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The 16 Pager
And Preparation
For The Leap

We stand today in the United
States and internationally at a
moment before a leap, a great
leap in the course of human
history. Everywhere the relation
between the two  contending
classes is at the highest point
of tension. The bourgeoisie per-
sists in its attacks on the wor-
king class while the working
class stubbornly resists these
attacks. At any moment the pre-
sent wage clashes of the classes
can go over into a totally dif-
ferent situation—one of gene-
ral strike, civil war, revolution.

The meaning of the failure of
Nixon’s Vietnamization program
is that the bourgeoisie is forced
to go over to the Vietnamization
of the whole world=—reproducing
conditions of civil war in the
advanced and colonial countries.
This is what is behind the civil
war in Bengal, the clashes with
British troops in Ulster, the
developing general strike in
England, the general strike
movement developing around
construction and municipal wor-
kers in the United States.

We stand today before a leap.
Great events are about to trans-
pire and this, as Trotsky poin-
ted out, of necessity throws the
centrists into the deepest crisis.

The leap to a different quali-
ty finds its expression in the
current reality if one, through
the Marxist method, knows how
to reveal it. Otherwise the
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Bitter Civil War
Breaks Out In

East Pakistan

BY TOM GORDON

Civil war is ragingbe-
tween the workers and pea-
sants of East Pakistan, and
the military dictatorship of
General Yahya Khan. Re-
ports from the East, where
newsmen have been banned,
indicate that the people of
East Pakistan control large
sections of their country and
are fighting beside East
Pakistani (Bengali) regi-
ments against the West Paki-
stan army of General Khan.

Tanks and heavy artillery, sup-
plied General Khan by the U.S.,
Britain, West Germany, the Soviet
Union and Communist China are
being used against lightly armed
civilians in the major cities of
Dacca, Khulna, Daulatpur, Chitt-
agong, and Rangpur. The city of

. Comilla has been bombed.

Students and workers interna-
tionally must come to the defense
of the Pakistani workers and
peasants, who have taken the lead
in the struggle against the Khan
dictatorship. Only a united front
of the working class, led by a
Marxist leadership against not
only General Khan and his mur-
derous troops but against the
Bengali bourgeoisie, can assure
the victory of the East Pakistan
workers, peasants and youth,

Open and continuous fighting
broke out in East Pakistan on
March 26, when General Khan
broke off eleven days of talks
with Sheik Mujibur Rahman, lead-
er of the ‘‘socialist’” (actually
petty-bourgeois nationalist) Awa-
mi League. General Khan’s de-
cision to postpone the opening of
the constitutional assembly, in

which the Awami League was
guaranteed 167 of 313 seats,
touched off the crisis.

The leading West Pakistani
party, the Pakistan People’s
Party (also a bourgeois party,
led by Ali Bhutto), had already
announced on March 3 that it
would boycott and therefore sabo-
tage the constitutional assembly.
This would mean the assembly
would not evenbe able torecom-
a new constitution to the ruling
clique of generals headed by Gen-
eral Khan.

This was anopen provocation to
the East Pakistani majority, and
touched off calls for independence
led by riots and clashes of stu-
dents and workers against the
Western troops. Mr. Bhutto had
called for a ‘‘strong central gov-
ernment”’ while Sheik Rahman,
leading a ‘‘nonviolent resistance”’
campaign, called at first for au-
tonomy for the East, then began
calling for independence when the
current fighting broke out.

Only lack of a Marxist leader-
ship in the working class and
among the peasantry prevented
the establishment of a workers’
and peasants’ state and allowed
the Pakistani bourgeoisie to set
up General Yahya Khanas abona-
partist trying to balance between
and play off the tensions between
East and West, worker, peasant,
and boss and landlord.

General khan responded with
brutal suppression of the strikes,
a wage freeze, the outlawing of
trade unions, and eventually,
martial law for the East. The
elections have been followed by
constant agitation and strike
struggles especially in the East,
including a general strike of go-

Stonybrook Cafeteria Strikers Face

BY MARK ROSENZWEIG

STONY BROOK, March 30—The
strike of cafeteria workers at the
State University of New York at
Stony Brook is in its third week
and is at a crucial point.

The University administration,
while claiming neutrality, has
been squarely behind the com-
pany, Prophet Foods, which runs
the cafeteria service, in its at-
tempt to break the strike and
destroy the strength of Local
1199 in the cafeterias.

University police have been
fitming the picket lines all week,
and one worker was arrested for
attacking one of these photogra-
phers. Meanwhile, the company
refuses to come to the bargaining
table, and the University adminis-
tration expressed its ‘‘neutrali-
ty'® by threatening the union with
legal action from the very start.
At the same time it denies that
the company is not bargaining in
good faith and that the workers
are in fact locked out.

SCABS

The company claims itislosing
less money with the workers out
on strike than running the five
cafeterias, and the administration
refuses to hold them to their
contract. However, quite a few
times University cops have at-
tempted to bring scabs through,
only to be driven back by the
workers and students. Today the
company and University have an-
nounced that the Suffolk County

Police will protect scabs.

The leadership of the union
feels that a victory could be
achieved by merely sitting it out
and keeping the five cafeterias
closed. But one large scab cafe-
teria is still running on campus
and numerous student-run food
services are operating on an

vernment workers called by Sheik
Rahman, which took over the run-
ning of the Eastern government.

That the struggle in the East
is an expression of a general
class battle against the capitalists
is shown by the movement in
the West at thé same time.
Bhutto’s People’s Party has re-
cently led workers in the occupa-
tion of nine textile mills in Lyall-
pur, West Pakistan. The police
have made more than 100arrests
in ousting the workers from the

plants.
What we are witnessing in East

Pakistan is a civil war which
must sweep all of the Indian
subcontinent and the rest of Asia
as well. It cannot be confined to
the narrow sectional orientation
of its present leadership. It is
true that the Bengalis have lit-
tle in common with West Pakis-
tan outside of religion. But this
situation exists throughout the
Indian subcontinent as a whole
with its diverse population with
different languages, dialects and
cultural traditions.

Pakistan was anartificial crea-
tion of the British imperialists.
An “‘independent” East Pakistan
will just create another artificial
division among the workers and
peasants. There is considerable
indication that the Indian bour-
geoisie with the support of sec-
tions of the American bourgeoisie
would just as soon see this take
place.

The only solution is a united
and socialist federation of all the
peoples of the Indian subcontinent
as part of the struggle for a
socialist Asia and a workers
revolution in the Western coun-
tries. This is the program of the
Fourth International.

Scabs & Cops

expanded schedule.

The strike can only be won if
the workers and students close
the entire campus. The union must
defend the worker already ar-
rested by mobilizing the entire
campus and all the campus work-
ers and by calling on the Long
Island Federation of Labor for
" their support.

Police try to separate socialist banners from Haitian demonstration.

WL Raises Socialism
At Haitian Rally

BY JACQUES GAGNON,
NEW YORK—On March 27th the Haitian' Resistance
movement held a rally at the United Nations of some
900 people against the Duvalier regime.

Duvalier and the fascists know
the real power in the organized
workers. They experienced it in
1957 when the whole working
class stormed into the National
Palace demanding participation
in the government.

The Haitian Resistance is a
bloc of different class tenden-
cies. Even’ though it includes
some Stalinists, it is dominated
by the pro-fascist militarists.
Foliowing the logic of Stalinism,
the left wing of this bloc refuses
to pose the question of the in-
dependent fight of the Haitian
workers and peasants for a wor-
kers government.

The perspective put forward by
these groups was to pressure the
butcher Nixon to help themover-
throw the butcher Duvalier.

The Workers League inter-
vened in the rally with a banner
that read: “‘For a Socialist
Haiti,”” “‘Down with Duvalier,”
and ‘‘Long Live the Fourth Inter-
national.”’ As soon as these slo-
gans were unveiled, a polariza-

tion was created in the rally.

The right wing of the ‘‘Resis-
tance”’ attempted to remove the
banner but the young militants
in the crowd immediately came to
the Workers League’s defense.
The Bulletin got atremendous
response with more than 200
copies sold.

After the rally the Workers
League held an independent rally
which attracted some thirty mili-
tants who took up chants for a
socialist Haiti. As the contingent
joined the others for a brief
march, the right wing again
attempted to throw the Workers
League out but it was strongly
defended by a section of the
crowd.

Failing in this, they called in
the cops who, clubs in hand,
formed a line to separate the con-
tingent from the rest of the
march. Once again the protests of
the young militants forced the
Resistance leadership to call off
" the cops.

Party.

David Perez, Field Marshal
of the YLP, in an article in the
March 19th issue, of Palante,
raises questions whichare really
at the heart of the struggle in
Puerto Rico when he writes:

*“To be poor means that some-
body, somehwere is rich. Who
are these rich people? Since PR
is a colony of amerikkka, they
must be the same rich people
as the ones in amerikkka , like
Rockefeller and Hughes. Not only
that, but there are rich Puerto
Ricans stepping on poor Puerto
Ricans for control of the island.”’

It is these rich Puerto Ricans,
the native bourgeoisie, whom

Juan Mari Bras, head of MPI, and
the MPI advocate allying with' in
the struggle for independence.
The theory of MPIl is that of
Stalinism and the Communist
Party—the two stage theory of
the fight for independence, fol-
lowed later by the fight for soci-
alism. What this means is tying
the Puerto Rican working class
to the native bourgeoisie, to capi-
talism, and thus to imperialism
itself.

SOCIALISM
In his article, Perez goesonto
say that neither commonwealth,
statehood (like Hawaii) or in-

MPI Deepens Attack On Socialism

BY HANK PADRO
It is within the context of the deepening class struggle
internationally that we must look at not only the recent
physical attacks by the Movemiento Pro-Independencia
(MPI) on the Workers League, butatarticles in Claridad,
the paper of MPI, and Palante, paper of the Young Lords

dependence (like the Phillipines)
mean liberation for Puerto Rico.

“Well, all of those things,
statehood and commonwealth and
independence are political sys-
tems. They have tobebasedonan
economic system and they are:
capitalism. One group, the rich,
sucking the poor dry. Each one,
statehood, commonwealth and in-
dependence is based on capita-
lism. And if we really look at
it, capitalism is the main
enemy. ...Capitalism must be
destroyed.

““In place of capitalism we ask
for socialism. Socialism means
that the means of producing
goods, the factories, the plants
and companies, and the means
of distributing these goods, like
railroads, stores, ships and
planes, must be owned by the
people, the people who are now
poor. And to do this we must

fight a long hard war.”’

Perez is saying that inde-
pendence alone means a capita-
list Puerto Rico, just as there
is independence in the Phil-
lipines, but it is still dominated
by American imperialism and
that it is necessary to fight for
socialism.

This perspective goes against
that of bourgeois nationalism ex-
pressed openly by MPI, most
clearly in the speeches of Juan
Mari Bras in New York in the
past weeks, in which he has ad-
vocated the unity of all classes
in Puerto Rico, an alliance with
the native bourgeoisie in Puerto
Rico.

By raising the struggle for
socialism now in Puerto Rico, the
Young Lords must confront other
questions; they must face the his-
tory of workers’ struggles for

( Continued On Page 12 )
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Calley, Nixon,
& Brass Guilty

All of the right wing, anti-com-
munist chauvinist forces from the
American Legion to racist Sou-
thern politicans and big business-~
men are rallying behind Lieute-
nant William Calley.

Calley, who once worked as a
strikebreaker in Florida, was
convicted this week of premedi-
tated murder in the massacre of
men, women and children in My-
lai three years ago. Calley faces
a sentence of death or life im-
prisonment.

Calley’s defense from the very
beginning has been funded by big
business. Now rightist forces are
trying to turn him into a hero
and martyr to whip up a patriotic
fever in the working class to
divert attention from the tremen-
dous defeat of U.S. imperialism
in Laos.

While Calley may well be a
scapegoat for the capitalist class,
for the Pentagon and for Nixon,
this does not get him off the
hook. Calley is not just a rank
and file G.I. He was an officer
and a careerist. He has been a
most faithful and outspoken ser-
vant' of imperialism and its war.

It was in fact the courage of
rank and file G.L.s like
Meadlo and Dursi who spoke out
against the massacre that brought
Calley to trial. Some of these

NTU LEADERSHIP TURNS

“to Nixon.

soldiers refused to shoot at My-
lai.

While Calley may be de-
humanized he was perfectly con-
scious of what he was doing and
could have stopped it.

We shed no tears over Calley.
Calley is guilty. He should be
punished. But it is not just Cal-
ley who should be sentenced to
the gas chamber or a life of
hard labor but the whole lot of
imperialism’s rulers from Cal-
ley’s superiors, to the Pentagon,

No tears for Lieutenant Calley.

BY BOB MICHAELSON :

NEWARK, March 28—At a membership meeting today
held in the Robert Treat Hotel, the leadership of the
Newark Teachers Union brought out its ‘‘big guns’’ as
part of an attempt to sell a new contract to the ranks.

Guest speakers at the meeting
included David Selden, President
of ithe American Federation of
Teachers, a spokesman from the
national AFL-CIO leadership, and
F. Megaro, councilman from the
North Ward.

When the bureaucrats spoke, it

was to express their encourage- .

ment for the ‘“‘militancy and de-
termination’’> being put forward
" by the teachers. The spokesman
from the AFL-CIO stated that the
strike was not just an economic
strike, but more important, it
was a question of ‘‘pride.”

This militancy and courage of
the ranks—which certainly does
exist and is a prime factor in the
difficulty the bureaucrats are
having selling their betrayal—is
being idealized by these leaders
in order toavoid the main question
facing the NTU: How do you win
the strike?

This they cannot answer. In-
stead, the NTU bureaucracy says
that it is simply the determination

_of the ranks divorced from any
strategy which will win a decent
contract. Said one speaker: *If
you can hold out just one week,
one day, one hour, one minute
longer than the Board, then you
will win.”

But simply holding out is not
enough. It will only set the stage
for demoralization unless behind
it is a strategy with victory as
the goal. Yet, in a leaflet printed
this week, the NTU Executive
Board states that ‘““Mayor Gibson
can end this strike!"”’

They say that they have ac-
cepted the recommendations of
Jonas Silver, the New Jersey
State appointed Mediator, which
includes accepting binding arbi-

" tration for grievance procedures.

The NTU leaders ask Gibson
to step into the strike and get
the Board to accept Silver’s re-
commendations. They end their
leaflet by asking the citizens of

Newark to send telegrams to Gib-
son urging the mayor to aid the
sellout.

For all their talk against
Gibson, the NTU leaders look to
him to ‘“‘mediate” the dispute not
to the independent mobilization of
the labor movement to shut New-
ark down in a general strike.

The Board has refused toaccept
Silver’s recommendations and
only calls them ‘‘a basis for re-
newing negotiations.”’

Nixon Imposes

Freeze On Wages

In Construction

BY A CONSTRUCTION WORKER
March 29—President Nixon issued an Executive order

on the construction unions.

The fact that this move had been
agreed to beforehand by the lead-
ership of these ‘unions exposes
the real danger facing workers in
the building trades.

The new Executive order,
which Nixon issued under the
Economic Stabilization Act of
1970, establishes 16-18 “‘craft
dispute boards’’ which will re-
view all wage increases being
negotiated now or scheduled to
go into effect in the future.

Any wage increases which go
beyond the order’s 6% limit—and
this includes basically allagree-
ments that take place in the con-
struction  industry—will be
brought before a Construction
Stabilization Committee. This
Committee, which will be ap-
pointed by the Secretary of Labor,
will decide whether the increase

TO GIBSON

STOP PRESS—Tuesday, March
30—The Newark Board of Edu-
cation suspended 347 teachers
tonight as a ‘“definite retaliation”’
against these striking members
of the Newark Teachers Union.
This action was defended by Board
President Jesse Jacob as ‘‘the
only alternative we have in
reaching a settlement.”” Now a
general strike is an absolute
necessity.

The rank and file must demand
that the NTU go back on the of-
fensive through a real fight to

bring out the labor movement in.

a general strike that will shut
Newark down._

-today creating the mechanisms for deepening his assault

violates Nixon’s ‘‘constraints”’
and will then determine the
proper penalties.

Such a ‘“‘self-regulating’’ sys-
tem requires the collaboration of
the bureaucratic leaderships of
the construction unions. That was
the purpose of Nixon’s repeal of
the Davis-Bacon Act—to ma-
neuver the bureaucrats into a
position where they could col-
laborate with his union-busting
schemes while still being able
to keep their rank and file under
control. So now Nixon holds out
the carrot of the Davis-Bacon
Act in exchange for their will-
ingness to accept his new Exe-
cutive order.

This collaboration on the part
of the union leaders with the
capitalists is a blatant betrayal
of the struggles of construction
workers to improve their living
standards. Nixon’s latest order
is a direct-attack on these living
standards.

One worker who is employed
in building the World Trade Cen-
ter in Manhattan told the Bulle-
tin recently that ‘“Nixon ought to
work here awhile and risk getting
his head knocked off by material
falling from above. Sure, we get
pretty high hourly wages, but
that’s when we work. Right now,
I’m only working two daysaweek
and you can see that I don’tbring
home that much money.”’

VICIOUS
Most important is -that the
attacks on the building trades
unions is only a dress rehearsal

SSEU Must Prepare April 21 Strike

BY AN SSEU MEMBER
NEW YORK—Talks between the City and the SSEU-
371 welfare workers union have been dragging on for
.months since the contract deadline expired.

The talks have been a com-
plete farce. The City has told
the union point blank, that there
will be no job security, no job
description, and no workload
clauses in the new contract.

The City, furthermore, has re-
fused any more thana wage cut as
a pay offer, and has told the union
that there will be layoffs during
the term of the contract.

Nevertheless, the union lea-
dership remains at the table,
discussing tertiary issues with
the City. Behind this is the hope
that somehow the minor issues
will be gotten out of the way and
they will have something to offer
the membership “‘in the llth
hour’’ before the April 21 work
action deadline.

Progress on these minor
issues, however, has been ex-
tremely slow. This is because
it is impossible to negotiate on
them without an overall picture
of how the City intends to reor-
ganize the various departments,
and without any union controls
over reorganization.

The Hill leadership has been
completely stymied before the
City. Its only perspective is for

maybe Victor Gotbaum, head of
District Council 37, to step in
and put some poliical pressure
on the City for a settlement. It
has no real perspective for
mobilzing the rank and file for a
real showdown with the City on

April 2I, nor will it bring any
the April 7

perspective into
membership meeting, where it
will ask the membership to ratify

the holding ofan April 16 referen-
dum.

This referendum, recommen-
ded by the Delegates Assembly,
calls for refusal to participate
in further reorganization of the
next groups of welfare centers
if substantial agreement on work-
load, manning, job security and
penalty pay is not reached by that
date.

The April 7 meeting, however,
must pose a strategy for a real
fight against the City and real

( Continued On Page 12 )

for even more vicious attacks
being prepared for the trade union
movement as awhole. That is why
the collaboration of the bureau-
crats of these unionsis so rotten.
They are actually easing Nixon’s
path in his plans for even more
deadly assaults on the unions.

This Executive order has no
muscle except for what the
bureaucrats themselves put into
it. Nixon’s- strategy is clear. He
fears in this period a head-on
confrontation with the working
class, so he relies on the aid of
its leadership in the trade union
movement.

So when the bureaucrats ma-
neuver with Nixon, it is in order
to cover up their tracks. They
accept the reinstatement of the
Davis-Bacon Act in order to use
it to hide the meaning of Nixon’s
new Executive order which is an
even more open attack on wages.

Meanwhile, 17 building trades
unions have recently signed an
agreement with 34 members of
the National Contractors Asso-
ciation which calls for the aboli-
tion of ‘‘restrictive work prac-
tices’’: the elimination of ‘‘fea-
therbedding,”’ standby crews and
work slow downs, and a discon-
tinuation of overtime pay. At the
same time, it permits con-
tractors to employ non-union
labor and removes ali restric-
tions on labor-saving tools.

When the 300,000 member
Building and Construction Trades
Council of California called for
a nationwide general strike, and
when the Michigan unions called
for a march on Washington, to
fight against the attacks by Nixon,
these unions began to show the
way forward.

PARTY

Both the Democrats and the
Republicans have joined in gran-
ting Nixon the power to institute
a wage freeze on the working
class. The most virulent Vietnam
doves like Javits and McGovern
now show their true interests as
they unite with Buckley and Nixon
in calling for this wage freeze.

A general strike of the whole
of the labor movement must be
called in order to defeat these
attacks and to open the way for
a convocation of labor to pre-
pare the building of a labor party
to unite the working class poli-
tically to defeat the capitalists.

APRIL 24
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Local 49
Must Fight
Layoffs

BY A BULLETIN REPORTER

PONTIAC, March 26—The
management of Pontiac State Hos-
pital has informed its employees
that it is in a very bad financial
situation and that it will be trying
to make the workers pay for the
crisis. The workers are mem-
bers of AFSCME Local 49.

Management has said that
$63,000 must be made up by
July, 1971. If the problem is
not solved by that time, 35 work-
ers will be laid off, 116 employ-
ees will lose six days time each,

~overtime will be eliminated, or
checks will be withheld until the
deficit is cleared up.

The union leadership put an ad
in the Pontiac Press saying that
these attacks are grossly unfair
to the working class and attack-
ing the idea of making the work-
ers pay for management’s pro-
blems. But this is not enough.
.The ranks of Local 49 must be
mobilized in the face of this at-
tack and must also turn to the
other AFSCME locals in the Oak-
land County government complex.

Only massive strike actionasa:

show of complete class solidarity
will defeat management and their
vicious anti-labor plans.

BY KEVIN HAZLETT

DETROIT—Mayor Gribbs
told President Nixon in a
statement on March 23rd that
Detroit’s present unemploy-
ment rate is 14%. This means
that as many as 125,000
workers in Detroit may be
unable to find jobs.

The figure is even higher in
the poor working class sections
of town, 25.4%; for youth and
women it is 50%. The figures
purportedly also include people
who have never held a job, such
as high school dropouts. The
14% figure is higher than even
in January, 1962, when the rate
was 11.6%.

The unemployment figures will
rise sharply again when thousands
of university students begin look-
ing for summer jobs. This re-
porter checked out the employ-
ment offices of the big auto plants
and found that most had long lists
of workers already laid off and
were not even accepting applica-
tions.

Gribbs told Nixon that ‘‘the sit-
uation in our cities is now far
more critical than ever. One
in every seven people in De-
troit’s work forceisout of work.”
But merely telling the truth does
not let Gribbs off the hook. He
himself advocated laying off large
numbers of city personnel a short

time ago. Close to 200 Detroit
teachers are being laid off, plus
other clerical and administrative
personnel.

ROUGE

The crisis in the auto industry
is hitting hard in the Detroit
area. Over the past few months
at the River Rouge Ford complex,
150 jobs have been eliminated in
the speciality forge. Also at
Rouge, last week shift 1 was laid
off and this week shift 2 will be
laid off. This follows on the heels
of the nationwide layoffs at Ford
plants when the Rouge plants were
partially shut down for one week.
Two weeks ago, the Wixom Ford

" plant laid off 3,000 men for one

week.

Governor Milliken has slashed
education aid from the state,
causing massive layoffs and cut-
backs in school systems every-
where. In addition to the lay-
offs of 200 Detroit teachers, Pon-
tiac is laying off 250, Farmington
71, Bloomfield Hills, 98, and
Rochester, 66. So far 28 out
of 560 school districts in Mich-
igan are laying off teachers.
Many other districts are not fill-
ing vacant positions.

One source in Pontiac said,
“It is going to be next to im-
possible for teachers to find jobs
around here.” OQOakland Univer-
sity’s placement office has long
lists of education majors waiting

~ Detroit Unemployed Soars, 14% Out Of Work

for each school district recruiter
on campus. Some graduating stu-
dents have placed applications as
far away as Fairbanks, Alaska
in hopes of getting a job.

Not one trade union leader here
has called for the unity and mobi-
lization of labor against these
attacks. Not one officer of the
UAW or the teachers union has
fought for the support of other
sections of labor in defense of
the rank and file.

The only answer the workers
can have in the face of these
attacks is the fight for: No Lay-
offs! A 30 hour week at full
pay! This means a fight to mo-
bilize the whole labor movement
in a general strike.

Financial Crisis Faces Hospitals
-Unions Must Plan Fight Back

BY AN 1199 MEMBER
Like a ticking time bomb,
the hospital crisis deepens
daily. The latest develop-
ments include the announce-
ment that the municipal hos-
pitals face a deficit as high
as $40 million out of a cur-

rent budget of $618 million.

On the same day the city
government announced that it
could no longer continue to shdre

ALLENDE COURTS FAVOR OF IMPERIALISM

BY A BULLETIN
REPORTER

The coalition government
of Salvador Allende inChile
is taking a sharp turn to
the right. Facing mounting
pressure from the Unied
States to preserve its in-
terests on the one hand, and
from the Chilean workers
and peasants to expropriate
the capitalist class on the
other hand, Allende is ma-
king concession after con-
cession to the United States.

On March 26, anagreement be-
tween Bethlehem Steel and the
Chilean government was announc-
ed. Rather than expropriate the
iron mines owned by Bethlehem
Steel in Chile, Allende bought
them and agreed to give Beth-
lehem interest payments amount-
ing to more than $30 million.

Then on March 27th, in an in-
terview reported in the New York
Times, Allende bent over back-
wards to demonstrate his warm
and friendly feelings for the
United States.

He emphasized that he wanted
nothing but ‘‘the best—the very
best relations with the United
States.”” He said Chile was a
““democracy’’ and ‘‘will never do
anything against the United States
or contribute to injuring its sov-
ereignty.”’

““We will never provide a mili-
tary base that might be used

CARLETON PACIFISTS PUSH BINH BETRAYAL

BY A BULLETIN
REPORTER

NORTHFIELD, MINN.—The
Carleton College faculty has for
more than a decade been a re-
liable seismograph of middle
class reformism. In the more
recent period many of the tea-
chers have been in the forefront
of pro-McCarthy activities in the
State, have vigorously supported
anti-draft agitation, and have pro-
moted ecology, including opposti-
tion toSST, with unstinting fervor.

So it is hardly an accident
that a Carleton Professor of his-
tory was one of five Minnesotans
to journey to Paris recently fora
“People’s Peace Conference.”

Salvador Allende greéts American Ambassador Korry (right).

against the United States.”” He
scoffed at the notion that the
United States wanted to over-
throw the Chilean government.
He said “‘there isnoUnited States
conspiracy.”’

Further, Allende promised that
all U.S. holdings that were na-
tionalized would be compensated.
“l simply cannot imagine that
the United States government
would make common cause with
private enterprise on an issue
like this.

Since their return from France
the housewives, clergy, and aca-
demics have been eagerly pro-
moting the line of the “‘People’s
Peace Treaty.”

While there may not be any
conscious Stalinists onCarleton’s
campus, it is evident that their
People’s Front program, the very
one leading to the catastrophe of
fascism in Europe during the
thirties, is very much alive.

"Students from Carleton must
join the workers and students
from other schools in Washington
on April 24thina counter-demon-
stration called by the Workers
League against this imperialist-
Stalinist treachery.

After centuries of brutal ex-
ploitation by U.S. imperialism
in Latin America in which the
large corporations have made
billions of dollars off the misery
of the masses, Allende is sure
that Nixon has Chile’s interests
at heart!

He assures the United States
he will respect their sovereignty
after its capitalist class has

trampled all over the sovereignty

of the entire continent.
Allende intends to continue
Chile’s membérship in the Or-

" ganization of American States -

which is nothing but a tool of
imperialism’s interests in Latin
America.

And thé man actually saysheis
a Marxist-Socialist! Like Cas-
tro, Allende is nothing but a
bourgeois nationalist who uses
Marxist phrases while accomo-
dating himself to the capitalist
countries.

Workers and peasants are on
the move in Chile. Over the past
months peasants have beentaking
over large farms despite Al-
lende’s pleas for restraint.

Allende will quickly be exposed
to the Chilean masses in whose
hands the future socialist revolu-
tion in Chile lies.

with the state the cost of meeting
monthly deficits of 22 ofNew
York’s largest voluntary hospi-
tals. These hospitals (private,
non-profit) have been running $1.3
million monthly deficits on out-
patient clinics run under the so-
called Ghetto Medicine Plan.

Now this barely patched to-
gether solution is coming apart
and outpatient clinics in some of
the biggest hospitals may be
forced to close.

In their private patientope-
rations these prestige hospials
are meeting expenses. When it
comes to continuing even the pre-
sent totally inadequate care for
the millions in the ghettos, how-
ever, it cannot be done.

As far as the city hospitalsare
concerned, the new City Hospitals
Corporation has reassured the
public there will be no closings—
just borrowing against next
year’s budget and continued
deterioration in conditions for
both workers and patients!

It is the financial crisis which
is behind all the attacks on hos~
pital workers, the harassment of
militants as previously reported
in the Bulletin, the recent strug-
gle at Mt. Sinai Hospital, the

struggle over union recognition at
Fordham Hospital and the victi-
mization of workers who led the
organizing campaign, as well as
layoff threats all over the city.

The attacks and the threats be-
come more serious every day.
Up to now the Local 1199 leader-
ship, representing more than
30,000 workers in New York, has
done nothing to mobilize the wor-
kers against these attacks. The
leadership has threatened strike
action against any layoffs, but
when it came to the attempted
firing of Fordham workers it
agreed to arbitration.

The first step in the fight
back can be taken through a city-
wide demonstration against lay-
offs and health care cutbacks
and attacks on working condi-
tions. A demonstration which
mobilizes workers from all over
the city and directs their fight
against the government and hos-
pital bosses responsible for the
crisis is what is required.

Hospital workers should insist
on this kind of action now,
before mass layoffs, before clinic
or hospital closings, before more
worsening of conditions for the
entire working class.

Taxi Election: A Fraud

BY A LOCAL 3036 MEMBER
NEW YORK—FIleet taxi drivers
continued to suffer through
another week of low bookings, low
tips and few fares sincethe fares
were hiked. Talk of re-nego-
tiating the contract, a wildcat
strike, and a number of other job
action spread throughout the
garages, '

What makes the dropinincome
tough totake, is thatunder the new
contract, 10 cents out of the initial
60 cent drop goes into the pension
and welfare plan. The driver’s
percentage of the meter (42% for
new drivers,
older drivers) begins only after
this dime is extracted. For a full-
time driver who averages 25
fares a day, $2.50 is subtracted
for the new pension and welfare
plan.

plan!”’ said one driver when he
totalled up the figures. ‘“‘For $50
a month 1 better get sick and
retire.”

In another related development
las week, it was revealed that
Harry Van Arsdale, the prime
innovator of this sellout contract,
is being forced to run for elec-

up to 49-50% for

‘“Some pension and welfare

tion again, as head of Local 3036.
The previous electionwas invali-
dated.

Somehow, 2, OOO men who were
not eligible, voted, and about 1,500
men who wanted to vote, did not
receive ballots. Charges of fraud
brought to the attention of the
Labor Department by the Taxi
Drivers  Action Committee
proved so conclusive that the Van
Arsdale leadership was forced to
seek a compromise (which it got)
in having the election run over
again!

Tremendous opposition is buil-
ding for the semi-annual spring
union meeting against the 42%
cut that new drives take from
bookings. Since more than 50%
of all drivers are part-time (this
percentage is increasing) the
future pattern for the industry is
clear. By sacking older drivers
on any pretense possible, (older
drivers pull 49-50% ofthe meter,
depending on longevity) fleet
owners can realize an increased
profit from the meters of 7-8%.

What is required is an all-out
fight by rank and filers to
overturn this sellout leadership.
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General Strike Greets |

Argentine Dictator

BY PAT CONNOLLY
General Roberto Leving-
ston, President of Argentina,
was ousted on March 23 by
rival miltary leaders lead
by Lieutenant General Ale-
jandro Lanusse.

Lanusse, who was sworn in as
president on the 26th, comes from
one of the largest landowning and
business families in Argentina.

The Levingston regime, hated
by the working class, was deposed
after a massive general strike
in the city of Cordoba. Last
week the
CGT (General Labor Confedera-
tion) called a general strike of

Strike wave brings Lanusse in.

over 10,000 workers and students.
In the lead of the strike were
auto workers from the huge Re-
nault and Fiat plants in Cor-
doba, the most industrial city in
Argentina.

The stage for the general strike
was set by a ten percent increase
in the cost of living over the past
two months, as the workers be-
gan demanding wage increases
to keep up with prices.

ARRESTED

Army troops surrounded the
city as government planes flew
over Cordoba searching for snip-
ers. Police began a house to
house search in the Clinicas,
the student quarter, searching
for ‘‘professional agitators.”’
Over 400 workers and students
were arrested.

Unemployment in Argentina is
high, not just in the industrial
city of Cordoba, but in provinces
such as Tucaman, where major
sugar refineries were closed,

Peronist-dominated .

throwing thousands out of work.
Food and some consumer goods
are scarce, and now the sale of
beef has been prohibited for two
weeks because of the scarcity—
in the largest beef producing
country in Latin America.

The Cordoba strike follows the |
general strike of May, 1969. At ' k

that time every major city in
Argentina was shut downby strik-
ing workers. The regime purged
the university faculties, banned
student organizations and poured

police onto every campus, after

using troops
workers.

against striking

YOLCANO

The bourgeoisie in Latin Am-
erica is sitting on top of a vol-
cano which is in the process of
exploding. Not only in Argen-
tina, but throughout Latin Am-
erica, the working class has
shown its willingness to fight
against imperialist domination
and the exploitation and op-
pression by the ruling class.

The new military dictatorship,
like those before it, promise a
return to parliamentary demo-
cracy ‘‘someday.” But the Ar-
gentinian ruling class, no less
than the capitalist class inter-
nationally, is thrown into crisis
as it tries to maintain profits,
and requires open class dictator-
ship to maintain itself in power.
The new regime is the third in
five years, as the ruling class
desperately goes from one mili-
tary dictator tothe next, in search
for the strongest arm to hold

. down the working class.

- LEADERSHIP

The fight now facing the work-
ing class in Argentina and in all
Latin America is to -construct
a Marxist leadership to bring
the working class to power. Such
a leadership must fight against
all those who try to mislead and
disarm the working class, like
Allende of Chile, and Peron,
former President of Argentina,
who use ‘‘left”” phrases and
demagogy to tie the working class
to the native bourgeoisie and thus
to capitalism and imperialism
as a whole.

The fight against the military
dictatorship in Argentina must
be the fight for the socialist
revolution, to smash imperial-
ism and its puppet military dic-
tators.

Enraged farmer beats policeman during demonstration against Common Market in Brussels.

Angry Farmers Storm Brussels
Protest Common Market Attacks

BY A FOREIGN
CORRESPONDENT

Eighty thousand angry far-
mers from all over Western
.Europe stormed into Brus-

sels last week to protest the -

plans of the Common Mar-

ket to drive them out of
existence.

In an explosion of fury and
desperation the huge march
poured through the streets of the
Belgian capital, smashing win-
dows and burning street cars.

Any cop foolish enough to in-
terfere was quickly dealt with.
The farmers immediately beat
up and slashed the throat of a
policeman who had shot andkilled
one of the farmers.

EFFIGIES

Effigies were burned of Com-
mon Market officials such as Dr.
Mansholt, the man in charge of
the Market’s agricultural poli-
cies. The week before hundreds
of Dutch farmers drove their
tractors into West Germany,
many of them decked out with
gallows.

The capitalists are now faced
not only with a revolutionary up-

Tories Ready Vietnam-Type “Pacification’ For Ulster

BY ED SMITH

The election of Brian Faulkner
as the new Unionist Prime Minis-
ter of Northern lIreland will do
absolutely nothing to reduce the
impasse in which British imper-
ialism finds itself in its oldest
colony.

More and more the ruling Con-
servative Party and its Unionist
affiliate find themselves torn
apart between extreme right
wing elements advocating the in-
ternment of working class mili-
tants, and those who wish to im-
plement their vicious objectives
by relying on the treachery of
the Labor Party leadership.

This is the reason behind the
open challenge of the extreme
right-winger William Craig to
Faulkner, a ‘‘moderate’” who
stands for a ‘‘firm”’ policy of
terror against the Catholic work-
ing class in Ulster. It is ex-
pressed in the calls by the Tory
MPs for a repetition in North
Ireland of the bloody ‘‘pacifica-_

tion’> of Malaysia by British ,

troops in 1948. In other words
the Tory right wing is proposing
to transfer the methods of Viet
Nam—‘‘resettlement,””  village
burning, and terror—to the Bri-
tish Isles.

The Heath government hesi-
tates before such an all out ter-
ror policy, but like Nixon in
Laos, Heath for the moment feels
he has no alternative to continu-
ing on his present course and
hoping for the best. In the face
of an open split among his sup-
porters, Heath finds his strongest
point of support for his repres-
sion among the Labour leader-
ship.

WAR
“Labour’s shadow cabinet,
.which met last night, had no

quarrel at all with Mr. Heath’s
statement” commented the Tory
Daily Telegraph. Labour leader
James Callaghan and Party Sec-
retary Sir Harry Nicholas, in
fact, have made a tour of North
Ireland precisely to pushHeath’s

.ate”
chester-Clark was to call 1300

policy.

Heath’s policy is in fact bank-
rupt. The last act ofthe ‘“‘moder-
ex-Prime Minister Chi-

more British troops into North-
ern Ireland. Eventually the Tor-
ies will be forced to suspend
North Ireland’s constitution and
institute direct British rule in
order to better break the working
class’s resistance to the brutal
effects of capitalist rule. This
very well could be done with the
concurrence of the Labour Party
bureaucracy through a snap elec-
tion and a coalition government.

In this situation, with the In-
dustrial Relations Bill moving
towards passage through the con-
nivance of the labor bureaucracy
and with the capitalist class mov-
ing toward open dictatorship and
civil war, the building of the So-
cialist Labour League as the
revolutionary party, prepared to
go all the way in the struggle
against decaying capitalism, be-
comes of paramount importance.

surge among the working class
but among the small farmers as
well.

The decision of the Common
Market officials in Belgium fol-
lowing the demonstration was to
fight it out to the finish. They
rejected the farmers’ central de-
mand for a 15% price increase
to keep up with inflation and
offered only 4%.

STAGNATION

The Common Market was es-
tablished to pull Europe out of
its economic stagnation by at-
tempting to unify all agriculture
and industry throughout Western
Europe. The capitalist class of
Europe, faced with tremendous
competition from the United
States was essentially trying to
overcome one of the essential
features of capitalism, the boun-
daries of the nation states which
hold the productive forces back.
To do this they have been forced
to modernize all enterprises by
increasing their productivity®and
profits.

In industry this has meant the
Industrial Relations Bill in Eng-
land and other laws to destroy
the organized resistance of the
workers and to throw millions of
workers out of work.

In agriculture, the small far-
mers who cannot invest huge sums
of money to modernize their
farms must be driven out. The
bourgeoisie, now in its deepest
crisis, is no longer willing to
pay subsidies to farmers who

cannot produce large quantities
of goods at low prices.

Dr. Mansholt has said he aims
to reduce the numbers of small
farmers by 50% by 1980.

To make his contempt for their
future even clearer Mansholt is
offering them a yearly pension
of $600 if they will leave the
farms and seek jobs in the city.
Mansholt knows very well that
they can neither live on $600 a
year nor find jobs in the cities
where skilled workers are al-
ready on the unemployment lines.

SOCIALIST

The European bourgeoisie
seeks to unite economically and
politically to crush the struggles
of the workers and peasants. This
is the real program of the Com-
mon Market.

These plans cannot and will
not succeed. The workers and
farmers will not submit passively
to their own destruction. The
capitalist countries cannot elimi-
nate the rivalry and competition
which is now intensifying between
them.

Only the working class can
unite the oppressed of all the
countries of the world through
the fight for the socialist revolu-
tion.

The road to victory for the far-
mers lies inallying their struggle
with the working class of Eu-
rope for the overthrow of capi-
talism and the establishment of
the United Socialist States of
Europe.

Nixon-Agnew Prepare
For Media Censorship

BY MARTY JONAS

The increasing pressure from
the White House on the televi-
sion medium threatens to open
the way to government censorship
of the press.

As the Laos invasion began to
turn into a rout early in March’
President Nixon accused TV of
carrying on a ‘‘drumbeat of sug-
gestion’’ that the U.S. and ARVN
troops were losing.

Then a couple of weeks later,
Agnew came out in a series of
attacks on CBS-TV, specifically
on a TV documentary called *“The
Selling of the Pentagon.”” The
documentary demonstrated the
techniques of lying used by the
Pentagon. Agnew was joined in

his attacks by House Armed
Services Chairman F. Edward
Hebert. Hebert has promised an
investigation of the TV program.

Dick Cavett, after great pres-
sure from the President’s office,
was forced to give a good por-
tion of time on his late night TV
talk show to a staunch proponent
of the SST.

These moves toward muzzling
of the press open the door to
Bonapartism in the United States.

Government censorship, along
with surveillance and detention
camps are the conditions which
the ruling class must have in
order to wage civil war against
the working class.
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Join Workers League

Rally On April 24th

The puppet troops of the South Vietnamese army have
been thrown out of Laos and are in disorderly retreat.
American positions in the Khesanh area are under heavy
bombardment. The Vietnamese workers and peasants
“ave delivered hammer blows to imperialism. They have
once again shown us the way to carry forward the struggle
against our common enemy, the rulers of this nation and.
the world.

What the Commumst Party, the Socialist Workers
Party and all other so-called radical groups are doing
is exactly the opposite. They are proposing to turn the
massive opposition to the war and to Nixon’s attacks
on workers here into a rally IN SUPPORT of the very
ruling class which perpetrates these crimes addressed
by leading spokesmen of this class. Now it is announced
that leading Democratic spokesmen, Senators Hartke and
McGovern, will address the April 24th rally organized by
NPAC. The SMC and SWP beg Democratic leader Edmund
Muskie to join with them!

The Workers League will not accept this situation.
We base ourselves on the movement of the workers
in Southeast Asia and the interests of workers in the
United States and in the rest of the world. We will give
no support whatsoever to this official rally around the
liberal capitalists. We urge all class conscious workers
and militants to refuse to give any support, in any way,
in any form, to this rally.

The Workers League is organizing its own rally to
carry forward the struggle around a program which
represents the interests of the working people. Neither
Hartke nor McGovern will speak on our platform—not
even a dogcatcher from either of the two parties of
capitalism.

We say openly and plainly to all political tendencies
in the United States, all trade unionists, all minority
militants, all students and youth. Only the betrayers of
the working class will mount that NPAC platform on
April 24th. Do not place a single foot on that platform
nor bring one body in front of it.

You are all, all welcome to stand on our platform.
You are free to present from our platform any views
you wish to present. We ask only that you be of our
class, of the exploited, of the discriminated against,
and that you give no support whatever to the capitalist
class, its pohtlcnans and its system.

We will be going to Washington and San Francisco
around the following program:

o U.S. OUT OF SOUTHEAST ASIA NOW! We de-
nounce the fraud of proposing ‘“‘immediate withdrawal>’
and then tacking on that Nixon must ‘“set the date’’ for
the completion of the withdrawal. The U.S. must either
get out right this minute or be thrown out just as the
South Vietnamese were thrown out of Laos.

e FOR A GENERAL STRIKE OF LABOR AND
STUDENTS AGAINST NIXON’S WAR, ANTI-LABOR
LAWS, INFLATION, UNEMPLOYMENT, RACISM AND
REPRESSION! Middle class marches, parades and pic-
nics will not stop this war. Only the class action of
the working class can stop it.

e FOR AN ASSEMBLY OF LABOR, YOUTH AND
MINORITIES TO CONSTRUCT A LABOR PARTY
DEDICATED TO PEACE'AND FULL EMPLOYMENT
THROUGH NATIONALIZATION OF BASIC INDUSTRY!
We must take up the fight now to remove from power
those who perpetrate the war and the attacks on workers
and youth. This is why we must demand that the trade
unions convoke a general assembly of all working class
organizations, all student organizations, all represen-
tatives of the minority workers to establish a new party,
a labor party based on the trade unions but representing
the working class as a whole.

e VICTORY TO THE NLF! FOR A SOCIALIST AME-
RICA! The Vietnamese are not our enemies but the ene-
my of our enemy—the rulers of America. Their victory
will mean a defeat for our enemy and a victory for us. It
will strengthen us inour struggle for a socialist America.
Only a socialist America can bring about a peaceful
world through a world socialist society.

THE CHOICE ON APRIL 24THIS EITHER MCGOVERN-
HARTKE OR THE WORKERS LEAGUE—EITHER CAPI-
TALISM AND WAR OR SOCIALISM AND PEACE. JOIN
US!
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‘What we think

( Continued From Page | )
revolutionary party cannot be

built for if it is just shaped
by the present it will be torn
apart by the totally different
situation in the future.

It is with this understanding
of these two points that we go
forward with our 16 page paper.
The development of the paper
first of all allows us to take for-
ward the theoretical struggle for
Trotskyism against Stalinism and
revisionism. This task takesona
new urgency as these tendencies
are thrown into the sharpest
crisis while at the same time at
any moment we ourselves will be
faced with the task of leadership
on a mass scale while the
Stalinists with the aid of revi-
sionism will become absolutely
necessary to the preservation of
capitalism.

At the same time we must
proceed with the perspective of
developing the Bulletin into a
mass paper read by hundreds of
thousands and leading millions.
The sharp revolutionary leap
which stands before us interna-
tionally and here not only
requires this but will make it
possible. We must prepare this
as well by extending the paper
TODAY as deeply into the new

layers of the working class and
youth as we can. By fighting
under current conditions of
struggle at all times with the per-
spective of the revolutionary con-
frontation in the making we can
prepare for the mass paper and
the mass revolutionary party.

What is required by the coming
qualitative leap in the objective
situation and the relationship of
classes is above all a qualitative
leap in the theoretical develop-
ment of the revolutionary party.
This however cannot come out
of nothing. It must come from the
development of the Bulletin, its
theoretical penetration into the
crisis of centrism and Stalinism,
its penetration into the American
labor movement through the
struggle to lead the American
working class today, its pene-
tration into the revolutionary
layers of working class youthand
students.

In the recently published
Writings of Leon Trotsky (1935-
36), Trotsky makes two critical
points about the development of
a mass paper. First, that the
development of a mass paper is
the most difficult challenge to
a party from the point of view
of theory.

““A mass paper is distinguished

BY BRIDGET ELLIOT

With this new expanded issue,
the Bulletin once again takes the
lead in the fight for socialism in
North America. Coupled with this
brand new format, structure and
expanded content is a massive
campaign to expand our circula-
tion to 10,000 by September.

Concurrently with the expan-

launched a subscription drive to
get 2,000 new subs by May 15th.
We have already received over
400 subs towards our goal.

Since September 12, 1964, when
it appeared as a mimeographed
biweekly, the Bulletin has been
at the forefront of the deepening
class struggle.

With the fight for this paper and
its expansion we make the
struggle for revolutionary lea-
dership our central task.

With this issue we are begin-
ning a very important series on
Ernest Mandel. Future issues
will include a series on the his-
tory of the Black Panther Party
by Li’l Joe and the crisis inside
Progressive Labor Party by Lucy

sion of the Bulletin, we have -

_build

Build Bulletin Subscription : Drive

St. John. In addition to the West
Coast News, News from Canada,
and a cultural section, we are
expanding our international news
coverage and preparing to pub-
lish regularly a page in Spanish.

Because of the pressures of
inflation and our desire to
improve the Bulletin in both its
form and content we are raising
its price to 15 cents. The sub-
scription rates of $1.00 for a 6
month introductory sub, $3.00 for
a year, $1.50 for 6 months renewal
will remain the same.

The sixteen page paper would
not have been made possible
without the 'backing we have
received from our readersand
supporters. We are confident that

this support will grow in this
period.
We urge all our readers and

supporters to join the campaign to
the circulation of the
Bulletin in your area, to sell|
subscriptions in your shops,
schools and communities. In this
way we will not only meet our goal
of 2,000 by May i5th but go well
over it.

from atheoretical review or from
an organ of cadres not bythe
slogans but by the manner in
which they are presented. The
cadre newspaper unfolds for its
readers all the processes of the
Marxist analysis. The mass
paper only presents its results
basing itself at the same time
on the immediate experience of
the masses themselves. It is far
more difficult to write ina
Marxist manner for the masses
than it is to write for cadres.”

The mass paper then must not
just simply be an instrument of
propaganda but an agitator and
organizer of the class; it must
be a living instrument of revolu-
tionary change.

In producing a mass paper we
will not water down or “‘simplify”’
our slogans or program because
they are ‘‘too complicated” or
advanced. This is the second point
Trotsky makes: ‘“The mass is
not homogeneous. It develops. It
feels the pressure of events. It
will accept tomorrow what it will
not accept today.”’

. In building a mass paper we will
not cease our attacks on the be-
trayers of the working class, on
Stalinism, revisionism andna-
tionalism. In fact we seek this
struggle as the central one in
developing our strategy and pene-

' trating the working class. Ar-

guing against the centrists who
saw themselves and the mass
paper ‘‘above the fight,”’ Trotsky
remarked: ‘“If there are trueand
false tendencies, then the wor-

kers must be made to distinguish
among them. They must be called
upon to join the correct tendency
to fight the false.”

We will utilize all the history
of the defeats and victories of
the working class to bring this
understanding forward.

The movement of the working
class has thrown the nationalists,
the Stalinists and revisionists
into a deep crisis as they attempt
to head off the developments. It
is their fear of the working class,
of Trotskyism, and its weappn,
the Bulletin, that is behind MPI’s
hooligan attacks to try to phy-
sically prevent the Workers
League from selling the Bulletin.
It is the Bulletin’s fight for the
only alternative against capi-
talism and its ruthless exposure
of those who mislead the workers
and youth that they fear.

This 16 page paperisawarning
to these forces. We will not be
silenced! You will not be allowed
to perpetrate your betrayals, to
lead the working class and youth
into defeat.
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Intfroduction

ERNEST MANDEL IS the leader
cf the international Pabloite
movement, the revisionist split
off from the Trotskyist move-
ment organized in the so-called
‘“United Secretariat of the
Fourth International.”’ The
Socialist Workers Party in the
United States rejoined the Pab-
loites in 1963.

At the time of the last in-

ternational congress of the Uni-
ted Secretariat, the leader-
ship of the SWP found itself
at loggerheads with Mandel over
the issue of the planned liquid-

ation of the Latin American -

sections into OLAS. Today
Ernest Mandel’s theories are
being brought full square into
the American Pabloite move-
ment. These theories are be-
ing used by the leadership of
the SWP as a bludgeon against
those in the SWP-YSA who
are today echoing with much
force the call issued at the time
of that congress for a return
to the road of Trotskyism.

This is the meaning of the fact that
at the YSA National Conference held in
December 1970, Ernest Mandel was drag-

ged into the main political resplution in

the form of an unprecedented statement re-

The Method

.ferring to ‘‘today’s neo-capitalist soci-
ety.”’

What is reflected in this statement is
that the SWP, now in a sharp turn to the
right, is prepared to go over more openly

-than ever before to all the extreme posi-

tions and formulations of Mandel.

This is why we feel a re-examination
of Mandel and his relationship to the whole
development of Pabloism is very much in
order at this time.

DIALECTICS

What has fundamentally characterized
Mandel, and Pabloism in general, has been
the inability to develop dialectical mater-
ialism against idealist methods of thinking,
particularly pragmatism and empiricism.

This has been shown consistently through- .

out the seventeen year struggle by the
International Committee of the Fourth
International against Pabloism.

Because of their refusal to take up the
questions of dialectics, Mandel and the
Pabloites found themselves prostrate be-
fore the apparent restabilization of capi-
talism during the postwar boom and bhe-

fore the Stalinist and bureaucratic forces
in the working class that drew strength
from this apparent stability. This pro-
stration and adaptation to the bureaucratic
forces took, in particular, the form of the
liquidation of Trotskyist parties.

Mandel himself has played the leading
role in developing the theoretical justifi-
cations for the headlong retreat of Pablic-
ism from Marxism. This is the me¢aning
of his theories of neo-capitalism. the third
industrial revolution, th«¢ new working
class and structural retorm

Armed with these theories, Mandel has
emerged 4% the chief apologist for a whole
string ! betrayals of the working class
mcvement for which he and his Pabloite
co-thinkers must bear responsibility.

‘Mandel capitulated to Stalinism in the Hun-

garian Revolution of 1956 and to the petty

of Ernest Mandel

ERNEST MANDEL’S HOSTILI-
TY and opposition to dialecti-
cal, materialism finds expres-
sion in everything he writes,
says or does. This hostility to
dialectics, however, finds one
of its most explicit expressions
in the introductory chapter of
his major work, Marxist Eco-
nomic Theory. In this intro-
duction Mandel makes the fol-
lowing definition of the Marx-

ist method as he conceives it:

‘“The Marxist method is
moreover inconceiveable except
as an integration of dialectical
rationalism with empirical (and
practical) grasping of facts.”
1)

This definition should really be branded
across the forehead of Mandel and all those
who adhere to him. It represents not only
the essence of Mandel’s whole rejection
of dialectical materialism, and therefore
Marxism, but it expresses the method by

bourgeois nationalists in Algeria and Cuba.
He played a key role in the defeat of the
1961 Belgian General Strike and in the li-
quidation of the largest section of the
‘Trotskyist movement into the bourgeois
coalition of Madame Bandaranaike inCey-
lon in 1963. He provided the cover for the
French Pabloites’ criminal adaptation to
student power in the May-June events.

'He supported Dubcek in the Czech uprising
~of 1968. These are only the most out-
standing of these betrayals. Today the li-
quidation of the Latin American sections
of the United Secretariat into OLAS 1s
contemplated at a time when Castro is
moving very swiftly into the arms of US
imperialism.

- CONTRADICTIONS

Since 1968, however, a new situation has
opened up. This situation is characterized
by the surfacing of all the contradictions
of the capitalist system which built up
underneath the apparent stability of the
boom period. What we now see is the in-
tense world financial crisis, raging out of
contro! and threatening a collapse even
more disastrous than the fall of 1929.
Flowing from this erisis is a tremendous
deepening of the class struggle interna-
tionally posing before the working class
the choice between fascism and socialist
revolution. This crisis deepens as well the
crisic of Stalinism and all those bureau-
crati. agents of capital that fed off the
boon;

This crisis lays the basis for cutting
the ground out from under the feet of
Pabloism and, in particular, the theories
of Mandel exposing these theories, which
have been based upon the belief in the per-
manency of the boom, as a complete fraud

The destruction of Pabloism and the the-
ories of Mandel, however, will not simply
occur spontaneously with the development
of the class struggle. Unless a conscious
practical and theoretical struggle is waged

which Mandel himself proceeds.

KANT

Mandel’s integration of dialectical ra-
tionalism, empiricism and pragmatism

places him philosophically squarely in the

camp of Kant and the modern schools of
bourgeois philosophy all of which ema-
nate from Kant. In fact it was Kant who
integrated the French rationalism of
Descartes and the empiricism of Bacon
and Locke. In so doing, he came up with
the dualist philosophical outlook that
underlies all bourgeois thinking and which
dialectical materialism is at war against.

Rationalism, dialectical or otherwise,

against Pabloism, it can emerge, as it
already has, as a powerful handmaiden to
Stalinism and will actually lead the working
class into another historic defeat more
disastrous than that of the 1930’s.

DEVELOPMENT

To the forces who are impelled by the
sharpened objective situation to turn to-
wards Trotskyism, including those within
the United Secretariat, we say that in the
fight against Pabloism there must net be
simply another empirical rejection of the
false theories of Mandel and Pablo. Such
a rejection can be neither permanent nor
can it provide the basis for the theoreti-
cal development of Marxists.

This is the lesson of the turnof the SWP
back to Pablo and Mandel after breaking
with them empirically in 1953.

What is required in the new situation
is for those new forces looking for the
road to Trotskyism to undertake the fight
undertaken by the International Committee
from 1953 onward to understand from the
standpoint of Marxist philosophy the real
source of the revision of Marxism which
lies at the heart of Pabloism.

CORRECT
This is n¢ mere historical exercise.
It is only wirough the sharpest fight

against the presence and influence of bour-
geols methods of thoughtinside the working
class movemert itself that dialectical ma-
terialism can be developed and the move-
ment prepared for the correct orientation
in each new situation.

Thus it is not just the past struggle
against Mandel, but the fight to deepen
that struggle today that inoculates the
movement against Mandel’s method and
thereby makes possible the construction
of mass revolutionary parties. This is a-
bove all a daily theoretical battle against
those very pressures to which Pablo and
Mandel succumbed.

together with empiricism and pragmatism
are all idealist and bourgeois methods of
thinking. No integration or any other com-
bination of the three will add up to the
dialectical materialist method upon which
Marxism is based.

What is involved in Mandel’s method
which he tries to pass off as dialectics,
is the typical procedure of bourgeois sci-
ence. You collect an abundance of enfpiri—
cal or even practical data and then either
construct. or find ready made a model,
a rationalist schema to fit onto it and
thereby explain the data.

This, of course, is a completely ideal-
ist way of proceeding and builds a barrier
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to a correct understanding of the objec-

tive world. It does so in the following way.

FACTS

By beginning with empiricism, with an
‘‘empirical grasping of facts,”’ one is ca-
pable of grasping only what Marx called
the ‘“‘imaginary concrete.’”” Empiricism is
capable only of arriving at a chaotic pic-
ture of the whole, a mass of highly complex
and therefore nearly worthless abstrac-
tions at the level of appearance. Empiri-
cism as a method is unable to grasp the
fundamental processes which underly ap-
pearance and determine it.

It in no way deepens our understanding
of reality or brings us closer to it to
impose upon these facts a rationalist
schema originating in someone’s head in
scholastic fashion. Mandel’s talk of dialec-
tical rationalism in this regard is nothing
more than the crude impositions of triads
upon reality that Marx and Engels attacked
as a common distortion of the dialectical
method.

ESSENCE

On the contrary. dialectical materialism
rather than imposing theory in a formal
way on reality from without, penetrates
into reality through appearance, i.e. the
level of fact, to the level of essence, grasp-
ing the underlying contradictory processes
of which fact itself is just a momentary
expression. )

Theory, dialectics is thus not as Mandel
conceives it—a property of mind separate
from the material world which we impose
on the facts. It is actually a reflection
in the mind, albeit in an abstract way,
i.e. through a series of abstractions, of
the material world itself. As such it is
completely hostile to Mandel’s method of
combining empiricism and pragmatism
with rationalist schematism.

It is this combination of schematism and
empiricism, however that dominates Man-
del’s whole method of procedure in his
two volume Marxist Economic Theory.

In Volume I Mandel makes a routine
Tecapitulation of the basic economic cate-
gories as presented in Capital by Marx.
Mandel’s contribution is to embellish
Marx’s categories with an abundance of
factual data. His pretense for this is to
demonstrate statistically, to buttress up
Marx, proving the correctness of Marx on
the basis of data culled from contempo-
rary science.

SCHEMA

Thus Capital is turned into an idealist
schema onto which Mandel appends a wealth
of superflous factual data. By proceeding
in this way Mandel completely distorts the
fundamental principles laid down in
Capital.

In Volume II Mandel proceeds with the

same method only here the schema of
neo-capitalism replaces that of Capital.

Here is how Mandel actually explains his
procedure.

‘“The scientifically correct position is
obviously that which endeavers to start
from the empirical data of the science
of today in order to examine whether or
not the essence of Marx’s economic pro-

‘positions remains valid.’’(2)

Mandel not only proposes to test Cap-
ital empirically against the ‘‘science of
today’”’ but to actually reconstruct it.

‘“What we seek to show is that itis pos-
sible, on the basis of the scientific data
of contemporary science, to reconstitute
the whole economic system of Karl
Marx.’’(3)

Perhaps the best example of what Man-
del has in mind by this talk of empirically
validating or reconstituting Marx is the
following statement made in a footnote
in this introduction:

‘‘Several writers notably Francois Per-
roux have frequently declared that the laws
of capitalist development discovered by
Marx have never been demonstrated by ob-
servation or by means of statistical data....
We try in this book to show that this is
not so....”’(4)

BANKRUPT

This is, of course, completely bankrupt.
The basic laws of capitalism uncovered
by Marx reflect the essence of capitalism
and are in no case immediately verifi-
able on the surface, on the level of appear-
ance by recourse to statistical data. They
operate in a contradictory way. They are
often suspended for whole periods by the
operation of contradictory laws so far as
the appearance of capitalist society is con-
cerned. This was precisely the case
through the whole period of postwar eco-
nomic boom.

The real fact of the matter is that the
‘“‘science of today,”’ i.e. the empirical
facts, what Mandel calls the ‘‘raw ma-
terial of all science,’’ cannot provide the
basis or starting point for objective sci-
ence. . '

Ernest Mandel (left) at Liege looks over forces of International Committee. He dev-
eloped his revisionist theories as a weapon against real movement of Trotskyism.

The facts of capitalist society are con-
ditioned by and are products of capitalist
society itself. Any science that takes them
as its starting point, as does all bourgeois
science, ‘‘the science of today,”’ rather
than the underlying contradictory pro-
cesses that both determine and provide the
basis for the transformation and overthrow
of capitalist society, is subjective. Such
science stands with both feet firmly im-
planted in capitalist society and serves as
an apology for capitalism. It cannot be ob-
jective.

+ Such science therefore cannot be revo-
lutionary. It can only reflect and thus de-
fend the existing reality. It is unable to
probe to the way in which reality changes
and cannot become a factor in the transfor-
mation of reality.

HOSTILE

Marxism is hostile to this. Marx did not,
as Mandel tries to suggest with some clever
text-juggling in this introduction, proceed

. with two different methods, empiricism and

rationalism, first collecting empirical
facts and then dialectically presenting
them.

Mandel does not understand what Marx
meant in the passage he paraphrases in
his introduction about the necessity toana-
lyze the concrete into its abstract rela-
tionships so as toreconstitute the concrete.
Marx does not accept the concrete, the
imaginary concrete, as his starting point.

Marx did not accept as the starting point

_in Capital the economic categories—wages,

profit, rent—as they appeared on the sur-
face to bourgeois political economy and
then develop a rationalist schema to ex-
plain them. On the contrary he was able
to subject these facts, so to speak, of
capitalist economy to a dialectical, criti-
cal analysis and actually break up the
surface appearance to show that these cate-
gories and capitalist relations were not
what they appeared to be.

To say that we must begin with facts,
with the concrete, is true—in the sense that
it is necessary to actually grapple and
subject to analysis the concrete and in
the sense that the path of consciousness
proceeds from the concrete to the ab-
stract. But Mandel has something entirely
different in mind. He begins with the facts
in the manner of the empiricist, that is,
as objective reality, what he can accept
as real. Theory, dialectics becomes a
method of formally arranging this reality
rather than grasping its internal contra-
dictions and movement.

Mandel, as we will see, is completely
hostile to the idea that there is more to
reality than appearance, that abstractions
are, as Lenin points out in the Philo-
sophic Notebooks, more real than the so-
called facts. Thus Mandel despite all his
formally correct quotes and references to
Marx on questions of method is completely

dominated by an opposite method.

-Not only would Mandel be hard pressed
to make good on his arrogant scheme of
reconstituting Capital with this method but
with this method it could never have been
produced in the first place by Marx.

BOURGEOIS

Mandel’s most open admission of his a-
greement with the bourgeoisie on the ques-
tion of philosophy and method is made at
the end of the introduction to Marxist
Economic Theory. Here Mandel anticipates
a hypothetical objection that might be
raised in relation to his method:

““It will be said that though he has cer-
tainly based himself on empirical data
of contemporary science, he has done so
selectively. He has chosen the data which
fit into his preconceived system, and not
all the data.’’(5)

Mandel’s answer to this charge is to in
fact admit that this is indeed his method
and to defend it as scientifically sound.
What is truly amazing, is that he summons
to his defense (in a footnote) a series of
bourgeois scientists in order to quote their
opinions on the question of scientific
method. We get for example, the opinion of
two economists, Edey and Peacock, who
have the following to say:

‘The facts with which we are concerned in
most fields of knowledge are many innum-
ber and exhibit great complexity in their
relationships one with another. ...It seems
to be the natural reaction of the human
mind in such circumstances to classify,
with varying degrees of precision depen-
ding upon the man and the nature of the
problem, the relevant facts and relation-
ships into a sufficiently small number of
categories for them to be comprehended...
after which they can be used as a basis
of judgments about the nature of the
world. ...”(6)

What is being advocated here is a com-
pletely subjective and pragmatic method.
Mandel quotes this tripe in defense of what
he conceives to be the scientific method.
What is revealed is that Mandel stands in
complete solidarity with the bourgeoisie
on questions of philosophy and method_;

In fact the only danger or threat Mandel
recognizes to proceeding scientifically is
the deliberate suppression (or falsifica-
tion) of experiments and observations, so
as to deny ‘‘phenomenon which do not fit
into the schema.’’(7)

Mandel never grasps that there is any-
thing wrong with the ‘‘schema’’ method.
He denies that there isa philosophical con-
flict between Marxism and the bourgeoisie
which has a direct impact upon every con-
crete, practical and theoretical problem.

CLASS

There are for Mandel not two distinct

- class methods; there is only the scien-

tific method. It is as if the 100 year strug-
gle by Marx, Engels, Lenin and Trotsky
for dialectical materialism against the
idealist’ philosophy of the capitalist class
had never taken place. Mandel’sagreement
with the bourgeoisie on questions of philo-
sophy leads him to play a specific class
role.

The appearance this takes in the intro-
duction of his Marxist Economic Theoryis
that of a petty bourgeois free lance Marxist
economist, pandering to bourgeois aca-
demic circles. He seeks to introduce Marx-
ism into these circles by transforming it
into the empirical-statistical-practical
science that their pragmatic thinking de-
mands.

Mandel goes so far as to actually imply
that the Keynesians, the followers of Berle
and evenreactionaries like Raymond Aaron
can be won over to Marxism if it is only
put on the sound footing that Mandel’s book
purports to do. Mandel makes the absurd
claim that bourgeois economicsisnolong-
er apologetic in character and that it is
wrong to see the resistance to Marxism
in academic circles as having material
class roots.

PETTY BOURGEOISIE

In the latter part of the footnote already
quoted in part above concerning Mandel’s
contention that the basic laws of Capital
can be statistically proved, Mandel says
the following:

‘““We are curious to know whether the
official economists will be able to refute
the material that we have brought together
in this connection, or if they will go de-
claring dismissively that ‘Marx is out of
date,’ thus revealing the same lack of sci-
entific rigor as the pseudo-Marxists who
confine themselves to repairing figures
and examples from the last century.’’

Without going into here all thatis implied
in this statement, it is important to under-
stand that this position of the petty bour-
geoisie seeking to win the middle class
to Marxism is really an inverted form
of Mandel’s real objective role.

This role far from winning the petty
bourgeoisie to Marxism is one of defend-
ing the theories of the petty bourgeoisie,
like Keynesianism, within the working
class movement by giving them the dress,
as only Mandel the renegade from Trot-
skyism can, of orthodox Marxism.

This is the real meaning of his defense
of pragmatism, empiricism, and idealism
in the name of dialectics. This is the real
meaning of his attacks on Marxism con-
tained in his explication of each of its fun-
damental points and particularly of his
whole theory of neo-capitalism.

It is not at all with Mandel a question
of the inadequate defense of Marxism or
conciliation with bourgeois theories. Those
who proceed with and defend the method of
the bourgeoisie actually serve itasaclass
by distorting and carrying its theories into
the working class, )

As we have already noted Volume I of
Marxist Economic Theory is largely de-
voted to a routine (and most importantly

completely distorted) recapitulation of

Erater Band,
Buch 15 Dor Produktionsprooess dos Kapitsls.

“Dax Reéht det Uskersetzuny wiek vorbebalien.

Hamburg
Verlag von Otto Meissner.
1867,

i NewsYork : L. W, Sclomide. 24 Barclay-Swress.

! First Edition of Capital
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*’Congratulations on winning the Nobel Prize, Mr. Samuelson.”’

Not only Samuelson but Mandel stands

Capital embellished by attempts to vali-
date it by recourse to a mountain of em-
pirical data.

Volume II is devoted to a study of mono-
poly capitalism, imperialism, the Soviet
economy, socialism and in particular those
phenomena which Mandel has come to in
clude under the heading of ‘‘neo-capital-
ism.”’

FUNDAMENTAL

Mandel’s empirical approach in Vol-
ume I and his other writings on the fun-
damentals of Marxist economics leads him
inevitably to an actual attack upon the fun-
damental principles of Marxism. This as-
sault on fundamentals finds finished ex-
pression in his theory of neo-capitalism.

We will take as an example two laws
or principles which are essential toa cor-
rect understanding of Capital and in par-
ticular, to a correct understanding of the
present development of the world eco-
nomy—the labor theory of value and the
falling rate of profit.

Mandel attacks the labor theory of value
by throwing out the very discovery, the
category abstract labor, that made it pos-

sible for Marx to place the labor theory
of value at the center of his analysis of the
capitalist economy.

Here is what Mandel says about the labor
theory of value. Here is how Mandel seeks
to establish its validity:

““The labor theory of value can be de-
monstrated empirically even if only in the
sense that in the last analysis, all the
elements of the cost of production of a
commodity tend to be reduced to labor
and to labor alone if one goes back far

on basis of Keynes and bourgeois method.

enough in the analysis.”’ (9)

NOTHING

But this is completely beside the point.
It is not a matter of proving the labor
theory of value in any case. To state
that all commodities are reducible to labor
in the ‘‘last analysis’’ is to say nothing;
many bourgeois economists would agree.

It was one thing to show, as did Adam
Smith and others, that the law of value
operated in primitive society. Here theor-
ganic relationship between labor and the
appropriation of its product had not yet
been broken as it was in capitalist society.
The task posed to Marx was to show that
beneath the appearance in capitalist society
the same law of value which operated in
primitive society operated under capital-
ism but in a more complex way.

ABSTRACT

It was only through probing the problem
from the standpoint of dialectics that Marx
was able to solve this task. Marx accom-
plished this through the discovery of the
category—abstract labor—which he showed
was actually the substance of value itself.
With this category Marx was then able
to show how the law of value operated.
It operated not in a way immediately ap-
parent on the surface but through a con-
tinual deviation of price from value and
through a constantly equalizing process of

over and under production. Marx was able

to show, therefore, that the law of value
stood at the very center of the operation
of capitalism.

Without the category of abstract labor
one cannot establish the relation of the

law of value or the validity of the labor
theory of value in relation to capitalism.
This is why Mandel’s attack on the con-
ception becomes a challenge to the labor
theory of value itself.

Mandel’s sharpest attack on the category
abstract labor is made in his pamphlet

““An Introduction to Marxist Economic
Theory.”’

PROOFS

In this pamphlet Mandel, like a real
scholastic, posits the existence of three
proofs of the labor theory of value. We
have already cited the first which Mande!
calls the ‘‘analytical proof.”’ Another is
similar to the first in that it isan empiri-
cal proof based upon the hypothetical eli-
mination of living labor in a future fully
automated society and the consequent eli-
mination of value. He calls this the ‘“‘proof
by reduction to the absurd.’”’

Marx’s own explication of the question,
what Mandel terms the ‘‘logical proof,”’
was that the only thing that commodities
have in common that provides the basis
for their equation and exchange, is their
character of all being products of and
receptacles ofa certain quantity ofabstract
labor, a certain quantity of congealed labor
time. What is significant is that it is this
conception that Mandel basically rejects.

Here is what Mandel says:

‘‘Marx’s reasoning here is both abstract
and difficult and is at least subject to
questioning....

‘““Is the fact that all commodities are

‘Piodqceq by abstract human labor really

the only quality which they have in common,
apart from their natural qualities? There
are not a few writers who thought they had
discovered others. In general (my empha-
sis—D.0.), however, these have always
been reducible either to physical qualities
or to the fact that they are products of
abstract labor.’’ (10)

By asserting that Marx on this most
fundamental question is at least sub-
ject to questioning and then to declare that
attempts to actually overthrow Marx on this
point have only been ingeneralunsuccess-
ful, Mandel reveals himselfnotsimplyasa
sceptic but an outright opponent of Marx on
this issue.

What is clear is that Mandel is a total
prisoner of the conception thatonly what is
subject to empirical measurement, either
actually or hypothetically as in the case
of his two proofs, is real. For Mandel what
is abstract is unreal, metaphysical.

Thus it is on the fundamental question
of abstract labor as the actual substance of
value that Mandel is at loggerheads with
Marx. This is also not just a proof, as
Mandel the metaphysician imagines, but the
reflection of a real material historical
process in which labor in the concrete is
actually transformed into undifferentiated
labor in real society.

Inevitably his whole presentation, by dis-
paraging the significance of this, serves to
hack away and undermine the foremost
pillar of Marxist economics.

In the concluding chapter to Marxist
Economic Theory, Mandel again tries to

explain why the labor theory of value is:

needed. From his explanation we can get an
even more distinct picture of the empirical
and pragmatic way in which he conceives
the labor theory of value and theoretical
propositions in general.

‘‘Why,’’ Mandel asks, ‘‘should we seek

'some mysterious ‘intrinsic value’ echo of

the old natural price lying behind actual
market prices? What does the labor theory
of value add to the concrete analysis of cap-
italist phenomenon?’’ (11)

SIMPLE

Here is Mandel’s answer:

‘“The endeavor to find a simple category
which provides the ultimate explanation of
the structure or internal logic of pheno-
menon is not a mere intellectual exercise.
It is the way in which scientific thinking
proceeds in all fields of knowledge.
Chemists try to reduce all substances to
molecular structure. Physicists reduce
molecules to atomic structures made up of
electrons or other infinitely tiny parti-
cles. Linguistics has become a science
with the discovery of its constituent ele-
ments (phonemes). Every discipline which

declines to look for comparatively simple

elements behind apparent forms dooms it-
self to pure empiricism, remains confined
to the surface of things, and is incapable
of grasping them in their process of de-
velopment.

‘““By discovering this constituent ele-
ment, value, economic science becomes
possessed of a key for the solving of a
number of practical problems.’’ (12)

The practical problems to which Mandel
refers include ‘‘the calculation of national
income and the study of possibilitiesof
economic development, above all for the

_underdeveloped countries.’’{13) He later on
‘attacks the Marginalist theory because it

cannot be empirically demonstrated and
particularly because it is useless to the
capitalists in determining prices and out-
put and giving general guidance to the
economy.

It is in this sense that Mandel concludes
that: '

“‘In science, any refusal to face funda-
mental theoretical problems always has to
be paid for. The ‘utility’ of keeping the
labor theory of value, that is, of a coherent
economic system forming a whole, is thus
fully demonstrated.’’(14)

WRONG

Everything is wrong with this statement.
In the first place Mandel’s attempt to equate
the category, value, with the discovery of
molecules or atomic particles and pho-
nemes shows again that he is incapable
of anything but an empirical conception of
Marx’s categories and cannot at all grasp
the meaning of abstractions.

The only process that Mandel recognizes
as scientific is the process of reducing

complex physical phenomena to their sim-

pler constituent elements by an ever more
rigorous empirical
conception that the way to determine the
value of a commodity is througha rigorous
dissection of the commodity into its con-
stituent prices of production flows directly
from this.

In point of fact, however, value isanab-
straction. The relationship between price

and value is the relationship not between

molecules and atoms—the complex and
the simple on the level of appearance—but
between the concrete and the abstract, ap-
pearance and essence. It is this which
Mandel’s example directly denies. .

Mandel does not understand that Marx-
ism is not an exact science but a science
of the general laws of development of all
phenomena. These general laws are re-
flected in men’s minds in a series of
theoretical abstractions. These abstrac-
tions are, in fact, more real and express
reality in a more fundamental way than
any factual statement however quantita-
tively precise about surface, concrete,
phenomena.

Lenin makes the following point in re-
lation to abstraction in his Philosophical
Notebooks:

‘““Thought proceeding from the concrete
to the abstract—provided it is correct...
does not get away from truth but comes
closer to it. The abstraction of matter, of
a law of nature, the abstraction of value,
etc., in short all scientific...abstractions
reflect nature more deeply, truly, and
completely.’’(15)

This is what Mandel denies, and this is
why he can neither grasp the law of value
nor capital as a whole.

The second part of Mandel’s argument
for the retention of the labor theory of value
is that attention to fundamentals is useful
for the solution of certain technical eco-
nomic problems under capitalism such as
computation of national income and eco-
nomic planning. This is the biggest fraud
of all. This purely pragmatic argument is
the last refuge of a man who cannot esta-
blish the validity of this law on the theore-
tical level.

KEYNES

In the final chapter of Marxist Economic
Theory, he sets out, however, to make such
a case. What Mandel ends up saying, albeit
in a roundabout way, is that Keynesian
techniques, which hold the practical solu-
tions to capitalism’s ills, are founded upon
the labor theory of value and upon Marxist
principle. Consequently the labor theory of
value has practical significance and should
be retained.

To maintain that Keynesianism is con--
sistent and rests upon the labor theory
of value, when in fact the very opposite is
true, takes considerable sleights of hand.
Mandel, however, is the master of such
trickery. Here is what he first says about

the Keynesian school. This statement cor-
_rectly shows itsanti-theoretical charac-

ter.

‘““Keynes and his followers were pur-
suing a practical purpose: organizing state
intervention in economic life in order to
bring about a weakening in the violence of
crisis. All their theoretical preoccupations
pointed in that direction. Purely theoreti-
cal problems were brushed aside more and
more pre-emptorily. One of Keynes’ dis-
ciples, Samuelson, is content to start, in
his textbook Economics froth the ‘fact’
of the ‘three factors of production,’ with-
out even bothering to formulate a theory
of value. '

‘‘Being pragmatic, the Keynesian school

is essentially macroeconomic. In order to

save capitalism this school focuses atten-
tion on the major economic aggregates and
points to them as the object of : ..ible
intervention by the public author: - , twe

approach. Mandel’s.

H
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value, or the individual price, of commodi-
ties matters little. The decisive turn of
official political economy towards macro-
economic theory made it possible to deepen
the theory of the economic cycle and of
economic growth, and through the medium
of econometry it has givenbirthtoa series
of new techniques for economic research,
forecasting and planning, which’are as

useful for a society which has abolished:

capitalism as for capitalist society itself,
if not more so.”’(16)

PRAGMATIC

This quote not only reveals the anti-
theoretical, pragmatic character of
Keynesianism, particularly its hostility to
the labor theory of value, it likewise ex-
presses Mandel’s solidarity with Keynes.
What Mandel is saying in this quote is that
in spite of the fact that Keynesianism does
not even bother with a labor theory of
ralue, Keynesianism makes possible a
deeper understanding of economic cycles
and supplies us with a series of techniques
useful both under capitalism and socialism
for economic planning and forecasting.-

In short with this most anti-theoretical
of theories the practical problems of eco-
nomic science can be solved. One would
‘assume, as one should therefore, that Man-
del’s position is the same as Keynes, i.e.
that the labor theory of value is a useless
metaphysical abstraction.

Mandel, howver, is unwilling to be
caught in so obvious a trap which would
destroy his attempt to straddle Marx and
Keynes.

Therefore he proceeds to make a series
of completely false claims on behalf of
Keynes in an attempt to portray Keynes-
-ianism as a theory consistent with Marx-
ist principles. If this can be achieved, if
Keynes can be married to Marx and the
labor theory of value, then Mandel will have
succeeded in making a purely pragmatic
case for retention of the labor theory of
value.

Here is what Mandel says in contradic-
‘tion to his earlier statement:

‘‘These positive elements contained in
the Keynesian revolution cannot be denied.
They constitute, moreover, on the whole,
at least objectively, a return to classical
conceptions, if not to those of Marx.
Keynes’ criticism of the theory of markets
and of the quantity theory of money is to
be found in its essentials, in Marx’s work;
even the theory of interestbased on liquid-
ity preference originated with Marx.

‘‘Nevertheless Keynes remained a pri-
soner in a number of spheres of the mis-
taken ideas of the neoclassical Marginalist
school.”’(17)

In a footnote following the above sen-
tence Mandel adds: .

“‘It must however, be pointed out that
in one place at least Keynes tries to return
to the labor theory of value. He writes:...
‘It is preferable to regard labor, including
of course, the personal services of the
entrepreneur and his assistants, as the sole
factor of production, operating in a given
environment of technique, natural re-
sources, capital equipment and effective
demand.’’’(18)

VULGAR

This is of course a total fraud. Keynes
is far from representing a return in the
direction of the classical schooland Marx.
His theories representatbestan empirical
adaptation of the theories of the vulgar,
neoclassical school to the new circum-
stances presented by sharp crisis hitting
the capitalist system in the twentieth cen-
tnry.

The neoclassical school itself repre-
sented a retreat from the objectivity and
adherence to the labor theory of value
represented by Smith and Ricardo. Keynes-
ianism’s extreme hostility to all theoreti-
cal questions arising from its essentially
pragmatic character must be seen, ifany-
thing, as a further stage in the disintegra-
tion of bourgeois economic thinking.

Specific formulas on this or that con-
crete question lifted by Keynes from Marx
do not change the fundamental character

of Keynesianism. Above all Keynes does:

not adhere to the labor theory of value
in any way. The fact that Keynes is quoted
‘o the effect that labor is the sole factor
in production means nothing. We have al-
ready shown how Mandel’s adherence to the
proposition thatxall commodities aretrace-
able to labor in the last analysis (which
is what Keynes is saying) says nothing
because it does not show how the labor
theory of value governs the operation of the
capitalist economy.

Clearly Keynes and his whole method
are completely hostile to the idea of the
labor theory of value. Keynes like Mandel
may agree that commodities are ultimately
composed of labor, but he rejects that this
governs their production and distribution

- under ecanitalism. Keynes’ theory and his
pr ‘¢scriptions are founded upon

Mandel’s whole prégamtic method is based on surface impressions of the temporary

boom of the 1950's.

Therefore he cannot explain sharpening of class struggle in

current period which actually was prepared by developments beneath the surface.
Above are auto workers whose strike was central to recent wage offensive of workers.

the utmost hostility and in opposition to,

the fundamental theoretical premises of’

Marxism and are purely empirical and
pragmatic.

Thus Mandel’s attempt to demonstrate.

the utility of facing up to fundamental
questions of theory by falsely linking
Keynes to Marx and the labor theory of
value is a complete fraud.

The real practical significance of the
labor theory of value has got nothing to
to with the narrow pragmatic significance
which Mandel attempts to attach to it. The
law of value, far from being a level for
the day-to-day conscious regulation of cap-
italism operates in a blind way, regulating
economic life behind men’s backs irre-
spective of their will.

CRISIS
The central practical significance of the
law of value at the present time is far

from the narrow pragmatic job of patching.

up capitalism which Mandel assigns to it.
It must now serve to tear the capitalist
system apart after 25 years of postwar
boom.

It is precisely a correct grasp of the
meaning of the law of value that made it
possible for the International Committee to
anticipate and prepare for the presentcri-
sis. We were able to understand that the
inflation of paper money by the United
States agreed to at Bretton Woods in 1944
must serve at a certain point, through a
reassertion of the law of value, to preci-
pitate a world monetary crisis. We were
able to understand how this in turn would
usher in a new period of revolutionary
struggle. : '

Mandel could neither graspthe relation-
ship between value and price nor how the
abstraction, value, would assert itself a-
gainst a mountain of concrete yp‘aper dol-
lars. This is precisely the reason he could
not anticipate this crisis. It is because
Mandel no more holds to the labor theory
of value than Keynes (or more exactly
holds to it in the same meaningless way as
Keynes) that the question of the world
crisis building up under the surface of
capitalism for the past 25 years hasnever
held any serious place in Mandel’s
analysis.

PROFIT

The same distorted conceptions domin-

ate Mandel’s discussion of the falling rate
of profit. By destroying both Marx’s pre-
sentation of the labor theory of value and
on top of that the falling rate of profit,
Mandel destroys the two most fundamental
keys to understanding the development of
capitalism.

The tendency for the rate of profit to
fall under capitalism, just like the law of
value, does not avail itself of the simple
kind of empirical verification that Mandel’s
method requires. In Capital while the ten-
dency for the rate of profit to fall is
shown to proceed as a direct result of
the rising organic composition of capital,
it is also noted by Marx that this tendency
may be offset for whole periods by the oper-
ation of other tendencies that counteract
this fall. These include the increasing in-
tensity of exploitation, cheapening the ele-
ments of constant capital, foreign trade,
etc.

This for example has been the case with
world capitalism throughout the whole
postwar boom period. As we will discuss
later the inflationary expansion of the sys-
tem expressed in the huge growth of in-
vestment and trade offset the tendency for

" the rate of profit to fall, Only now with the -

collapse of the boom does this tendency
which had operated all the while beneath
the surface, show itself onthe surface with
the collapse of huge corporations and Wall
treet finance houses. With the termina-~

tion of the inflationary policies that covered
it up for 30 years, the falling rate of profit
must now assert itself throughout the whole
capitalist world.

Mandel, however, incapable of recog-
nizing anything beyond the empirical fact,
is completely incapable of understanding
this process. Mandel is blind to the reali-
ty of abstraction and therefore to the gen-
eral laws of capitalistdevelopment, which,
like the law of value, operate beneath the
surface appearance of capitalism. There-
fore, he cannot understand the tendency
for the rate of profit to fall. The only
falling rate of profit that he can compre-
hend is that directly revealed in the book-
keeper’s ledger.

DOCUMENT

Thus while Mandel is capable of repeat-
ing in a most scrupulous fashion what Marx
wrote on the subject, his incomprehension
of what Marx wrote bursts through in his
absurd attempt. in his Marxist Economic
Theory to actually document the fall inthe
rate of profit statistically.

Mandel presents a statistical table which,
purports to show the exact amount of fixed"
and constant. capital, wages and salaries
profits and rate of profit from the years
1889 to 1919. His table shows that in the
repective years 1889, 1899, 1909 and 1919
the rate of profit in the American manu-
facturing industry fell from 26.6%, to
20.5% to 18.1% to 16.2%.(19)

These figures are to a large degree
suspect to begin with if only because the
category, rate of profit, in Marxist theory
is quite different from that used by the
bourgeoisie—Mandel’s interpolations not-
withstanding.

The main and obvious objection that must
be raised to Mandel’s whole line of ap-
proach is that it is worthless precisely
because it cannot be taken past the year
1919.

OPPOSITE

Mandel by attempting to demonstrate
Marx’s law with this empirical method in-
evitably ends up proving the very opposite.
‘Precisely because the rate of profit on the
bookkeeper’s ledger has generally risen
since 1919, Mandel’s method can only end
up proving that Marx is wrong about the
tendency for the rate of profit to fall.

Nowhere is Mandel capable of explaining
that although the rate of profit may even
rise on the surface, this in no way negates
the fact that underneath the tendency for the
rate of profit to fall continues to operate.
Even though Mandel ennumerates those
tendencies that Marx shows counteract the
falling rate of protfit, nowhere does he show
that he understands how a rise in the
actual rate of profit on the surface is con-
sistent with the Marxist theory of the ten-
dency of the rate of profit to fall.

If the rate of profit is not falling on
the surface, Mandel removes this tendency
altogether from his calculations and as a
factor governing the movement of the eco-
nomic and the political situation. .

Only once in his whole study of postwar
capitalism does Mandel touch upon the
question of what has happened in relation
to the falling rate of profit in this period.
Here he makes the following remark:

““This phenomenon (distinguishing the
acquisition of new plant and equipment
under the heading of operating costs) must
be allowed for when analyzing in a critical
way the statistics whichpointtoa recovery
in the average rate of profit since the
Second World War...Without a proper ac-
countant’s report made under trade union
supervision it must doubtless remain im-
possible to estimate the real wealth of mo-
nopoly firms and therefore to determine
whether their rate of profit is or-is not

‘lower than before the First World War.

‘““The law of the tendency of the rate
of profit to fall continues to show itself
through the fact that the average rate of
profit is lower in the more advanced in-
dustrial countries than in the less ad-
vanced.’’(20)

EVADES

The above formulation leaves open the
question of what has happened with the
rate of profit in the advanced countries
in the postwar era until Mandel’s trade
union commission opens up the capitalists’
books. This is simply Mandel’s way of
evading the central questions. Hasn’t the
actual rate of capitalist profit risen in the
boom period? Doesn’t this disprove Marx’s
analysis in relation to the tendency for the
rate of profit to fall?

If Mandel understood the meaning of this
tendency he would not beel obliged to e-
quivocate about the veryobvious rise in the
rate of profit in the postwar era. If properly
understood there is nothing contradictory
between an actual rise in the rate of profit
brought on by the general expansion of the
capitalist system through expansion of for-
eign investment and trade and the huge in-
crease in exploitation brought on through
automation and the tendency for the rate of
profit to fall. It is simply that this tendency
has been negated for a certain period by
couriteracting tendencies as shown by
Marx.

Because Mandel fails to understand this,
the only case he is able to make for the
continued presence of the tendency for the
rate of profit to fall is where it can be
empirically demonstrated as in the case of
the difference between the rate of profitin
the advanced as opposed to the colonial
countries.

REJECTION .

This, however, is only Mandel’s fig leaf.
The fact of the matter is, as we will show,.
that Mandel’s empiricism leads him to a
rejection of the tendency for the rate of
profit to fall as the driving force behind
the development of capitalistaccumulation
and the source of capitalist crisis.

This is why the falling rate of profit
figures no more than the law of value in
Mandel’s assessment of postwar capital-
ism. Because the falling rate of profit was
removed from his analysis, Mandel was
unable to anticipate the present wave of
bankruptcies precipitated by the reasser-
tion of the falling rate of profit on the

" surface. This now threatens to plunge world

capitalism into another 1929 collapse.

The empiricism which lead Mandel to
reject both the labor theory of value and
the falling rate of profit as factors in the
fortunes of postwar capitalism can thus
lead him te the rejection of the two most
fundamental factors in understanding and
preparing for the present world capitalist
crisis.
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Love Story

LOVE STORY. Directed by Arthur
Hiller. Written by Erich Segal. Star-
ring Ali MacGraw, Ryan O°’Neal,
Ray Milland. Paramont Pictures.

As the capitalist class moves more
deeply into crisis and prepares for
civil war against the working class
and the youth, ideologically it rein-
forces itself to meet each new de-

velopment of the class struggle. The -

capitalist class relies upon religion,
education, propaganda to perpetuate
its rule, to justify its system of ex-
ploitation. As capitalism goes into
decay, so does its ideology.

Escapism is glorified through the youth
culture, through music, films and TV and
in public spectacles. With Agnew’s declar-
ation of war upon TV broadcasting, there
has been a move towards greater and
greater censorship of news programs and
towards complete elimination of contro-
versial material. The TV screens are do-
minated by soap operas, nature studies,
religious programs, soft-focus material.
The ruling class turns more and more to
earlier cultural forms, to the thirties
and forties, to religion and mysticism.

This is what lies behind the ‘‘pheno-
mena’’ of the book by Erich Segal and now
the film, ‘‘Love Story.”’ This reviewer
waited in line for half an hour, along with
two thousand other people. Thus far, ac-
cording to Variety Magazine, thirteen mil-
lion people have seen ‘“‘Love Story.”” For-
eign language versions in Japanese, Indo-
nesian, Vietnamese and African Languages
have been dubbed. The film will be distri-
buted to seventy nations. Even the Soviet
Union will show it. ‘““Love Story” will
eclipse “‘Gone With The Wind’’ and ‘‘Sound
Of Music”’ with. one year. The capitalist
class knows what it wants and ‘‘Love Story”’
is its vehicle.

" There is not much one can say about
the movie. During the depression, escap-
ist films were made which depicted poor
girls marrying rich boys and vice-versa.
Generally, the accompanying music was
‘filled with the lush sounds of violins, pianos
and incredibly high voices. But character-
izations were beyond the superficial, util-
izing the acting and comic talents of W.C.
Fields, Chaplin, Bacall, Robinson, Cagney,
Bogart, Hepburn, Gable, and the Marx
Brothers. Gifted script writers like Rice,
S.J. Perelman, Amis, Trumbo and Faulk-
ner although this was done, sought to create
within the depressiona certainunderstand-
ing of the period within the confines of
escapism. This reviewer would not dare
say this for ‘‘Love Story.”’

The story of Jenny Cavallieri, the daugh-
ter of a Rhode Island baker, and Oliver
Barrett Il (or is it V) is one of thousands
of tales that have lulled children to sleep
at night or served to caress the illusions
of working class youth who face a bleak
future. Everything appears at face value,
like some cash transaction in a bank.

Jenny, Catholic, bright and poor attends
Radcliffe. There, she meets Oliver Barrett
III (or 1V) in the Harvard Library. Oliver
you see is the son of the Barrett bankers.
One of the campus buildings is named for
his grandfather. After a brief meeting the
two fall desperately in love. He is in part
fascinated by her attractiveness, intelle-
gence and semi-poverty. She is fascinated
by Barrett’s attractiveness, his potential,
his wealth.

In order not to reveal its superficiality
too overtly, the film dresses up with the
tired, played-out rags of the NOW gener-
ation. It leaves out the drugs and sex, but
keeps in the allusions to smut, rock,
clothes, hostility toreligion. Thus, Barrett
seeks to get away from his square, mar-
tinetish father, pathetically played by Ray
Milland (who must have dreaded playing
this role), and his prissy mother.

He plays sports demoniacally, he rebels,
while keeping the sports car and accepting
the handouts. When his intentions of mar--
rying Jenny are made quite clear, and she
agrees to give up a promising career in
music for him, then the stuffy old million-
aires threaten to cut Oliver off. After all,

Jenny is Catholic and poor. Not even
going to Radcliffe can save that.

So, while Barrett goes to law- school,
his wife supports him by teaching. They
are happy for four years. Barrett has se-
vered the ties with his family. So now the
audience is waiting for the clincher, wait-
ing for what the film has been about, and
what provides ititsonly direction—Jenny’s
untimely death from cancer. While the
lugubriousness is kept to a minimum,
we must point out the film’s real intent
through the final death sequences. It is
the exhortation, the glorification of death

‘which concludes a blissful, virtually un-

marked, romantic interlude.

Oliver climbs into bed with his wife as
she expires and the live theme which has
intruded upon us in various motifs, played
by each and every instrument and group
of instruments in the orchestra now roars
to climax in this almost necrophilial
scene. This pathetic musical theme in six-
teen track stereo is as effective as the
rattling of skeletons on a roof ofa building
being torn apart by a tornado. And the
reconciliation with Oliver’s father comes

when the latter pays his respects and
Qliver III answers him by repeating the
most profound statement in the movie:
‘““Love means never having to say you’re
sorry.”” Finis Ad Nauseum.

And this was Mr. Nixon’s favorite film
of the year! Such is the decay of capitalism
and its rulers.

While the reader may regard this film,
ineptly acted by Ali MacGraw, suitably
acted by Ryan O’Neill and well acted by
Paul Morrow (as Jenny’s father) as some
sort of put-on, we must be conscious of
quite another thing. The film is well shot,
well lit, well edited and seriously directed
by Arthur Hiller. And its roleis conscious,
as conscious as the First National City
Bank, the Loew’s Corporation which funded
it.

Clearly what the capitalist class ispre-
paring for culturally is the most insidious
form of escapism and barbarism which at
oncc dulls the sensibilities while reas-
suring the working cluass that everything
is and will be all -ight. But under the
surface it is another story.

IOU BELKIN

One Day In The Life

Of Ivan Denisovich

Nobel Prize winner Solzhenitsyn.

ONE DAY IN THE LIFE OF IVAN
DENISOVICH. By Alexander Sol-
zhenitsyn, translated by R. Parker.

In October of last year, the Nobel
Prize for literature was awarded to
Alexander Solzhenitsyn, for his first
novel, One Day in the Life of Ivan
Denisovich.

The novel was first published on No-
vember 20, 1962 in the Soviet literary
magazine, Novy Mir. Khrushchev himself
argued before the Central Committee of the
Communist Party in favor of its publica-
tion. Yet by October 1970 the author was
forcibly prevented from leaving the Soviet
Union to collect the prize, under threat of
being denied entry back into Russia.

Solzhenitsyn, hailed in the past inside
the Soviet Union as a ‘‘truly great artist™
(Novy Mir) who dared write the firstnovel
about Stalin’s slave camps, is defiled and
flailed in 1970 as a ‘‘degenerate, decadent
bourgeois, a traitor, a literary hack.”

One Day in the Life of Ivan Denisovich
is a superlative book. Precisely now as a
profound crisis. penetrates within world
capitalism and within the Soviet countries,
Solzhenitsyn is condemned for daring to
recall the past in all its starkness. He is
removed from his post and prevented from
even travelling within the Soviet Union.
The slaughter of Polish workers and youth

in December, 1970 goes hand in hand with
suppression of revolutionary Russian art
at a London museum and the forcible de-
tention of all opposition within the Soviet
Union in mental hospitals or prison camps
or places of exile.

Yet the opposition to the Stalinist bu-

- reaucracy grows and flourishes and tens

of thousands of intellectuals, workers and
youth defy censorship and suppression. It
is in this light that Solzhenitsyn’s novel
must be viewed.

CAMP

Solzhenitsyn himself, like his protagon-
ist Ivan, was sent to a ‘‘special camp”
(hard labor) at the close of the Second
World War. Like his protagonist, he served
in the Red Army with valor. For ‘‘poli-
tical reasons’’ he was accused of ‘“‘spying
and traitorous behaviour’’ and imprisoned
for eight years. Yet little else in the novel
directly parallels Solzhenitsyn’s intern-
ment.

The book describes realistically through
the eyes and mind of Ivan, a skilled but
semi-literate peasant-artisan, one com-
plete day in one of Stalin’s special camps
in Siberia. We are introduced immediately
to the frigid conditions.

‘““At five o’clock that morning reveille
was sounded, as usual, by the blows of
a hammer on a length of rail hanging up
near the staff quarters. The intermittent
sounds barely penetrated the windowpanes
on which the frost lay two fingers thick,
and they ended almost as soon as they’d
begun. It was cold outside, and the camp-
guard was reluctant to go on beating out
the reveille for long,”’

The narrative appears as a recollection
as the author seeks to present the reader
with a minutely detailed description of the
camp setting, the routine, the environs of
Ivan Denisovich Shukhov’s ‘‘home.”’ What
proceeds in the course ofone dayis viewed
through the character himself, succinctly,
carefully, uncompromisingly. The writing
is crisp. Solzhenitsyn imposes nothing upon
his style.

““They sat in the cold mess hall, most
of them eating with their hats on, eating
slowly, picking out putrid little fish from
under leaves of boiled black cabbage and
spitting the bones out on the table. When
the bones formed a heap and it was the
turn of another squal, someone would sweep
them off and they’d be trodden into a mush
on the floor. But it was considered bad
manners to spit the fishbones straight out
on the floor.””

FRUSTRATION
Ivan had arisen late on this day and

felt ill. He went to the dispensary. Upon
further reflection, he felt that it was use-
less to ask to be put into the dispensary.

"The doctor would not allow it. Ivan’s

““faking’’ would be exposed. Solzhenitsyn’s
sums up the frustration, the resignation
so adroitly:

““Ydovushkin reached for the thermo-
meter and read it. ‘H’m, neither one thing
nor the other. Ninety-nine point two.’
Shukhov said nothing. He didn’t even nod.
Pulling his hat over his eyes he walked
out.

““How can you expect a man who’s warm
to understand a man who’s cold?’’

Stalin is alluded to only sparely and o-
bliquely inreferences suchas ‘‘old whisker
face.”” The following incident richly illus-
trates the power of the bureaucracy and
the apprehension of it by the prisoners:

‘““Every old timer knows that the sun
stands highest at dinnertime.

“““Old timers, maybe,” said the cap-
tain. ‘But since their day a new decree
has been passed, and now the sun stands
highest at one.’

““Who passed that decree?

““Soviet power.”

But the greatness of this first novel
lay in its ruthless attention to detail,
nuance and to the interpenetration of
people’s lives at the camp. lvan remains
central in focus, but he .reflects that
dreaded world of the Moscow trials, the
lack of preparation in the Soviet Unior.
for the Nazi invasion, the forlornness.

“There were three thousand six hun-
dred and fifty three days like that in his
stretch. From the first clang of the rail
to the last clang of the rail. Three thou-
sand six hundred and fifty-three days.
The three extra days were for leap years.”’

IMPORTANCE

All the initial supporters of the novel
within Russia now turn upon Solzhenitsyn,
as the wrath and fear of the bureaucracy
comes down upon all those who fight for
a truly socialist and democratic Soviet
Union and against the rehabilitation of
Stalin.

This is the importance of Solzhenitsyn
and his work. We stand with thqse who
epitomize the great traditions in Soviet
art, with Babel, Eisenstein, Dziga-Vertov
and Meyerhold. And we stand with Yakir,
Sinyavsky and Daniel, Grigorenko, Ros-
tropovich and the others who speak out
against the bureaucracy and who suffer
the torments of Solzhenitsyn’s “‘Ivan.”



Page 12

Fo.

BULLETIN 7 : -

April 5, 197!

OPEN

Dear Comrades:

We are writing this because we
know that many conrades in and
around the Progressive Labor Party
are completely serious and dedi-
cated to constructing a revolutionary
Leninist Party that will smash the
capitalist system and establish the
dictatorship of the proletariat here
in the U.S. and throughout the world.

In December 1970 we werere-
moved from the leadership of Los
Angeles. In January 1971 we were
essentially forced out of the Party.
In this letter we would like to ex-
plain and clarify the political rea-
sons behind our leaving PLP and
our perspective for the future.
Briefly for those of you who are not
familiar with us, we’ll sketch our
background.

Myrna joined PLP in December 1965 in
New York City and was involved in high
school work and Free Student, the press
of M2 M. She moved to San Francisco
in April 1966, went to work, and was in-
volved in the trade union work of the
Party. In August 1967 she went to work
for the telephone company and was placed
in charge of nationwide telehpone con-
centration and served in other leadership
capacities. In September 1968 she was
placed in charge of all Bay Area and
San Jose trade union work and became
a member of the Bay Area Exec. In
February 1969 she was sent to the
National Trade Union Commission to
represent San Francisco. In May 1969
we got married and Myrna moved to Los
Angeles to help lead the work there. After
the rectification plan in January 1970 she
was overall in charge of Challenge and
high school work.

Steve joined PLP in January 1965 in
San Francisco. He was in the Bay Area
leadership from May 1965 until February
1967 when he was transferred to Los
Angeles. He was West Coast student
organizer of PLP, West Coast Editor of
M2 M Free Student and a leader on the
Steering Committee of the Berkeley
Vietnam Day Committee. In August 1966
he was called before HUAC in Washington
D.C. along with other members of PLP
and leaders of the anti-war movement.
In September 1966 he began doing trade

MPI Deepens Its Attack On Socialism
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union work, moved to Los Angeles in
February 1967 to develop and lead the
trade union work and help lead the over-
all  Los Angeles work. At the 1968
convention he was appointed along with
seven other Party leaders to be on the
National Trade Union Commission, that
is, to lead the trade union work of the
Party nationally. He has been a steel
worker for the last three years.

POLITICAL
While there certainly have been weak-
nesse in our work and our development

as communists over the years, we .

generally gave a good account of our-
selves, helped recruit, bring closer and
develop a number of people in the Bay
Area and Los Angeles, all to the best
of our abilities. Our removal from
leadership was politically motivated.
While we ourselves were not clear on
many points, we conducted a struggle
within the leadership for Marxism-Lenin-
ism on a number of questions.

In December 1966-67 we struggled
against the line of ‘‘Road to Revolution
Il”> around the following points: 1) the
origins of revisionism; while we didn’t
see all the implications and were by and
large ignorant of Trotskyism we realized
that revisionism did not start with
Krushchev, but had its origins in Stalin’s
policies such as the building up of the
state bureaucracy; the Dimitrov-Stalin
popular front line and the ensuing defeats
of the working class in Spain, France; the
liquidation of his opposition; and his
alliances with the
geoisie. Inthe U.S. we felt that Browderism
was not isolated but was directly related to
Stalin’s line. 2) We thought that the docu-
ment’s publication was a violation of demo-
cratic centralism, because it was notdis-
cussed throughout the Party from the point
of view of changing if before it was pub-
lished. 3) We disagreed with the line put
forward on entering into alliances with
the ‘‘progressive’’ section of the bour-
geoisie and we did not feel that the docu-
ment had proven that capitalism had been
restored in the Soviet Union although we
could see the restoration process. We
struggled for the Party to seriously get
at these questions and the roots of
revisionism.

Although we were unclear on many
issues of importance in discussions over
the last two years centering mainly in

international bour- .

the leadership, we did not hide our belief
that the origins of revisionism lay in
Stalin and Stalinism. This was true and
much clearer for us to see in regards
especially to the Seventh World Congress
and the popular front revisionist line
that flowed from it, as well as Stalin’s
dissolution of the Third International in
1943. At that point we came to think that
the theory of socialism in one country
and the Soviet bureaucracy that rested
upon it, were the root causes of revi-
sionism in the Soviet Union and the inter-
national communist movement and lay
behind the ‘‘mistakes’> of Mao and the
deformation of the Chinese revolution.

The reason we didn’t submittheseideas
to. the November 1969 bulletin on the
international question or after was
a lack of clarity about the alternative
to Stalinism—namely Trotskyism as well
as slavishness and fear that we would
be expelled by the national leadership for
daring to raise such things. Our lack of
clarity was based on our ignorance of
Trotskyism and a disparaging view of the
main Trotskyist group in the U.S., the
Socialist Workers Party which we saw
as just as revisionist as the Communist
Party. At the time, all we knew of the
Workers League was throughtheir press—
the Bulletin—to which we had a sub.

THEORY .

These traits of ours stemmed from our
contempt for theory and the lack of serious
struggle against revisionism and pragma-
tism. We certainly did not learn Marxism
Leninism coming out of the working class,
army, school, etc., before joining PLP and
we never really were taught in a living
way about the life and death necessity
of studying and applying dialectical
materialism and the revolutionary
theories of Marx, Lenin, Engels and
Trotsky while in PLP. We weren’t un-
usual in this and now realize that it is
the PLP leadership’s contempt for theory,
history and the dialectical method that has
led it precisely to the dead end crisis that
PLP is now in today. No amount of
acitivity, no matter how enthusiastic and
militant, can lead the working class for-
ward, can build the revolutionary com-
munist leadership within the trade unions,
and build a mass Leninist party of the
working class to establish socialism.

The struggle for. theory—for the
theoretical development -of Marxism is

not something outside the class struggle,
but absolutely essential to moving that
struggle forward and thus must be con-
tinuously developed by all comrades. With-
out the struggle against pragmatism,
idealism and revisionism carried out
inside the Party and among the masses no
revolutionary party will develop. This is
precisely PLP’s main weakness and pre-
cisely what it cannot do unless it comes
to grips with the lessons of the Russian
Revolution, led by Lenin and Trotsky, as
well as the struggle by Trotsky and world
Trotskyism against Stalin’s theory of
socialism in one country, the develop-
ment of a privileged bureaucracy and all
the betrayals of the world communist
movement and the international working
class that came from Stalin’s theory and
practice.

As the international crisis deepens and
the international working class moves for-
ward in the revolutionary struggle for
power, this question of Trotskyism ver-
sus Stalinism is notatall academic...but it
is a matter oflife and death. PLP has never
been able to confront this since its
origins and split from the CPUSA in 1962
and this is the source of the crisis. All
PLP’s mistakes and errors are rooted in
this revisionism such as the abandonment
of the trade unions and calling them
reactionary; out and out reformism
coupled with revolutionary slogans, such
as all the programs like worker-student
alliance, worker-client alliance, etc., and
the abandonment of serious inner party
struggle and democratic centralism.

L REVISIONISM

Because of PLP’s incorrect under-
standing and outlook, all of its programs,
now matter how much they tack on slogans
of dictatorship of the proletariat, lead in-
evitably in the long and the short run to
tying the working class to capitalism.

The roots of revisionism go back to
Stalin, not Lenin, Marx or Engels. Mao’s
theories and errors are part of Stalinism
not Leninism. Because the national leader-
ship has chosen to slander and skip over
Trotsky in the struggle with Stalin, it has
to take Lenin head on in order to explain
revisionism. We have come to understand
that Trotskyism is the conscious reflection
of the revolutionary movement of the
working class and its program for victory.
As the international working class moves
forward in the struggle for power,

SSEU Prepare

(Continued From Page 3 )

( Continued From Page 2 )
socialism. This means confron-
ting the question of Stalinism and
Trotskyism, and the role that
nationalism plays in this rela-
tion.

The MPIbourgeois nationalists
lean on Stalinism to hold back
the working class and the youth
as they struggle against capita-
lism. :

The Stalinists, whose interest
lies in preserving the privileged
bureaucracy in the Stalinist
countries, are mortally afraid of
the movement of the working
class—like that in Poland and
Czechoslovakia, which threatens
to overthrow them.

Their policy of the popular
front is to draw the working class
into an alliance with its enemies,
the capitalist class. The two stage
theory fits right into this. The

struggle for socialism is put off .

to the indefinite future, and the
working class is tied tothe bour-
geoisie, just as MPI would have
the working masses of Puerto
Rico tied to a bourgeois nationa-
list ‘‘independent’ government.

The Stalinists fear the move-
ment of the working class but so
do the petty bourgeois nationa-

lists who lean on Stalinism.
Therefore it is no coincidence
that MPI and the Communist

Party choose to hold a joint con-
ference at the point when the
class struggle reaches a fever

pitch, it is no coincidence that
the Daily World, once againdrags
up old slanders used against
Trotskyism, and that MPI not
only takes up these slanders, but
attempts through physical attacks
to prevent the sale of the only
Trotskyist paper in America, the
Bulletin.

But the MPI fears not only the

conscious policies of socialism,

but also the turn of masses of
youth toward socialism. That is
the reason for the article on the
YLP in the current issue of
Claridad, by Juan Mari Bras.

Mari Bras cannot deal with
any political questions in this
article. He tries to cover up the
blatant bourgeois character of the
MPI with organizational attacks
on the YLP. Although he says they
are ‘“fraternal criticisms” he
berates the Lords for calling
their officers ‘‘Marshall’’ and
“Minister’’ and says that they are
not ‘a revolutionary party, such
titles will not make them one, and
that they are “‘ridiculous.”’

But what is a revolutionary
party? What isits program? What
is objectively required for the
revolution? He can answer none
of this. He goes on to say that
the YLP thinks it has ‘‘the magic
touch’ to liberate Puerto Rico,
without so muchas a worddealing
with YLP policies or what their
policy should be.

He also says YLP is not ‘“‘im-

pressed’’ or does not venerate
the nationalists’ historic strug-

le:

“A  century of uninterrupted
struggle, for liberty fertilized by
so many heroes and martyrs,
which includes more than a
decade of the new struggle for
independence which has suc-
ceeded in putting us on the of-
fensive and united with solid
popular forces, does not seem to
impress the YLP who announce
their coming so that they can
liberate us...”

Then the MPI warns that for
‘“a long time the Puerto Rjcan
independence  movement ~ has
reached its historical, ideo-
logical and organizational matu-
rity’’ and that ¢to learn this is
essential for all those who wish
to be useful to our cause.”

But it is not that MPI has
reached its ‘‘ideological, histo-
rical and -organizational matu-
rity.”” Judging from its alliance
with the bankrupt counterrevolu-
tionary butchers—the Stalinists—
one can only conclude that it is
not mature, but fast decaying
politically.

This article by Mari Bras is
a warning to the YLP and ex-
presses the tremendous fear that
the MPI has of the youth who more
and more turn toward socialism,
and a fear that they will go beyond
bourgeois  nationalism to a
Marxist understanding.

This is why MPI is suddenly

all over New York, dominating
the recent Ponce demonstration,
and with Mari Bras speaking on
campuses all over the city. They
are warning the YLP not to in-
trude on the MPI on the
island, and seeking to strengthen
themselves here, against the
young Puerto Rican workers and
students who are turning more
and more toward socialism.

But the Young Lords them-
selves have to confront now the
question of nationalism. When
they advance the slogan ‘Unite
the Nation,”’ they are putting for-
ward a perspective essentially
the same as MPI—they are asking
for unity between the working
class and the ruling class of
Puerto Rico.

They are asking for unity be-
tween Benitez (a citizen of the
“‘nation’’) and those independen-
tist students (also part of the
Puerto Rican nation) shot down by
Benitez. This is why the MPIwas
able to dominate the YLP Ponce
rally. To fight for socialism in
Puerto Rico as well as in the
U.S. and internationally, we must
fight for the slogan of ‘‘Unite the
Class.”

The struggle for the true in-
dependence of Puerto Rico is
linked inseparably with the strug-
gle for the working class to take
the power, to drive out the im-
perialists and their allies in the
native bourgeoisie.

strike mobilization before the
referendum.

The Committee for New Lea-
dership will put forwarda motion
at this meeting calling on Hill
to turn around the situation in
negotiations, by insisting that the
City negotiate the major issues
immediately. The motion will
further demand that if the City
refuses to negotiate on the major
issues, the union must break off
negotiations and make it clear
that it will not come back to the
table unless a substantive offer
is made.

The CNL will demand that Hill
seriously get down to the business
of strike preparation if the union
is forced to call off negotiations.
A press conference must be
called, announcing the union’s
intentions to keep the April 21
showdown with the City, and to
back this with a strike.

Once it is clear that SSEU-371
is prepared to hit the streets on
April 21, then an allout campaign
for massive labor support must
be launched.

But the Hill leadership must
go way beyond this. In view of
the explosive situation still un-
resolved between the uniformed
service unions and the City, every
step of preparation for a SSEU-
371 strike must raise to the rest
of the City labor movement
turning this intoa common strug-
gle through a general strike.
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challenging the bourgeoisie and the history
and the betrayal of revisionism, the pro-
gram and struggle of Trotskyism cannot be
avoided by anyone—not even the PLP
leadership.

This is why we were forced out at this
time. The PLP leadership wants to squash
discussion of these life and death issues
at all costs. The leadership knows very
well that we like many others in and around
the Party would not stand for this frontal

_attack on Marxism-Leninism that has
taken the form of ‘‘Road to RevolutionIIl.”’
This is why other comrades who were
challenging the leadership and their
revisionism are being forced out of the
Party in one way or another. This is
why Helena and Juan Farinas, former
editors of Desafio, were expelled in New
York City last March. This is why Al Appel
was suspended in Los Angelesinearly
March 1971. Also included are the friends
of PLP group in Portland and countless
others.

CHINA

In the discussion in PLP today around
‘““Road to Revolution III’’ the leadership
is preparing a complete break from China
and Mao. While at this point they proclaim
Mao a revisionist the logic of their posi-
tion is to call China a capitalist country
as they have the Soviet Union. In trying
to ignore Trotsky the leadership has
launched a broadside attack against Marx
and Lenin, saying that Lenin was res-
ponsible for the betrayal of the Russian
Revolution. The logic of this is to say
that Lenin was responsible for the crimes
of Stalin, for the bloody defeat of the
Chinese working class in1927, inGermany,
in France and we suppose in Indonesia, too.

This whole document has nothing to do
with the Marxist-Leninist method but is
completely rooted in the bourgeois school
of pragmatism and is put together in a
completely dishonest way.
leadership does is start with preconceived
conclusions and then tries to fit all of
history to them. Naturally the leadership
ignores all facts which contradict their
premise.

In one section of the document Lenin
and the other leaders of the Russian
Revolution are depicted as ‘‘elitist’’ and
“racist.”” Lenin, they claim, did not
understand the revolutionary potential of
the peasantry, did not understand the

October Revolution, had. little confidence -

in the working class as well as the
peasantry and was no more than a tricky
reformist who put forth Peace, Land and
Bread.

The document states that the peasantry
is a revolutionary social class like the
proletariat. That is, the peasantry can
constitute itself a ruling class. This is
certainly a new revelation, missed by
everyone including Marx, Lenin, Engels
and Trotsky, and even Stalin. Implied
in this assertion is that Marx and Engels
completely missed the boat when in 1848
they concluded that the proletariat was
the revolutionary class. The new PLP
discovery of th& peasantry negates the
concept of the necessity for the dictator-
ship of the proletariat. As we mentioned
in the March 22 issue of the Bulletin, PLP
completely leaves out Lenin’s ““April
Theses’ and pretends that by not men-
tioning it, comrades will believe that it
does not exist. Yes, this is their method.

All this is a good indication of the dis-
tortions of Marx and Lenin, and a good
indication of what happens to a party
that bases itself on pragmatism and
contempt for Marxist-Leninist theory and
Trotskyism. Only Trotsky’s analysis of
the degeneration of the Russian Revolu-
tion gets to the roots of revisionism, and
explains the betrayals of Stalinism in the
world communist movement. This is the
very same movement that PLP broke from
organizationally in 1962 but never theore-
tically or politically with regard to fun-
damentals. PLP cannot transcend history
but is and will continue to repeat the past
revisionist mistakes in different or new
forms.

TRANSITIONAL
The following are some specific
examples of the policies of PLP which
we struggled over and which reflect PLP’s

What the’

lack of a transitional program, that is,
the programmatic way to politically edu-
cate and organize the working class and
move the struggle forward.

All the Party’s weaknesses are reflected
in their newspaper, Challenge-Desafio.
Challenge-Desafio is undoubtedly the most
militant paper in the country and possibly
the world. But it is nota Marxist-Leninist
newspaper. It does very little to raise
the political consciousness of the working
class, youth and students. A worker
or students could read Challenge for three
to four years and not be any closer to
a Marxist-Leninist understanding. Chal-
lenge is a mixture of various economist
and reformist struggles coupled with some
standard leftist formulas.

In Challenge-Desafio over the last
couple of years at least, practically every
article concerns some kind of reform
struggle, at the end of which, tacked on

is empty of theory.

Challenge

mechanically in one or two sentences or
paragraphs is something about socialism,
internationalism or dictatorship of the
proletariat. There is very little analysis
of those reform struggles and what is
needed to move them forward. Very
rarely is a political program put forth
to lead these struggles forward, but
instead these struggles are reported as
somehow separate and the link up and
strategy that comes from an outlook of
the crisis of capitalism and imperialism
internationally is completely missing.

This is what is behind PLP’s inability
to escape from reformism even with the
most revolutionary mechanistic formulas.
Thus the transitional program, that pro-
gram which starts with the immediate
struggles and needs of the working class,
is the only program which organizes and
leads to the independent mobilization of
the working class in the concrete struggle
for power.

~ TRADE UNIONS

We started questioning the left-center
coalition after studying more about the CP
and their left-center coalitionand the dead
end it led to. The weakness we felt was that
it subordinated the left to the bourgeois
consciousness of the center—and instead
what was needed was to build the revolu-
tionary consciousness of the center and
build left-led caucuses. This would be the
process in building a revolutionary Marx-
ist leadership within the unions.

At the National Auto Conference, March
1970, it was more or less decided to
abandon the demand to take over the unions
since that was a demand similar to com-
munity control. This was a complete break
with our national trade union program and
was never discussed on that National Com-
mittee, on the National Trade Union Com-
mission or in the whole Party. We argued
against this break, against the violation
of democratic centralism and on the con-
tent—that workers’ organizations, al-
though in the grips of bourgeois leadership
could be possibly compared to community.
We felt that the logic of such a concept
would lead to calling for the smashing of
the unions and the building of red trade

“unions which is dual unionism and the aban-
donment of the working class to the present
bureaucracy.

STRIKES

The General Motors strike as everyone
knows was a terrific class battle and one
of the highlights of 1970. Our work in it
reflected all the weaknesses of our line
and program. We completely failed to
link up and put forth a program that would
lead this living class struggle forward.
PLP refused to put forward the demands
of the transitional program such as: All
Out Together, Break the Teamster Pact,
over $1.65 in real wages; full cost of living
clause; 30 for 40; and the Labor Party to
break the workers from the two capitalist
parties and emphasizing a national caucus
with units in every plant to be organized
around this program, that would pit the
workers versus the bosses and challenge
the UAW leaders for power. Instead, PLP
supported anything that was.going on, did
not put forth a program for victory,
diverted the struggle away from the point
of production in the form of boycott
marches which accomplished essentially
nothing, organized a demonstration at GM
Corporation at which the only auto workers
were Party members.

We felt that PLP was leftist and sec-
tarian also in relation to other groups
and their being attacked by the ruling
class. We felt and argued that the main
enemy was the ruling class and we should
not let the ruling class get rid of our
political opposition. That is, we should
defend these groups, suchas the Panthers,
and Angela Davis against the ruling class’
attacks while criticizing how these groups
mislead the people.

Today the main activity for all of PLP
is around unemployment. But the way this
fight is conducted is just another example
of the major weaknesses of PLP.
Essentially the workers in the shops—
the employed workers—have been aban-
doned. Challenge is not sold anymore at
shops and the hope is that the revolution
will be built on the streets. The key to
unemployment is through the employed
workers and PLP is throwing all its
forces intounemployment centers, demon-
strations, marches, but making no serious
attempt to reach employed workers—those
engaged in struggle at the point of pro-
duction and through the trade unions
linking employed and unemployed around
the demand of 30 for 40.

RECTIFICATION

Why was rectification necessary in the
first place?

The leadership said that rectification
was necessary because the Party was in
a crisis. Some of the older members from
trade union work were leaving the Party
after becoming highly demoralized at their
inability to win workers to sharper class
struggles and to the Party. This was cer-
tainly true, but it was not their inability,
it was the line. The reasons the leadership
gave for this development were that the
people leading this work had a petty bour-
geois mentality and background, instead of

confronting the real questions of theory .

and program.

Both of us were part of the Party’s
move to penetrate the working class in
1966. The Party never looked at this
penetration as a theoretical question, but
merely as an organizational one—i.e.,
go to work here, there, etc. In addition
to this lack of a Marxist-Leninist trade
union program, there was a highly
idealized view of the working class and
its consciousness and so the struggle
against workers’ bourgeois ideas was not
seen as a life and death matter. The
theoretical training the comrades got was

"next to nothing. Naturally economism and

adaptation to the bourgeois consciousness
of the working class was rampant, and
the need for a Party was not clearly seen
nor put forth.

Another aspect is that the transitional
program was absent. This meant that we
swung like a pendulum from left to right
to left. The majority of comrades who
entered into trade union work from 1965-
67 period have quit the Party. Most of
those who are still in PL have become

cynical and disillusioned about the wor- -

king class and revolution. On whose
shoulders does this fall, theirs or the
leadership’s? The PLP leadership to this
day has never been self-critical about
these errors, but instead blames the
members.

Most of these things we had raised but
in a pragmatic way. We did not link up
all these questions, did not see the logic
of them all, did not see the life and death "
nature of these questions. We stopped
short of the logic of these questions—
Trotskyism—because of our ignorance,
fear and the slander heaped upon Trotsky-
ism by everyone in the national leadership.

PLP is in a deep crisis and is degene-
rating rapidly from whatever Marxist-
Leninist understanding it once had.
Stalinism is unable to deal with serious
political differences and opposition in any
other way than organizational maneuvers,
slanders and expulsions.

TROTSKYISM

Thus the central question behind our
leaving PLP was Marxism versus
Revisionism, Revolution versus Reform-
ism or Trotskyism versus Stalinism.
We feel that Trotskyism, the continua-
tion and enrichment of the theories of
Marx, Engels and Lenin are represen-
ted in the U.S. by the Workers League
and internationally by the International
Committee of the Fourth International.
We think that all serious comrades in
and around PLP should begin reading the
major works of Trotsky. We began by
reading the Revolution Betrayed, Moscow
Trials Anthology, The Permanent Revolu-
tion, and In Defense of Marxism.

We would like to say that we are just
at the beginning of understanding Trot-
skyism and the road to proletarian revo-
lution. We would like to encourage all
comrades to read the Bulletin and all
Workers League pamphlets, especially
Questions Facing Progressive Labor and
Stalinism versus Trotskyism.

We think comrades in and around the
PLP have basically two choices. Either
stay in PLP and fight to transform it
into a revolutionary organization or join
with and help build and develop the
Workers League. We believe that today
only the Workers League basing itself
on the international class struggle and

_the theory and practice of Marxism-

Leninism and Trotsky will develop into
a mass vanguard Party and lead the work-
ing class in smashing the capitalist sys-
tem and establishing socialism.

Steve became a candidate member of
the Workers League two weeks ago and
Myrna is a supporter. This is only the
beginning. We certainly don’t claim or
pretend to have all the answers. We
realize that some of this letter may be
unclear or sketchy.

We wanted to get this out as fast as
possible, because we felt it was crucial.
We would like to discuss these and other
questions we have raised with you. Please
contact us at:

Steve & Myrna Cherkoss

3530 D 61st. Place

Huntington Park, California 90255
581-4855
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Stalinists Open 24th Congress CPSU

BY FRED MUELLER
The 24th Congress of the Soviet Communist Party is scheduled to
open on March 30th, one year later than originally scheduled. The
delay in the holding of the Congress, as well as in the publication of
the draft directives for the ninth Five Year Plan, issued just a few
weeks ago, reflect the acute crisis facing the ruling bureaucracy.

The Communist Party’s Daily World
"has begun to give a big play for the Con-
gress. CP General Secretary Gus Hall
recently left to attend it and the March
25th Daily World reports that he was
‘“‘warmly greeted’> on a stopover in
Prague.

Hall was greeted by a delegation led
by Gustav Husak, who was installed as
Czech CP leader following the Moscow-
led invasion of Czechoslovakia in 1968.
The World reports that “‘Husak and others,
in greeting Hall, expressed their appreci-
ation of Hall’s August 3i, 1968, report
to the U.S. party’s national committee on
the Czechoslovakian developments.”’

At a time when Moscow and its hard-
line supporters in Czechoslovakia faced
tremendous opposition within the European
Stalinist parties themselves, the American
CP faithfully upheld the Kremlin and
defended its every move. For this blow
by Hall against the Czech workers he is
now honored and welcomed by their jailérs.

The March 23rd Daily World reports
on the preparation for the 24th Congress.
Mike Davidow reports from Moscow that
the preparations ‘‘have beenademonstra-
tion of democracy in action that is un-
known in the U.S.”’

““In contrast to conventions of the two
major American parties, at which plat-
forms, put together at routine hearings
are masterpieces of double talk and can-
didates are generally picked in smoke-
filled rooms, the entire nation inthe Soviet
Union participates in the preparations for
the Congress of the CPSU...The universal
acclaim for the proposed ninth five-year
plan was not accidental. It was the fruit
of the democratic way in which the plan
was formulated...”

Davidow is completely correct when he
refers tothe conventions of the Democratic
and Republican Parties, but he does not
explain his party, supposedly upholding the
interests of the working class, regularly
supporting the ‘‘double talkers’ of the
Democratic Party.

Davidow is also correct when he says
the universal acclaim for the next five
year plan ‘‘is not accidental.”” It is stage
managed from start to finish. Ever since
the rise of the Stalinist bureaucracy to
political power in the USSR, the Soviet
masses have been totally excluded from

any role whatsoever in decision making
and planning. )

The Stalinists regularly present the
facade of mass participationas anexpres-

- sion of workers’ control, even of Leninism!

A glance at the latest ‘‘Short History of
the Communist Party ofthe Soviet Union,”’

published in Moscow in 1970, is revealing
in this regard. This latest official version
says the following in discussionofthe role
of the party in the 1930s:

“Socialism created favorable conditions
for the development of democracy in the
country as a whole and within the party...
The introduction of the 1936 Constitution
signified further democratization of the
Soviet social and state system. InDecem-
ber 1937, elections were held to the
Supreme Soviet of the USSR...The elections
demonstrated the strength and vitality of
socialist democracy and the Soviet
people’s support for the Party.”” (p. 238)

Yet in the latest Krushchev memoirs,

which, whatever the doubts about their
authenticity, are essentially a detailed
version of the famous 1956 revelations at
the 20th Congress, the former top Soviet
leader writes that ‘“We helped him (Hitler)
along considerably by destroying the
cream of our executive personnel, our
Party leadership and our scientific intelli-
gentsia. The bloodbath reached a red-hot
frenzy in 1937.”

Thus the bureaucracy itself hasalready
admitted that at the very moment it was
boasting, and still does, that Soviet demo-
cracy was reaching new heights, a gigantic

mass murder campaign against com-
munists and even involving large layers of
loyal Stalinists, was reaching its peak.

The latest assurances of the Daily World
on the ‘‘democratic’® preparation for the
24th Congress are worth no more thanthe
disgusting lies of the 1930s which have been

brought to light in the course of the
developing crisis of the bureaucracy, but
which it continues to disseminate.
Alongside the Stalinist boasting about
democracy, various ‘Kremlinologists’’
are rushing into print on the significance
of the latest Congress. These ‘‘experts’’
understand little or nothing. Their loyalty
to imperialism prevents them from under-

standing even the most elementary aspects
of Soviety society and its contradictions.

A New York Times Magazine article by
Richard Lowenthal sees the conflict within
the Soviet Union as between the ‘‘neo-
Stalinists’’> and the *‘de-Stalinizers,” the
hard line versus liberalism, the police
state versus ‘‘a gradual extensionof plura-
listic freedoms.”

Lowenthal also sees the current leader-
ship around Kosygin and Brezhnev as very
much in contro! and able for the present
to submerge all differences within the
leadership in a way not done before.

What Lowenthal and all the other bour-
geois ‘‘experts’’ fail to even mention is
the working class. But it is the class
struggle internationally and its expression
in the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe
which is responsible for all of the moves
of the bureaucracy.

From the U.S. to Poland to Indochina
the international working class is on the
offensive, and the bureaucracy isinpanic.
The essence of the policy of the bureau-
cracy is to seek at all costs to maintain
the status quo, to achieve peaceful coexis-
tence with imperialism. The status quo is
being constantly exploded, and every explo-
sion puts the bureaucracy closer to the
knife’s edge.

Moscow and its supporters are forced
to more and more openly do the dirty
work of the imperialists. Thus we have
the worldwide campaign for the ‘‘People’s
Peace Treaty’” in Vietnam, the peaceful
road to socialism through support to the

_liberal bourgeoisie, combined with the
" most ruthless suppression of the working

class and the intelligentsia in the Soviet
countries themselves.

The real policy of the bureaucracy is
more and more, ‘“Back to Stalin.”” In
order to maintain its rule and its privi-
leges, it is forced to take harsher mea-
sures against the growing opposition. The
power and prestige of the security organi-
zations have been consciously increased.
Labor camp inmates are reported to have
risen to the million mark once again, and
many thousands of political prisoners are
put away in the prisons and the mental
institutions. More and more the methods
of Stalin are being reintroduced by the
bureaucracy, which has always remained
faithful to Stalinism as the defense of its
interests and privileges.

The struggles of the working class
internationally, the fight to construct new
revolutionary ' leadership, the Fourth
International, will seal the doom of the
bureaucracy.

Woodcock Refuses Action To Defend British Ford Strike

BY MELODY FARROW

Auto union leaders from three
continents, including Leonard Wood-
cock from the United Auto Workers
in the United States, met in London
to discuss ‘‘concerted international
action’” in defense of the British
Ford workers who have been on
strike for eight weeks.

The conference, organized by the Inter-
national Metalworkers Federation, was
called in response to Henry Ford’s threat
to take his business to another country if
the strikers did not return to work.

Hugh Scanlon, President of the British
Amalgamated Union of Engineering Wor--
kers, said that Ford workers were now
fighting the battle of all workers.

He called Ford’s threat ‘‘blatant black-
mail.”” He said ‘‘there is a deliberate
policy, inspired by government and con-
nived at by employers, to make trade
unionists unable to negotiate settlements
like those being made in Europe.”’

One of the basic tasks of the conference
was to ‘‘establish a common front against
the corporate giants. We must not allow
the international monopolists to operate
the rule of divide and conquer.’”’” He
stressed that the lack of such international
cooperation was one of the main weak-
nesses of the unions. .

Leonard Woodcock said that Ford was
continuing its traditional strategy of
“‘playing workers off against workers.”

Yet Woodcock made it clear that he would

take no immediate action to help win the
demands of the Ford workers. While the
whole conference posed the international
unity of the working class, all Woodcock
proposed were some pathetic long range
reforms of capitalism.

Neither Woodcock. nor Scanlon put for-
ward a concrete program to fight rising
unemployment, although this was at the

heart of Ford’s threat to move his invest--

ments out of Britain.

Woodcock said workers should exert
their influence nationally for strong gover-
ment controls over international firms.

He urged the development of an enforc-
able code of ‘‘good behavior and citizen-

ship”’ for international corporations and’

the incorporation of fair labor standards
into the General Agreement on Tariffs and
Trades.

- “f hope,’’ Mr. Woodcock said, “‘we will
make genuine progress towards common
expiration dates for our agreements,
corporation by corporation, the key date
in each case being the expiration deadline
in the country where the major corporate
negotiations take place.”

SOLIDARITY

Not one union leader at the conference
called for immediate solidarity strike ac-
tion which would deal a serious blow to
Ford’s empire.

Ford can only be laughing at the bulk
of Woodcock’s proposals. Woodcock should
know that the fight against the inhuman

7 conditions at the Ford plants in Ameri-

ca and for union recognition was not won
by appealing to Ford’s sense of fair play
and good citizenship but only through a
ruthless and bloody strike struggle.

The bureaucrats deny the whole lesson .

of the Ford strike and the postal strike in
Britain in which the Tory government
openly urged the corporations to hold the
line against wages—that the enemy is not
just Ford but the capitalist government.

Not one word was said at the conference
about the Industrial Relations Bill, the
Tories’ declaration of war againstthe
unions. The cause of the defeats that the
British workers have suffered over the
past year is precisely the unions leaders’
refusal to take up the struggle to throw
out the Tory government and replace it
with a Labour Party government pledged
to expropriate the corporations and turn
over industry to the working class.

These are the same questions that wor-
kers face here in the United States.
Woodcock, as every American auto wor-
ker knows, has done nothing to launch a
fight against massive layoffs throughout
the auto industry or even defend his
members’ wage demands in the last con-
tract.

The American ruling class is now pre-
paring to launch a vicious attack against
the living standards of American workers
with wage controls and anti-union laws
bolstered with the clubofrising unemploy-
ment. Nixon openly seeks the cooperation
of the union leadership.

Representatives of the capitalist class

scurry all over the world to meet each
other to work out a common strategy
against the blows of the working class.

LINKED

The trips of Henry Ford and then Wood-
cock to England make it clear that the
struggles of American workers are linked
with the struggles of their European and
Asian class brothers. The only way to fight
back internationally is to force the union
leaders to call a general strike against
the attacks.

Woodcock and the entire bureaucracy
seek to hold back the political development
of the working class. The International
Metalworkers Federation refused toallow
the CGT and the CGIL, the French and
Italian unions, to attend on the basis of
their connections with the Cornimunist
Party. Although these trade union federa-
tions are Stalinist and have posed no fight
beyond protest strikes against the
capitalist class, their exclusion is based
on anti-communism on the part of the
right wing union leaders. As the struggle
deepens, these leaders will witchhunt any
tendency with a communist history.

American auto workers must fight
Woodcock to call strike action in solidarity
with British Ford workers. Put Ford on
notice that an attack on any section of
workers anywhere in the world will be
met with the powerful united action of
the working class. A defeat of Ford in

.~ England will be a victory for the struggle

of American workers.
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West Coast News

BY A BULLETIN REPORTER

) 4

SAN JOSE—Rising repression, police attacks, unem-
ployment and widespread discontent caused by the sharp-
ening of the international capitalist crisis forced 1000
members of the Chicano poulation here out ina ‘‘Chicano

Moratorium”’ last week.

Uniting around cries of ‘“Viva
La Raza,”’ ‘‘La RazaUnida,’’ and
other slogans calling for the soli-
darity of the Chicanos as a race,
a predominantly youthful ga-
thering listened to more than a
dozen speakers, the majority of
whom sought to promote and en-
courage the nationalist tenden-
cies which have been nurtured
here by the dismal economic
situation.

In posing the struggle as one
of race rather than class, the
organizers of the Moratorium
contended that since the ‘‘con-
sciousness’’ of the Chicano peo-
ple is on a racial and nationalist
level, it is on that level that the
people must be dealt with—and
therefore the ‘‘La Raza’’ line is
necessary and progressive. But
the leadership was fundamentally
mistaken.

FARINAS

This was openly demonstrated
at the Moratorium. Juan Farinas,
a political prisoner free on bail
but facing two years in jail for
leafleting an induction center
against the war, spoke to the
gathering who received his call
for class action favorably. But
afterwards while distributing a
leaflet announcing his speaking
engagement at a local college
later in the day, Farinas was
confronted by the Moratorium
leadership and told todiscontinue
his leafleting on the basis that
he was a counter-nationalist.

The last time Farinas was in
such a situation he was facing
not a Chicano nationalist but an
army officer, and through the
latter, the entire repressive

forces of the bourgeoisie. The
class nature of the leadership
was clearly expressed as they
attacked Farinas for a leaflet
which in essence said the same
thing that the ruling class con-
sidered so dangerous to their
plummeting security that they had
to conjure up frame-up charges
to insure that Farinas would be
sent to prison. Apparently, the
leadership does not include
within its perspectives the de-
fense of political prisoners, who,
like this leadership itself, are
under the gun of the rulingclass.

But the Chicano nationalists
are not singularly responsible for
the betrayals that movements
along the lines of the Morato-
rium represent. They are pro-
foundly influenced and mis-
directed by those forces of the
“revolutionary’’ movement
which are now predominant. The
Stalinist Communist Party, con-
sistent with its whole historical
role of counter-revolution and
utter  theoretical bankruptcy,
promotes the backwardness of
not just the Chicanos, but of all
workers, young people, and mino-
rities virtually everywhere inthe
world.

The Socialist Workers Party-
Young Socialist Alliance and its
campus puppet the Student Mo-
bilization Committee stand for
the same thing as the Stalinists,
with nationalism as one of its
main platforms.

These are the people who lay
the theoretical basis for the be-
trayal of not only the Chicano
people, but the entire working
class, Black, white, brown or
Third World.

Juan Farinas addresses San Francisco audience as part. of West Coast tour including LA.

j“ﬂn FarinﬂSVSpenks onl.A cump“seg_

BY BILL WINGFIELD
LOS ANGELES—Mrs. Bessie Philips, mother of one
of three members of the Soledad 7 still facing Calif-
ornia’s gas chamber, expressed a major theme of three:
Los Angeles public meetings built in defense of Juan
Farinas and other political prisoners when she told

her student audience:

‘“We are of the same class;
we're all working people. .
If the three brothers facing death,
the four facing life behind bars,
and Angela, Bobby, Juan, and the
brother here (Gordy Baxter) lose,
you've all lost. Even Huey has
to go back to court. If they lose
you all lose; and your college

degrees won’t keep you from

losing!

“I’'m old. These other old
women ( mothers of her son’s
co-defendants)—-we’re looking for

.political leadership. It’s uptoyou

because you’re young. Show peo-
ple like me the way to go to get
us all out from under this.”’

A total of 350 persons, mostly
working class Black and Chicano
students, attended the three meet-
ings, March 22-24. Monday’s and
Wednesday’s gatherings were
held at California State College,
Long Beach.” The first was spon-
sored by the Black Students’ Union
(BSU), and the second by the
Movimento Estudiantil Chicano
de Aztlan (MECHA). Tuesday’s
meeting took place at Compton
Junior College, with the com-
bined sponsorship of that ghetto

WL Discusses Panther Split

BY A BULLETIN
REPORTER
SAN  FRANCISCO—The
Workers League Clubheld an
extremely important mee-
ting this Friday at San
Francisco State College. '

Built on the subject of the
meaning of the split in the Black
Panther Party, the discussionre-
vealed the tremendous potential
for theoretical development now
opening up among Black youth
which places at the very center
the struggle of Trotskyism
against Stalinism.

The speaker stressed that Huey
Newton’s call for dialectical ma-
terialism was an expression of
deep developments within the
working class. The sharpening of
the international class struggle
and in particular the brutal at-
tacks launched on Black mili-
tants now challenges the old
methods of pragmatism and opens
up a search for newalternatives,
for socialism, for a turn to the
working class.

The Eldridge Cleavers with
their rag bag collections of
Maoism, drugs, mysticism and
Black nationalism now come into
the sharpest conflict with these
developments. Huey Newton has
been unable to clarify the real
meaning of the split because he
remains tied toblack nationalism
through his theories of inter-

communalism.

The sharpestexpressionofthis
theoretical problem is the con-
tinuing opportunist relationship
with the counter-revolutionary
Communist Party and the policies
of the Popular Front. The Pan-
thers can now go forward only
in the sharpest struggle to break
from Stalinism and this means
coming to grips with the entire
historical struggle of Trotskyism
and Stalinism. The conscious in-
tervention of the revolutionary
party, the Fourth International,
now becomes a decisive factor
in this struggle. )

URGENCY

The discussion revealed the
extreme urgency of these ques-
tions in that a number of those
present participated inthe Angela
Davis Defense Committee and
through their own experiences
were forced into a fight with
Stalinism around such questions
as the defense of Ruchell Magee.
What is clear is that while at
this time ‘the Stalinists do not
have a mass base, those youth
who begin to enter political strug-
gle cannot avoid these questions
from the outset.

It is impossible to understand
the failure of the CP to take up
a real defense of Magee without
probing to its origins. Indeed
how could the party that cheered
on the executions of virtually the

entire’ membership of Lenin’s
central committee and collabor-
ated in the assasination of Leon
Trotsky do anything else but stab
Ruchell Magee in the back.

The discussions begun at this
meeting must be carried forward.
The alternative is the sort of
dangerous and reactionary devel-
opments reported at the San Jose
Chicano Moratorium and with the
MPI in New York in which youth
whipped up by Stalinist slanders
and racist poison are turned
against the working class.

school’s BSU and MECHA.
Despite her grasp of the class
content of the persecution of her
son, Mrs. Philips displayed con-
fusion over the conflicting ap-
proaches to the defense of poli-
tical prisoners. She spoke of
‘““different roads going in the

same direction’’ and expressed

dismay at the criticism leveled
at the Communist Party’s ‘de-
fense’* of Angela Davis and Ru-
chell Magee by a preceding speak-
er, Steve Cherkoss of United
Steelworkers Local 1845.

DEADENDS

Mrs. Philip’s desire for the
Workers League to abandonits
struggle against the popular
front-civil liberties perspective
of the CP in favor of ‘‘unity”
is an expression of her anxiety
and frustration over the collapse
of the Soledad 7 Defense Com-
mittee.

Thus, when Juan Farinas suc-
ceeded her to the podium , he
carefully explained that it is just
because that committee was
limited by the Stalinists to the
framework of bourgeois law that
it became unable to function when

bourgeois ‘‘justice’’ was appar- °

ently demonstrated in the drop-
ping of the murder charge a-
gainst four of the Soledad 7.
“‘Some roads,’’ Juan pointed out,
“have dead ends*’

Juan then turned to an ex-
planation of the meaning of the
struggle between Trotskyism and
Stalinism today and placed the
Workers League’s struggle for
a class defense of political pri-
soners in that context. .

Beginning with the lessons of

.the Paris Commune, he related

the repression of himself, the
Panthers, and others tothe crisis
of capitalism which is forcing

the U.S. ruling class and its
political agents to prepare at-
tacks on the entire working
class—attacks that will pose the
question posed by the Paris Com-
mune: civil war and its aim,
workers power.

Mrs. Philip’s son, he conclud-
ed, cannot be defended success-
fully on a line that fails to con-
front the working class with the
necessity of mobilizing in de-
fense of itself, and therefore, her
son as a class fighter in its

-own vanguard.

FIGHT

Finally, linking the attacks on
the working class to the im-
perialist war against the workers
and peasants to Indochina, Juan
explained the CP’s use of the
“Peoples Peace Treaty’’ to con-
tain the antiwar movement within
the very popular-front perspec-
tive that is endangering the lives
of the political prisoners they
“‘defend.”

He urged everyone to join the
fight against the Stalinist betray-
al of the working class here and
in Indochina by mobilizing stu-
dents to go with the Workers Lea-
gue contingent to San Francisco
on April 24th for an independent
rally to struggie to bring or-
ganized labor into a class fight
for a general strike against the
war and Nixon’s attacks on the
“trade unions.

As a result of the struggle for
Trotskyism waged by the Workers
League on Monday, MECHA in-
vited Juan to return to the cam-
pus for a meeting built by them
on Wednesday. This was done,
and 150 Chicano students, in-
cluding many high school stu-
dents, turned out to hear him.

Other speakers at one or more
of the three meetings included
Romey Johnson of the Workers
‘League and Gordy Baxter, Sec-
retary of Local 2070, UCLA
Health Workers, AFSCME. A total
of $110 in literature was sold, and
$56 was contributed to Juan’s
defense costs.

Protest Unites Pacifists, Maoists

BY BARRY PORSTER

SAN JOSE—At a meeting at
San Jose State called by the Peace
and Freedom Party to discuss
“‘violence versus non-violence”’
the pacifists and Maoists of the
Revolutionary Union enacted a
little drama which clearlyex-
posed their objective kinship. The
pacifists trotted out the mystical
notion of ‘‘soul force’’ and the
revolutionary essence of Christ
while the Maoists argued that
under certain conditions violence
was a morally justified tactic.

Since the perspective of both
groups was the same—bourgeois
idealism—their concrete - pro-
posals coincided, namely, more of
the same protest politics which
led to the massacre of Kent State

and which, if continued, will break
the back of the student and youth
movement.

When one of the discussion
leaders posed the abortive strike
at Stanford against the invasion
of Laos as the way forward, a
member of the Workers League
from Stanford pointed out that
the only ‘‘concrete’ results of
that action were the expulsion
from campus of members of Ven-
ceremos and the further demor-
alization of the campus.

The “‘strike’’ at Stanford was
centered on driving off campus
counter-insurgency and war-re-
lated research, in other words,
student power protest politics.
The comrade from Stanford went
on to say that the issue of vi-

olence versus non-violence wasa
bogus issue, thatthe real question
facing the youth was posed by the
rapidly decaying position of the
capitalists in Indochina and at
home and by the forward move-
ment of the working class.

When a speaker from the Re-
volutionary Union called for a
mobilization around the People’s
Peace Treaty, a member of the
Workers League pointed out that
the treaty is a hoax aimed at
diverting the working class from
its class enemy and that incalling
for “‘set the date’’ and a coalition
government in South Vietnam it
prepares the way for yet another
Stalinist betrayal of the workers
and peasants of Vietnam.
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ack Teachers
ith Fight For

eneral Strike

BY EARL OWENS

SAN FRANCISCO—Nearly
all the teachers entering the
strike meeting last week
were soaked from head to
toe, having picketed their
schools in the pouring rain.

At issue in their strike is the
elimination of 340 teaching posi-
tions through attrition, a freeze
on hiring, a cut in the number
of teacher’s aides, the elimi-
nation of  special programs
as well as the elimination of the
sabbatical leave program. In ad-
dition, an agreement to limit
classroom size won during the
1968 strike is being nullified.

At the union meeting, the union
leaders had little more to say than
“keep it up.”’ One union official
informed the teachers that he was
forming a brigade of teachers in
mini-skirts to leaflet the financial
districts! But no leafleting of
other city workers was even
posed.

When one teacher asked why the
head of the Central Labor Council
refused to grant strike sanction
to the Hospital Workers Union and
Janitors Union which would create
the basis ofageneral city workers
strike, Ballard, head ofthe union,
refused to answer because “‘there
were T.V. cameras present.”

Victory for San Francisco tea-
chers will not be an easy matter.
Ballard is practicing a deception
when he tells teachers they can
win just by picketing day after
day in front of some schools.
The only way the strike is going
to be won is through a general
city workers strike. Every city
department from the bus drivers
to the hospital orderlies are fac-

ing similar cutbacks as the tea-
chers. But Ballard attempts to
limit the strike and thereby iso-

late it.
DECISIVE

The coming week will be de-
cisive in winning or losing the
strike. The Classroom Teachers
Association, a conservative pro-
fessional association, hasadvised
its members to cross the picket
lines because the strike is ‘‘un-
timely.”” This decision was made
by the Executive Board not by
the membership. The Black Cau-
cus has also advised black tea-
chers to cross the picket
lines—as if the cutbacks will not
affect blacks as well as whites!

The Progressive Labor Party
denounces the strike as ‘‘racist”
because there is no demand for
preferential hiring. Some of the
members of PL are respecting
the picket lines. However, in one
high school PL members are
crossing the picket lines to go
to work because “‘the black teach-
ers are going towork.”’ According
to PL, teachers are not workers

‘anyway so the only important

demands are student demands.

Today all over San Francisco
teachers have been going door to
door attempting to explain their
strike and distributing leaflets in
front of supermarkets. However,
there is nothing in the flood of
leaflets coming out from the union
which connects the attacks against
teachers with the attacks Reagan
and Nixonare carryingoutagainst
the rest of the labor movement.
Instead of appealing to the rest
of the labor movement on the basis
of joint class action, the union’s
leaflets appeal for nothing more
than moral sympathy.

San Francisco teachers picket school in strike over elimination of 340 teaching positions.

The California Teachers As-
sociation may very well join the
strike in the coming week, as it
is finally holding a membership
meeting to discuss the question.

It is apparent, however, that

~ The CP And Its Trouble

Alioto and the Board of Super-
visors care little whether any
education is taking place in San
Francisco and therefore are
standing firm.

The ranks of the teachers union

BY JEFF SEBASTIAN
The Stalinist chickens are coming home to roost
in the ILWU. A very sharp struggle is developing be-
twéen the Longshoremen’s union head, Harry Bridges,

and the Communist Party.

The CP which only a few

months before was the most uncritical admirer of the
Bridges style of progressive unionism is suddenly de-
voting issue after issue of the Peoples Worldto polemics

against Brother Bridges. _

On the surface the difterences
began over some remarks that
Bridges made in an editorial
in the Dispatcher, the union
paper, on the great struggles
developing in the British working
class. Basically Bridges’ view
is that the British working class
brought the Heath anti-union le-
gislation down on their ownheads
with an irresponsible policy of
wildcat strike action.

Bridges is all too well aware
of the implications of the British
general strikes. He is openly
forced to side with the trade union
bureaucracy, recognizing that his
own position with his rank and file
places him in very similar peril
to that of his bureaucratic Eng-

Alioto Indictment Exposes Capitalist

BY STEVE SELTZER

SAN FRANCISCO—Stench
from City Hall is over-
powering. Faced immedi-
ately with ateachers’ strike,
.a general city workers’
strike and the bankruptcy of
the city treasury, Mayor
Joseph Alioto was indicted
last week by the Federal
Grand Jury in Seattle.

He is charged with conspiracy,
mail fraud and the use of the mails
to promote the bribery ofa public
official.

The indictment stems from a
fee sharing arrangement Alioto
had with the former Attorney
General of WashingtonState, John
J. OConnell. Under the agree-
ment, Alioto, who represented
Washington public utility districts
agreed secretely to split any fees
he received from a suit against
29 electrical manufacturers for
price fixing with the then Attor-
ney General.

O’Connell coordinated the suit
and retained Alioto for the case
with the stipulation thatfees were
not to go over one million dol-
lars. Later, however, when the

anti-trust suit brought about 12
million dollars O’Connell amend-
ed the agreement to provide that
any fees over a million dollars
were to be split 50-50 between
Alioto and O’Connell and his spe-
cial assistant "attorney general
George K. Faler, an O’Connell
appointee assigned to aid in the
case.

Alioto now declares that there
was nothing unusual about sharing
these huge fees with O’Connell
and that Nixon and Attorney Gen-
eral Mitchell are out to get him.
Alioto is of course quite correct.
In his circle of government of-
ficials, big businessmenand their
legal attorneys, such arrange-
ments are indeed the norm. We
are quite sure that a pack of
wolves would find nothing unusual
in devouring a flock of sheep.

Perhaps the city workers who
were informed by the mayor that
he felt a 4% pay settlement was
quite generous under the present
circumstances will be pardoned
for thinking that there is some-
thing not quite properabout send-
ing a band of fee-sharing thieves
off to do battle with a horde of
greedy price fixers.

What becomes quite clear is not
only the decay of bourgeois poli-
tics and the politicians but the
rabid attacks they now mete out
to each other as they prepare to
come face to face with the working
class. It is the extreme crisis of
the entire system that now forces
these disclosures out into the
open.

One of the most disgraceful epi-
sodes in the whole affair was the
performance of the labor bureau-
crats who met their champion
“Joe”’ at the airport with signs
reading ‘‘Maritime workers wel-
come Joe’* and ‘“Transport work-
ers support Joe.”” They are well
aware that all their special ar-
rangements with City Hall are
now threatened and they fear the
coming cataclysm.

Having done everthing they
could to prop up their good friend
Joe, including a conscious sabo-
tage of every attempt of city
workers to defend thmselves,
they were rewarded the very next
day when Alioto made it clear
that there would be no compro-
mises with the city workers be-
cause of the bankrupt city bud-
get.

lish cousins. He concluded his
editorial with some sharp warn-
ings against the Stalinist led
rank and file committees.

It is very important to note
that during the Russian invasion
of Czechoslovakia, Bridges came
out strongly for the Soviet bu-
reaucracy on the basis that the
Czech workers were taking too
much power into their ownhands.
The Peoples World of course
did not think this was worth
taking up. It is one thing when
the Czech workingclassis stran-
gled by the Stalinist bureaucracy
and this is endorsed by ‘‘pro-
gressive’ Harry. It is quite an-
other case, however, when the
Stalinists find themselves under

Corruption

The only thing more degrading
than the spectacle of the labor
bureacracy grovelling before Ali-
oto is the incredible attitude of
the Communist Party’s Peoples
World which sees the whole affair
in terms of prospects for the
Democratic Party in the mayor-
ality elections. The CP is spec-
ulating on the possibility of ‘‘pop-
ular young black legislator”
Willie Brown, the- Democratic
assemblyman, stepping in if Ali-
oto bows out.

The working class can only
take pleasure in these disclo-
sures. Indeed the striking tea-
chers and the fight of all city
workers can only be strengthened
by the disarray in the capitalist
ranks brought on by these devel-
opments. The way is cleared to
building for a mass general city
workers strike.

The lessons for the working
class are extremely sharp, the
only way forward is through an
open break with the capitalist
parties of corruption and strike-
breaking and all those in the labor
movement that prop them up and
the launching of an independent
labor party basedon the unions.

together with the rank and file of
all city unions must now take
up a fight to shut down San
Francisco completely until decent
wages, working conditions, and
job security are won.

With Harry

attack by the same methods.

The Communist Party does
not, of course, give a damn
for the interests of the British
working class. They are sparing
no effort to restrict the class
struggles in England to impotent
protest actions against the In-
dustrial Relations Bill, rather
than a massive movement to
bring down the Tory government.
Their break with Bridges is in
no way a matter of principle.

The Communist Party built
Harry Bridges. For years he
has followed every twist and
turn in the Stalinist line. The
Communist Party supported the
M &M agreements on productiv-
ity that now threaten the sharp-
est explosion on the docks.

The massive unemployment on
the waterfront and the threats
of containerization to decimate
the work force now means big
changes in the workers’ consc-
iousness. Bridges’ sellout poli-
cies are detested by the rank and
file. His hand-picked men are
defeated in elections. For the
first time the ranks voted him
down for a dues increase.

The Stalinists are well aware
that Harry’s ship has sprung
big leaks and is about to go
under. It is pure opportunism
and the instinct for self pre-
servation that now forces them
to pose a left wing stance. The
British question is a cover for
the fact that they have no policy
for dockers independent of the
bureaucracy.

FORWARD

The way forward on the docks
to preserve jobs and beat back
the government plans to smash
the union with transport legis-
lation will require a massive
mobilization of the working class
on a scale not seen since the
San Francisco general strike.
It requires a battle now to ach-
ieve united action with the East
Coast longshoremen and a strat-
egy for winning big support from
the Teamsters in a fight to pre-
serve all transport jobs.

On every one of these ques-
tions dockers will have to fight it
out not only with Bridges, but
with the rotten policies of the
CP and the Rank and File Com-
mittee that would restrict these
struggles to support for ‘‘pro-
gressive”’ bureaucrats like
Woodcock and the liberal wing
of the Democratic Party.
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Back Teachers
With Fight For

General Strike

BY EARL OWENS

SAN FRANCISCO—Nearly
all the teachers entering the
strike meeting last week
were soaked from head to
toe, having picketed their
schools in the pouring rain.

At issue in their strike is the
elimination of 340 teaching posi-
tions through attrition, a freeze
on hiring, a cut in the number
of teacher’s aides, the elimi-
nation of special programs
as well as the elimination of the
sabbatical leave program. In ad-
dition, an agreement to limit
classroom size won during the
1968 strike is being nullified.

At the union meeting, the union
leaders had little more to say than
‘“keep it up.’”” One union official
informed the teachers that he was
forming a brigade of teachers in
mini-skirts to leaflet the financial
districts! But no leafleting of
other city workers was even
posed.

When one teacher asked why the
head of the Central Labor Council
refused to grant strike sanction
to the Hospital Workers Union and
Janitors Union which would create
the basis of a general city workers
strike, Ballard, head of the union,
refused to answer because ‘‘there
were T.V. cameras present.”

Victory for San Francisco tea-
chers will not be an easy matter.
Ballard is practicing a deception
when he tells teachers they can
win just by picketing day after
day in front of some schools.
The only way the strike is going
to be won is through a general
city workers strike. Every city
department from the bus drivers
to the hospital orderlies are fac-

ing similar cutbacks as the tea-
chers. But Ballard attempts to
limit the strike and thereby iso-

late it.
DECISIVE

The coming week will be de-
cisive in winning or losing the
strike. The Classroom Teachers
Association, a conservative pro-
fessional association, has advised
its members to cross the picket
lines because the strike is “‘un-
timely.”” This decision was made
by the Executive Board not by
the membership. The Black Cau-
cus has also advised black tea-
chers to cross the picket
lines—as if the cutbacks will not
affect blacks as well as whites!

The Progressive Labor Party
denounces the strike as “‘racist”
because there is no demand for
preferential hiring. Some of the
members of PL are respecting
the picket lines. However, in one
high school PL members are
crossing the picket lines to go
to work because ‘‘the black teach-
ers are going towork.”” According
to PL, teachers are not workers
anyway so the only important
demands are student demands.

Today all over San Francisco
teachers have been going door to
door attempting to explain their
strike and distributing leaflets in
front of supermarkets. However,
there is nothing in the flood of
leaflets coming out from the union
which connects the attacks against
teachers with the attacks Reagan
and Nixonare carrying outagainst
the rest of the labor movement.
Instead of appealing to the rest
of the labor movement on the basis
of joint class action, the union’s
leaflets appeal for nothing more
than moral sympathy.

TEACHERS
AET AfL: Ci0

San Francisco teachers picket school in strike over elimination of 340 teaching positions.

The California Teachers As-
sociation may very well join the
strike in the coming week, as it
is finally holding a membership
meeting to discuss the question.

It is apparent, however, that

The CP And Its Trouble

Alioto and the Board of Super-
visors care little whether any
education is taking place in San
Francisco and therefore are
standing firm.

The ranks of the teachers union

BY JEFF SEBASTIAN
The Stalinist chickens are coming home to roost
in the ILWU. A very sharp struggle is developing be-
tween the Longshoremen’s union head, Harry Bridges,

and the Communist Party.

The CP which only a few

months before was the most uncritical admirer of the
Bridges style of progressive unionism is suddenly de-
voting issue after issue of the Peoples Worldto polemics

against Brother Bridges. _

On the surface the diftferences
began over some remarks that
Bridges made in an editorial
in the Dispatcher, the union
paper, on the great struggles
developing in the British working
class. Basically Bridges’ view
is that the British working class
brought the Heath anti-union le-
gislation down on their ownheads
with an irresponsible policy of
wildcat strike action.

Bridges is all too well aware
of the implications of the British
general strikes. He is openly
forced to side with the trade union
bureaucracy, recognizing that his
own position with his rank and file
places him in very similar peril
to that of his bureaucratic Eng-

Alioto Indictment Exposes Capitalist

BY STEVE SELTZER

SAN FRANCISCO—Stench
from City Hall is over-
powering. Faced immedi-
ately with ateachers’ strike,
‘a general city workers’
strike and the bankruptcy of
the city treasury, Mayor
Joseph Alioto was indicted
last week by the Federal
Grand Jury in Seattle.

He is charged with conspiracy,
mail fraud and the use of the mails
to promote the bribery of a public
official.

The indictment stems from a
fee sharing arrangement Alioto
had with the former Attorney
General of Washington State, John
J. O’Connell. Under the agree-
ment, Alioto, who represented
Washington public utility districts
agreed secretely to split any fees
he received from a suit against
29 electrical manufacturers for
price fixing with the then Attor-
ney General.

O’Connell coordinated the suit
and retained Alioto for the case
with the stipulation that fees were
not to go over one million dol-
lars. Later, however, when the

anti-trust suit brought about 12
million dollars O’Connell amend-
ed the agreement to provide that
any fees over a million dollars
were to be split 50-50 between
Alioto and O’Connell and his spe-
cial assistant attorney general
George K. Faler, an O’Connell
appointee assigned to aid in the
case.

Alioto now declares that there
was nothing unusual about sharing
these huge fees with O’Connell
and that Nixon and Attorney Gen-
eral Mitchell are out to get him.
Alioto is of course quite correct.
In his circle of government of-
ficials, big businessmenand their
legal attorneys, such arrange-
ments are indeed the norm. We
are quite sure that a pack of
wolves would find nothing unusual
in devouring a flock of sheep.

Perhaps the city workers who
were informed by the mayor that
he felt a 4% pay settlement was
quite generous under the present
circumstances will be pardoned
for thinking that there is some-
thing not quite proper about send-
ing a band of fee-sharing thieves
off to do battle with a horde of
greedy price fixers.

What becomes quite clear is not
only the decay of bourgeois poli-
tics and the politicians but the
rabid attacks they now mete out
to each other as they prepare to
come face to face with the working
class. It is the extreme crisis of
the entire system that now forces
these disclosures out into the
open.

One of the most disgraceful epi-
sodes in the whole affair was the
performance of the labor bureau-
crats who met their champion
“Joe’’ at the airport with signs
reading ‘‘Maritime workers wel-
come Joe”’ and ‘“Transport work-
ers support Joe.”” They are well
aware that all their special ar-
rangements with City Hall are
now threatened and they fear the
coming cataclysm.

Having done everthing they
could to prop up their good friend
Joe, including a conscious sabo-
tage of every attempt of city
workers to defend thmselves,
they were rewarded the very next
day when Alioto made it clear
that there would be no compro-
mises with the city workers be-
cause of the bankrupt city bud-
get.

lish cousins. He concluded his
editorial with some sharp warn-
ings against the Stalinist led
rank and file committees.

It is very important to note
that during the Russian invasion
of Czechoslovakia, Bridges came
out strongly for the Soviet bu-
reaucracy on the basis that the
Czech workers were taking too
much power into their own hands.
The Peoples World of course
did not think this was worth
taking up. It is one thing when
the Czech working classis stran-
gled by the Stalinist bureaucracy
and this is endorsed by ‘‘pro-
gressive’ Harry. It is quite an-
other case, however, when the
Stalinists find themselves under

Corruption

The only thing more degrading
than the spectacle of the labor
bureacracy grovelling before Ali-
oto is the incredible attitude of
the Communist Party’s Peoples
World which sees the whole affair
in terms of prospects for the
Democratic Party in the mayor-
ality elections. The CP is spec-
ulating on the possibility of ‘‘pop-
ular young black legislator™
Willie Brown, the Democratic
assemblyman, stepping in if Ali-
oto bows out.

The working class can only
take pleasure in these disclo-
sures. Indeed the striking tea-
chers and the fight of all city
workers can only be strengthened
by the disarray in the capitalist
ranks brought on by these devel-
opments. The way is cleared to
building for a mass general city
workers strike.

The lessons for the working
class are extremely sharp, the
only way forward is through an
open break with the capitalist
parties of corruption and strike-
breaking and all those in the labor
movement that prop them up and
the launching of an independent
labor party basedon the unions.

together with the rank and file of
all city unions must now take
up a fight to shut down San
Francisco completely until decent
wages, working conditions, and
job security are won.

With Harry

attack by the same methods.

The Communist Party does
not, of course, give a damn
for the interests of the British
working class. They are sparing
no effort to restrict the class
struggles in England to impotent
protest actions against the In-
dustrial Relations Bill, rather
than a massive movement to
bring down the Tory government.
Their break with Bridges is in
no way a matter of principle.

The Communist Party built
Harry Bridges. For years he
has followed every twist and
turn in the Stalinist line. The
Communist Party supported the
M &M agreements on productiv-
ity that now threaten the sharp-
est explosion on the docks.

The massive unemployment on
the waterfront and the threats
of containerization to decimate
the work force now means big
changes in the workers’ consc-
iousness. Bridges’ sellout poli-
cies are detested by the rank and
file. His hand-picked men are
defeated in elections. For the
first time the ranks voted him
down for a dues increase.

The Stalinists are well aware
that Harry’s ship has sprung
big leaks and is about to go
under. It is pure opportunism
and the instinct for self pre-
servation that now forces them
to pose a left wing stance. The
British question is a cover for
the fact that they have no policy
for dockers independent of the
bureaucracy.

FORWARD

The way forward on the docks
to preserve jobs and beat back
the government plans to smash
the union with transport legis-
lation will require a massive
mobilization of the working class
on a scale not seen since the
San Francisco general strike.
It requires a battle now to ach-
ieve united action with the East
Coast longshoremen and a strat-
egy for winning big support from
the Teamsters in a fight to pre-
serve all transport jobs.

On every one of these ques-
tions dockers will have to fight it
out not only with Bridges, but
with the rotten policies of the
CP and the Rank and File Com-
mittee that would restrict these
struggles to support for ‘‘pro-
gressive”’ bureaucrats like
Woodcock and the liberal wing
of the Democratic Party.





