective supporters resigned from the FI
during the course of the debate on Eastern Europe.

DECISIONS OF THIRD

" WORLD CONGRESS

The Third World Congress took place in France in late
August and early September 1951. Since the major opposi-
tions to Pablo had either collapsed or resigned from the In~
ternational ‘prior to the Congress, the outcome of the
meeting was largely a foregone conclusion. The two main
resolutions before the Congress, ‘“Theses on Orientation and
Perspectives” and the ‘“/Class Nature of Eastern Europe,””
included most of Pabio’s main ideas: The resolutions con-

" cluded that deformed workers® states could be created by

Stahmst parties or armies, without proletarian revolutions or
even “‘revolutionary mobilizations of the masses.” They
predicted that this would, in all probability, occur on an
international scale as a result of World War III, which they
thought was possibly imminent. And they saw such a devel-
opment as a form of progressive, revolutionary change.

On the other hand, the final resolutions omitted Pablo’s
more extreme notions, such as “‘centuries of deformed
workers’ states.”” And while the Congress approved the call
for entry work in the Stalinist and social-democratic parties,
even Pablo had not yet openly raised the idea of entermg
them on a long-term basis.

At the Congress itself, opposition to Pablo s line was
minimal. A majority tendency within the French section, the

" PCI, put forward a series of amendments to the ‘“Theses on

s

Orientation and Perspectives” that qualified some. of the

" resolition’s ; formulations . on. the ‘‘révolutionary- orienta-.

e
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. Pablo’s line *

tion” of the Stalinists and the supposedly revolutionary
character of a possible third world war, among others. All
the amendments were defeated. When the document came to
a vote, only the PCI and a minority tendency of the Viet-
namese section voted no, while the Swiss delegation
abstained. The latter submitted a statement explaining that
d the Inter I to being only a
mere left opposition to the Stalinist parties,” while the Viet-

B namese minority announced it would ‘‘vote against all

political resolutions of the Internatiomal Secretariat becaunse
of their confused and contradictory character and their
tendency to subordinate Trotskyism to Stalinism.’’ On the
resolution on Eastern Europe, the PCI majority went over to
Pablo’s side, voting in favor, while the Swiss delegation and
the Vietnamese minority voted against. All other delegations
voted for both resolutions. Pablo’s perspectives thus became
the official doctrine of the International.

The FI’s new positions were a significant revision of and
qualitative break from the Trotskyist movement’s traditional
political perspectives. But even more fundamentally they
were a de facto repudiation of the most basic tenets of
revolutionary Marxism. For Marx—as for Engels, Lenin and
Trotsky—capitalism could only be destroyed through
proletarian revolutions that smashed the existing state
machineries and replaced them with states of a new kind—
the dictatorship of the proletariat.

As Lenin summarized in The State and Revolution,
written on the eve of the October Revolution in Russia:

‘““‘Revolution consists in the proletariat destroying the
‘administrative apparatus’ and the whole state machine,
replacing it with a new one, made up of the armed workers.”

‘“Marx’s theory of ‘the state, i.e., the proletariat
organized as the ruling class,’ is inseparably bound up with
the whole of his doctrifie of the revolutionary role of the
proletariat in history. The culmination of this role is the
proletarian dictatorship, the political rule of the proietar-
iat.”” (The State and Reyolution, Selected Works, V. 2,
Progress Publishers, 1970, pp. 371, 305.)

In contrast, the International now believed that working
class revolutions were not necessary to destroy capitalism;
capitalism could bé overthrown, and workers’ states created,
by non-proletarian forces. Nor was it necessary for the old
capitalist state machinery to be smashed. According to the
Fl, a bureaucratic rearrangement of the old state appara-
tus, -carried out.from above, was all that was required.
Finally, in direct -0pposition to Marx’s view that the transi-
tion from capitalism to socialism would be the dictatorship
of the proletariat—the armed political rule of the workers
themselves—the FI had now decided that the transition
could be (and most likely would be) states where the workers
were deprived of any political control or power whatsoever.
Such states were nevertheless ‘‘workers’ states’’ simply
because they rcsted on a particular (abstract) form of
property.

Although this new perspective had its roots in Trotsky’s
analysis of Stalinism, it was by no means a simple, unilinear
extension of Trotsky’s politics. What the FI did was to grasp
one aspect of the contradiction in Trotsky’s world view and
generalize it. As we have seen, Trotsky had said that the
continued existence of nationalized property in Russia—
where there had been a proletarian revolution—was the
criterion for determining that the revolution had not been
totally reversed and that a workers’ state continued to exist.

The post-war leaders of the FI explicitly stated that the mere -

presence of nationalized property was sufficient to prove the
existence of a workers’ state even where there had been no
workers’ revolution.’

Trotsky had also stated that insofar as the Stalinist
bureaucracy maintained the nationalized property as a
means to defend its own position, it served as an instrument
of what he considered to be the proletanan dlctatorshlp,
while being ultimately counter-revolutionary both in Russia
and internationally. The FI leaders ‘decided that insofar as
the Stalinist bureaucracy worked to create nationalized
property elsewhere, it was basically revolutionary.

But however much the FI’s conclusions may have
seemed justified by various things Trotsky said and wrote, its
new perspectives constituted a near-total rejection of the
aspect.of Trotsky’s outlook that emphasized socialism as the
self-emancipation of the working class. It ignored the side of
Trotsky that stressed that the struggle for socialism was—
and could only be—the class movement of the proletariat,
that insisted that socialist revolutions could only be carried
out and proletanan dlctatorshlps established by a class-con-
scious workmg class.

The new perspective also 1mplled a liquidation of the
revolutionary International that Trotsky had devoted the
entire latter part of his life to building. For if Stalinist, non-
revolutionary and non-proletarian forces could create work-
ers’ states, then revolutionary parties were certainly not re-
quired. Nor was-it-essential to try to-instill socialist con-
sciousness among the workers and 'to make clear to them the
pro-capitalist role of the Stalinists and other bourgeois and
petty bourgeois forces.. To' the contrary, all that was

fu,necessaryr ‘was to help the Jatter-Set upwsupp@sedly Progres::;%.
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. strangling the working

" in whatever way they might

sive ‘“‘deformed workers’ states’
do so.

[END OF AN ERA

Taken together, the new positions represented an altera-
tion of the very goal the FI would be fighting for. By
deciding that workers’ states had been created in Eastern
Europe, apart from and even against the desires of the
workers there, the FI was taking as its models for progressive
social change societies in which the workers were every bit as
exploited and alienated as workers in traditional capitalist
countries. And although the FI leadership continued to
assert that its aim was actual proletarian revolutions, more
and more its focus became support for purely structural
changes in the form of property, i.e., nationalized property
and (ostensibly) centralized planning. Or, to put it another
way, whatever the subjective desires of individual Trotsky-
ist militants for a free, socialist society, the program of their
movement now called for what we would argue is state
capitalism.

This is not to say that the FI's contradictory attnude
toward Stalinism was resolved. It was not; and this fact has

plagued the Trotskyist movement for the past 30 years. Trot-

sky’s legacy of anti-Stalinism was too strong to be rooted out
entirely; as long as the International considered itself
Trotskyist, it was bound to retain some degree of anti-
Stalinism.

Thus, the FI continued to call the Stalinist regimes
“‘degenerated’’ or ‘‘deformed’’ workers’ states because they
were not actually controlled by the workers. It continued to
advocate that the workers struggle to kick out the bureau-
cracy, to carry out ‘‘political revolutions’’ to establish their
own direct rule. And it continued to defend, at least in
words, Trotsky’s view that the Stalinist bureaucracy was
counter-revolutionary, however paradoxical this sounded.
This included criticizing the Stalinist bureaucracy and Stalin-
ist parties for not trying hard enough to carry out revolu-
tions in other countries, and counterposing Trotsky’s theory
of the Permanent Revolution to the Stalinist strategy of the
two-stage revolution and Socialism in One Country.

But the decisions of the Third World Congress marked
the end of an era for the Trotskyist movement. This was
perhaps best symbolized by the resignation of Natalia
Sedova Trotsky, Trotsky’s widow, shortly before the
Congress was actually held. In a letter to the Executive Com-
mittee of the Fourth International and the Political Com-
mittee of the SWP, dated May 9, 1951, she wrote:

‘.. .Virtually every year after the beginning of the fight
against the usurping Stalinist bureaucracy, L. D. Trotsky re-
peated that the regime was moving to the right under condi-
tions of a lagging world revolution and the seizure of all
political positions in Russia by the bureaucracy. Time and

- again, he pointed out how the ¢ lidati
Russia led {o the wor g of the e

ic, political and

- social positions of the-working class, and the triumph of a

tyrannical and privileged aristocracy. If this trend continues,
he said, the revolution will be at an end and the restoration
of capitalism will be achieved.

‘“That, unfortunately, is what has happened even if in
new and unexpected forms. There is hardly a country in the
world where the authentic ideas and bearers of socialism are
so barbarously hounded. It should be clear to everyone that
the revolution has been completely destroyed by Stalinism.
Yet you continue to say that under this unspeakable regime,
Russia is still a workers’ state or with socialism. ...

‘““You now hold that the states of Eastern Europe over

- which Stalinism established its domination during and after

the war, are likewise workers’ states. This is equivalent to
saying that Stalinism has carried out a revolutionary socialist
role. I cannot and will not follow you in this.

‘‘After the war and even before it ended, there was a
rising revolutionary movement of the masses in these Eastern
countries. But it was not these masses that won power and it
was not a workers’ state that was established by their
struggle. It was the Stalinist counter-revolution that won
power, reducing these lands to vassals of the Kremlin by
their revoluti Y struggles

and their revoluti y aspir

- “By considenng that ‘the Stalinist bureaucracy estab—
lished workers’ states in these countries, you assign to it a
progressive and even revoluti y role. By propagating this

monstrous falsehood to the workers’ vanguard, you deny to

the Fourth International all the basic reason for existence as
the world party of the socialist revolution. In the past, we
always considered Stalinism to be a counter-revolutionary

force in every sense of the term. You no longer.do so.....» .

“I'know very well how often you repeat that you are
criticizing Stalinism and fighting it. But the fact is that your.
criticism and your fight lost their value and can yield no
results because they are determined by and subordinated to
your position of defense of the Stalinist state. Whoever
defends this regime of barbarous oppression, regardless of
the motives, abandons ﬂxe prlnciples of socixlism and inlcr-
_nationalism.”
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LEAGUE is an organization dedicated

to the fight for freedom for alf the
world's people—freedom from poverty and
hunger; from racism and all forms of
national, sexual, age and class-related
oppression; from privileged rulers and
wars—freedom from capitalism..

We believe that this fight is more
necessary than ever, Today, the world
capitalist system is sliding deeper and
deeper into a massive economic, political
and social crisis. This erisis is bringing
conditions as bad as or worse than the
Great Depression of the 1930s. In all
countries, the ruling classes are responding
to the crisis by bludgeoning down the living
standards of the masses of people and
curtailing our rights. Unemployment and
wage-cutting, cutbacks in social services
and a beefing up of the repressive

“apparatus—the police, military, prisons,
etc.—are all part of the capitalist attack. As
in the 1930s, the crisis is paving the way for
the rise of fascist groups eager to impose
their genocidal solution on humanity.

Internationally, the crisis will cause
the battles among the different blocs of
national capitalists to flare into full-scale
wars, as each seeks to defend and increase
its power, markets, investment outlets and

_ control of natural resources against the

" others. Twice already this century the.
capitdlists have fought devastating world

- wars, in which millions of people died.
Now, with the development of huge nuclear
arsenals capable of blowing up the planet
hundreds of times over, human civilization
itself hangs in the balance.

Thus the continued existence of the

‘capitalist system is pushing us closer every
day to depression, fascism, world war and
possibly total destruction.

' The REVOLUTIONARY SOCIALIST

- We in the RSL believe there is an
alternative to all this. That alferna-
tive lies'in the workers, small

. farmers, peasants, unemployed, national
and other oppressed minorities, youth,
women, lesbians and gay men—in sum, the
downtrodden and persecuted people of
every society—uniting together to over-
throw our common enemy, the capitalist
system, and establish SOCIALISM. :

This will require a REVOLUTION in
which the masses of people fight to seize
control of the governments, banks, means
of transportation and communication,”
factories, fields, mills and mines. A .
revolution would also have to smash the
capitalists’ state apparatus: their police and
armed forces, their courts and prisons, their
political bodies (legislatures, congresses,
parlioments, etc.) and memmoth bureau-
cracies, and other institutions of capitalist
class rule.
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While such revolufnons are most
likely to develop on a national basis, we
believe that to be successful they must
become worldwide in scope. Capitalism is
an international system, with a world
economy and a world market. Only through
an international socialist revolution can the
workers and their allies eliminate all
capitalist oppression and have access to the
human, natural and technical resources
necessary to solve the problems’
confronting human society.

capitalists, the RSL believes working

and oppressed people can build a
cooperative, humane world society. Run by
workers' councils and other mass organiza-
tions of farmers, housewives, soldiers and
speciolly oppressed groups, the new

3 In place of the dictatorship of the

__society would provide the fullest

democracy for the vast majority of people,
while ruthlessly suppressing the capitalists
and those who seek to get ahead by
stepping on the backs of others.

Although the destructive legacy of
capitalism would be severe, a truly
democratic, mass-controlled government
could-begin to reorganize society to fulfill
~ human.needs, not provide a privileged
existence for tiny elites. Resources cur-
rantly thrown into the military, for
example, could be used to end hunger,
build housing, schools, roads, etc. The
workweek ¢ould be shortened, creating
jobs for millions of unemployed people.

Cn ways such as these, the inequality
ond scarcity that lie ai the heart of capital-
ism’s dog-eat-dog compeﬂﬂveness could be’
ehminafed’GPeaple vypuld Increasingly have
‘no reason-to get over on others; and the.
material basis of classes, the state, racism,
‘sexism arid anti-gay bigotry would
disappear. Increasingly, everyone would
have the time and opportunity to develop
their ful human potential; everyone would
become truly FREE, able to control their
‘own destinies.

This is our vision of SOCIALISM. it
will not be easy to achieve. And it is not
inevitable-—people have to want it and
fight for it. But we believe it is the only
alternative worth fighting for.

the world today. What is called

socialism.in countries like Russia,
China, Cuba, Albania, Poland, efc., is state
cnpi'cllsm, a 20th century variation of
traditional, private shareholding
capitalism. In the state-capitalist (often
called Stolinist) countries, asinthe

“regular” capitalist nations, a small elite

dominates society, making all the decisions

4 Socialism does not exist anywhere in

and reopmg all the benefits. Working and
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oppressed people have no more control of
the factories and other workplaces, the
economy, the government or anything else
than do workers in traditional capitalist
countries. The state-capitalist ruling class
controls the state apparatus and
nationalized industry, while the workers
are in the position of being wage slaves,
chained to a giant capitalist machine.

In these countries—as in all the
countries of the world—REVOLUTION is the
only way 1o establish real socialism and win
freedom for all workmg and oppressed
people.

At a time when the struggle
between the world’s two main imperialist
powers, the U.S. and the U.S.S.R., is being
portrayed wrongly as one between
capitalism and socialism, democracy and
totalitarianism, the RSL believes it is more
important than ever to take a clear stand in
opposition to capitalism in all its forms and
to fight for a revolutionary, libertarian
vision of socialism.

capitalist crisis intensifies, we

expect mass movements and mass
struggles—both of the right and the left
—+to break out with increasing frequency
around the world. The question is: Will
these upheavals lead to fascist dictator-
ships, state-capitalist transformations, a
new world war—or an international
socialist revolution that puts all the capital-
ist garbage behind us?

The RSL believes that the last

5 In the coming period, as the

" outcome can be brought to pass only with
‘the active intervention and political leader-
ship of a disciplined international revolu-

tionary working class party. This party, and
its sections in countries around the world, is
needed to educate and organize workers
and other oppressed people about the
cause of their misery and the solution to it;

_ to work in different movements and

struggles to increase the class-conscious-
ness and militancy of their participants; to
combat reformist, social-democratic, state-
capitalist, fascist and other leaderships that
would derail mass, popular struggles and
lead them to certain defeat; and to help
unite the different forces oppressed by
capitalisminto o mosslve assault on the
system.
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Prbgram in Brief of the Revolutionary Socialist League

The existence of revolutionary
working class parties does not guarantee
victory. But without them, the more-
organized and powerful enemies of
socialist revolution will surely triumph.

The RSL considers the construction of
a revolutionary party in the U.S. and around
the world to be our main strategic task. In
so doing, we reject any and all elitist
notions that have come to be associated
with such parties: that the party stands
separate from and above the working
class; that the party may use any method,
no matter how base or dishonest, to gain
leadership of the masses in struggle; that .
its goal is to form a one-party state within a
supposedly socialist society. Our goal is a
society where human beings can
-~onsciously shape their own existence; we
see a revolutionary party simply as the
vehicle through which fh:s can be made
possible.

tradition of Marx, Engels, Lenin and

Trotsky, particularly the pioneering
theoretical work of Marx'and Engels; the
conception of the party, the stress on the
importance of national liberation struggles
and the anti-statism shown in The State and
Revolution of Lenin; and the fight against
Stalinism of Trotsky. But we also identify
with the best of anarchism, particularly its

libertarian spirit. And we hold in no less
regard those leaders throughout the ages
who have fought against various forms of
exploitation and oppreéssion: from
Spartacus to Harriet Tubman, from Emlhano
Zapata to Malcolm X.

We believe it is crucial for the left to
rid itself of the state-capitalist baggage
which it has carried for far too long. To do
so requires a careful evaluation of the
theoretical underpinnings of the modern
left, from Marx to the Russian Revolution to
the current day. Only in this way can the
best of our heritage—the fight against
oppression and for revolutionary socialism
—be preserved and the worst of it—an
infatuation with technocratic plonning and
strong states—be discarded.
Revolutionaries must be the vanguard in
the fight for common decency and true
freedom. It is to that fight the RSL is
committed, body and soul. Join us!

6 The RSL identifies itself in the
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ANTI-SEX LAW PASSED IN IRAN

The following is an article by
Jon Thomas reprinted from the
September 27-October 26, 1982,
issue of the Forward, news-

paper of the Revolutionary

Marxist League of-Jamaica.

In tightening the noose of its
barbarous and reactionary dic-
tatorship around the necks of
the Iranian masses, the coun-
try’s pnestly tyrants have now
reportedly seen fit to pass a law
against ‘‘moral’’ crimes such as

kissing for -sexual pleasure,

drinking alcohol and homosex-
uality.

The law (to be tried for a
period) reportedly lays down
punishments of 100 lashes for
those found guilty for the first
time of kissing for pleasure and
death for persistent homosex-
uality, i.e., for being gay.

This brutal _and abominable
law highlights the dangers of the
right-wing moral trends present
in the so-called free world of the

Public execution of gay people in Teheran. Khomeini regime relies
on terror to enforce political rule and redctionary moral code.

West. Thus, the New Right in
the U.S. would make it a crime
for women to have an abortion
and for people to be gay.

Here in Jamaica the church-
es, counselors and ‘‘moralists’’

in the society disapprove of
straight sex for pleasure and
deplore the growing ‘‘immosal-
ity,”” by which they generaily
mean the increasing sexual free-
dom and openness in the coun-
(ry é

They use the club of teenage
pregnancies, rape and sexual
abuse®of children to try and
drive people back into line.
Finally, of course, the society
has long been dominated by the
idea that homosexuality is the
utter abomination. Homosex-
uals in Jamaica are not only
cursed but stoned, mobbed and
beaten.

The key point is that the
moment people’s basic freedom

" to be themselves begins to be
beld down (usually by the pow-
erful in the society and their
agents), there is usually a ten-
dency to repress this further and
further. It is essentially a matter
of degree between here and
Iran. So._deep is the dictator-
ship in Iran that you can’t even
take a drink in your own home
without running the risk of
being caught and punished. (In-
cidentally, it would be interest-
ing to know how Iran’s learned
Islamic judges will determine
whether persons charged with
= kissing for pleasure were really

doing so or were kissing out of
sheer affection.)

According to the reports,
Iran’s new ‘‘morai”’ law will
require four men to prove
sexual offenses. If one male wit-
ness is missing two female sub-
stitutes will be accepted. Quite
obviously this new law will lead
to more people spying on each
other, police and government
interference in people’s most
intimate lives and the most
horrible kind of dictatorship so
commonly written about in
novels. Equally disgusting is
that the law’s requirement for
proof not only emphasizes that
women are second-class citizens
in present day Iranian society
but also lays down officially
that men are twice as good as
women.

Conscious men and women
everywhere must condemn this
latest inhuman law of Kho-
meini's tyranny and demand
freedom and dignity for the
Iranian masses.”|

(Contmued from page3) .
a comfortable Iead over Deuk-
me_uan But his lead evaporated
in the last three weeks of the
campaign after one of Deuk-
mejian’s campaign aides sug-
gested (probably correctly) that
the polls did not reflect anti-
Black ias among white voters.
On el ction day exit polls
revealed ‘that about four percent
of the voters—some 150,000
people—voted for Deukmejian
because they refused to support
a Black candidate. Since Brad-
ley lost by only about 50,000
votes, “this racist- backlash
against him was clearly decisive.
In Mississippi another mod-
erate - Black. -politician  running
for the House of Representa-
tives, Robert: Clark, was nar-

rowly defeated by conservative”

Republican = Webb  Franklin.

Franklin campaigned under the

thinly-disguised racist slogan:
““A’'Congressman for Us.”’ One
white voter admitted to-report-
ers: “I can’t lie about it—it’s
the way I was raised—but I just
don’t want to see’'a Black man
in that_office.”’ :
Right-wing support, ‘was a]so

" clearly revealed wherever tough

anti-crime measures . were an
election issue. In New . York
Republican . Lew Lehrman, a
conservative ‘who' stressed the
crime issue in his campaign (he

called for “‘tougher’judgesand:

arestoration of the death penal-
ty), only narrowly 16st the gov-

ernorship to Democrat Mario -

Cuomo. Cuomo, who ran as a
liberal and opposed the death

penalty, -hadibeen expected to -

tions

TIONS ¢ « o
. win easily. Slmllarly,‘voters in
'tradmonally liberal Massachu-

setts endorsed restoration of the
death penalty, while limitations
on bail passed in Colorado,
Arizona and Florida.

The New Right’s losses in the
elections were more a defeat for
its hopes that it could imple-
ment its program through the
electoral system than an indica-
tion that its social base has
declined. Many conservative
voters supported Reagan in
1980 because he openly support-
ed the New Right’s social pro-

grams, including opposition to -

abortion rights, lesbian and gay
rights,” busing and affirmative
-action, and endorsement of
prayer in the public schools and
other. “‘traditional American
values.”” But once in power the
Reagan administration vacil-
lated on these issues and ulti-
" mately chose to emphasxze for-
eign policy and economic issues.
At the same time,.conservatives
in Congress have so far been
unable to push through mea-
sures like the Family Protection
Act and the Human . Life
Amendment, Now the victory
.of Democratic and ’Republican
moderates may also  convince
many supporters of the right-
wing movement that relying on
electoral campaigns and the
..““democratic process’’. in gen—
eral will not achieve thelr atms.
This may ultimately spur the
growth of the more. radical
right-wing orgamzatlons, such
as the Ku Klux Klan.

But the other side -of the po-

larization of U.S. society will be
the development .of mass pro-
test movement against the capi-
talists in general and the Reagan
offensive in particular. We sus-
pect that the elections marked
the beginning of a mass re-
sponse by working and op-
pressed people against the at-
tacks coming down on them.
Today, this response has a mod-
erate character, largely because
most working class and lower
middle class people have no
clear idea of what to do about
the state of the country and still
hope that the politicians can
reverse the economic decline.
But we can expect workers
and other oppressed people to
take more direct, militant ac-
tion at some point in the future.
As the economic crisis continues
-—and the bankruptcy of gov-
ernment efforts to end the crisis
becomes more apparent—peo-.
ple will see that they have little
choice but to fight back in a
militant way. We suspect, how-
ever, that the developing move-
ment will emerge under mod-
erate-to-liberal, mostly Demo-
cratic Party  leadership, and

remain under such leadershlp '

for some period of time. Demo-
cratic politicians, Black lead-
ers and union officials". will
certainly do everything-they can
to ensure this, since they hope
to ride popular opposition to

Reagan and: the Republicans =

back into: power But if the
economic, social and political
crisis- becomes as severe as we
think it will, there will cléarly be
the potential-for a developing -
mass movemernt, or at least part
of it, to go beyond the control
of capltahsms hlred defend—
ers.[] -
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