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Workers Will Defeat

- Fascism In Chile

Fascism has come to Chile.

Early reports coming from Chile show that
the workers are fighting bravely against the
well-armed fascists’ troops. Fighting has
broken out all over Chile. In Santiago indus-
trial belts, fighting between workers occupying
factories and the fascists went on all day the
first day of the coup. It was reported that
workers blew up a steel mill near the city of
Concepcibn and part of the El Teniente copper
mine. CHALLENGE-DESAFIO learned thruits
comrades in Chile that over 500,000 workers
are armed and fighting back. Fascism is having
a tough time in Chile.

THE BOSSES THERE HAVE STRIPPED AWAY
their mask of ‘‘democracy’’ (Chile had one of the
most stable bourgeois democracies in the world)
and brought about fascism as an answer to the in-
creasing desires of the Chilean working class for
a socialist revolution.

They couldn’t rely on Allende, nor the sellout
“Communist’’ party, nor their ‘‘democracy’’ to
keep the workers’ movement down. They had to use

- their highest form of repression—fascism.

There are many lessons the working class of the
world can learn from the fascist upsurge in Chile.

The main lesson is that there is no reformist
way of achieving socialism. Only a violent revolu-
tion, led by the working class, its allies, and a
vanguard communist party, whose aim wouldbe the
smashing of the capitalist state and the establish-
ment of a worker’s state (the dictatorship of the
proletariat) can ultimately achieve socialism.

ELECTIONS, REFORMS, TWO-STAGE NA-
tionalism, alliance with liberal bosses, reliance on
any politicians, or any other myth leads the work-
ing class towards the arm of fascism.

Chile is the second example in 1973 (only a few
months ago, the government of Uruguay, known as
the cradle of ‘‘democracy’’ in the Western Hemis-
phere, was overthrown by a similar fascist coup)

of the failure of revisionism to achieve socialism,
thereby highlighting the need for a new communist
movement to lead workers to smash all the bosses.

The example of Chile must serve notice on all
workers and their friends that revisionism is not
just an ideological enemy—but is a deadly cancer
that must be destroyed before it causes more dam-
age to millions of us.

A revolution has never been destroyed by the
bosses’ repression or their armies. The internal
enemies inside the workers’ revelutionary move-
ment has been the main cause of any defeat. Allende
and the Chilean ‘‘Communist’’ Party relied on the
bosses and their democracy. Their phony brand of
socialism would. not allow them to call upon the
workers to defeat the reactionaries and their
trumped-up ‘‘strikes’’ (truck bosses, business
bosses, and all kinds of bosses went out on ‘‘strikes’
in Chile before the coup). Therefore, they led the
workers right into the arms of the fascists. This
is a lesson we must assimilate and not repeat.

THE CHILEAN BOSSES AND THEIR IMPERIAL-
ist masters were getting prepared before the coup
to destroy the growing militancy of the workers
here. The bosses forced all kind of demands and

formulas on Allende, which he accepted, and the
more Allende sold out, the more the bosses de-
manded. This.was their way of paving the way
towards a coup.

MAPU, a leftwing revolutionary organization,
stated it clearly in the August 17 edition of their
newspaper ‘‘De Frente:’’

...the Govt. and the reformist forces have
chosen the way of compromising, by means
of incorporating the generals into the Cabi-
net, looking for a pretended ‘‘soci»! peace”’

: this has paved the way for counter-
revolutionaries and putschists-. .the sharpen-
ing of the class struggle has reached such
a level that any conciliatory exit does not
solve the crisis. It is only a band-aid...
each day the alternative becomes clearer;
either a fascist dictatorship or a revolu-
tionary dictatorship of the proletariat. Everyday the
government becomes more responsible for what the
putschists do and will do in the future ... thus we must



prepare ourselves for a long struggle, in
which the main basis is the strength of the
revolutionaries and of the people.

The U.S. imperialists were helping the fascists
all the way. And Allende wasn’t even worrying about
it. The U.S. gave $10 million a year in aid to the
Chilean Air Force, and several U.S. ships were
heading towards Chile the same day the coup oc-
curred. The Air Force and the Navy were the main
Chilean forces behind the coup.

But' the Chilean workers will triumph and will
achieve socialism. Chilean workers have a long
history of militancy. When the bosses tried a previ-
ous coup in June 29, over 500 factories were occu-
pied by workers (Allende was turning the plants
back to their bosses). The bosses knew who was the
real enemy. Before the coup, the Armed Forces
were daily raiding occupied factories, looking for
weapons and preparing the stage for a future attack

against the workers. Just three days before the.

coup, the Air Force raided Suma factory in Santiago®
the workers responded by shooting at the raiders,
and, for two hours, battled the invaders. So the
bosses knew it was time to act before the same
would happen all over Chile.

The Chilean workers and the revolutionary left

PHONEY UNITY

Many folks on the left—and others—often comment
about the internal fighting that always goes on in the
left-wing movement. Very often many good people
suggest “why don't all you people unite instead of
fighting one another?”, within the left some forces are
always prattling about unity.

But one must be careful. Whom do you unite with?

In Chile, many left forces got behind the Allende
government. They thought, “well, isn't this type of
broad Marxismsocialism better than more capitalism?”

Unfortunately, most of these people are now DEAD.
More unfortunately, thousands of workers and
peasants are now in jail or dead.

All the revisionists within Chile and outside of Chile
united to push the false notion that socialism could be
voted in. Within three years the fascists are in power.

The Allende government was a mixture of ruling
class forces and other types of “socialists” especially
the “communist”party. The workers were not in power.
Hence it was not socialism. :

Socialism, as described by Marx, Lenin, etc., means
the dictatorship of the proletariat, who seize the power
by armed force, destroy the old bourgeoise and their
state apparatus, and set up their own new state ap-
paratus.

had developed an understanding that the only solu-
tion was a socialist revolution. Workers’ Councils
were being set up all over Chile. They are stiil

alive. These workers’ councils are the ones that
are fighting all over Chile against the fascists. They

will grow and eventually will smash all the bosses.

Leftwing revolutionary groups like MAPU and
MIR had previously denounced the looming coup as
imitative of the ‘‘Djakarta Plan,’’ a plan whereby
Chilean fascists aimed to repeat what their coun-
terparts did in Indonesia when they slaughtered
hundreds of thousands of revolutionaries and work-
ers there.

THE CHILEAN LEFT HAD FAILED TO REALIZE
that reliance on the Allende’s Popular Front gov-
ernment was a product of unintentioned revisionist
thinking and was, therefore, deadly to both the
Chilean workers and the international working
class

But, we in the Progressive Labor Party and all
our friends are sure the workers will triumph in
the long run. The working class and our allies
all over the world are behind our Chilean brothers
and sisters.

DOOMED CHILE

The consolidation and maintainance of power is a
problem workers will have to solve by past and present
experiences. However, there is no doubt that socialism
can never be won in unity with the bosses and their sell-
outs on the left. This only means the advent of fascism
and death for thousands.

REVISIONISM IS THE H-BOMB OF THE
BOURGEOISIE BECAUSE IT ENABLES THEM TO
HOLD POWER IN THE NAME OF SOCIALISM.
REVISIONISM IS EQUAL TO DEATH AND
DESTRUCTION FOR THE WORKING CLASS. THIS
IS SOMETHING TO FIGHT OVER. THIS IS A LIFE
AND DEATH FIGHT.

Now that the fascists have taken power in Chile, the
revisionists will once again call for their “defense com-
mittees” to “save” the people whom they led to
slaughter. They will raise money, which they will steal
for their purposes. They will lead demonstrations for
everything but real socialism. A workers’ dictatorship,
they will say, is “not on the order of the day.”

These killers with smiling faces are as bad as any
bosses. .Anyone who helps create the illusion that
socialism can be won by relying on peaceful means is
full of crap,crazy, or a downright faker who knows he's
going to get good people slaughtered.




Progressive Labor Party statement of August, 1972 (from PL magazine)

WHETHER ALLENDE STAYS OR GOES DE-
pends on his ability to control the workers, and
the fight over tactics in the Chilean and interna-
tional ruling class on the best way to run a country
with a militant workers’ movement. When Allende
was elected, he was popular with many factions of
the Chilean ruling class..Not only did the Christian
Democrats and Alessandri, the moderate conserva-
tive, throw their parties’ votes to Allende in the
Congressional election, but Sergio Jarpu of the
extreme right-wing Nationalist Party remarked,
“We’re not prejudiced about what the new govern-
ment is going to do. If it’s good for the country,
we’ll 1go along with it even if it has a socialist
““label.”

Whether a country is socialist or capitalist is a
political question. It is a question of which class
holds power, the workers or the bosses, If social-
ism could be established by piece-meal nationaliza-
tions, then the Post Office, the New York subway
system, and the Atomic Energy Commission(AEC)
would rate as the advance guard of socialism in
the U.S. The postal workers, transit workers and
workers at the AEC Hanford works are well aware
that it is the bosses ana not the workers who are in
control. The bosses never share power with the
workers; they don’t on an individual factory level
and they certainly don’t when the whole economy is
at stake.

To establish socialism the workers must control
everything, (1) the entire economy—finance, trans-
portation, marketing, as well as manufacturing and
mining; (2) the entire cultural apparatus—schools,

the mass media, entertainment industry; and, as
prerequisite of the above, (3) the political appara-
tus which has as its core the armedforces.

IN THE FINAL ANALYSIS, IT IS THROUGH
armed force that one class maintains its rule over
the other. Destruction of the capitalists’ armed
dictatorship and replacing it with the workers’
armed dictatorship over capitalism is the central
task in establishing socialism.

The only way socialism can come to power is by
violent revolution. Without this revolutionary civil
war a few superficial changes may take place in
the way a country is run, but the workers will not
take power and ‘‘revolution’ becomes, at best, a
coup where a small group of benevolent leaders
takes the place of a small group of malicious ones.

Whether they are conscious of this fact or not,
Allende and his group cannot establish socialism.
What they have done is to put forwarda pretty face
with which to cover up the ugly capitalist dic-
tatorship, and secondly to change certain financial
relationships within this capitalist framework (in
all cases to the detriment of the workers and to the
further enrichment of the capitalists). We in the
Progressive Labor Party further maintain that it
is impossible to vote in socialism in any situation.
(This argument is beyond the scope of this article
which deals with the particular situation in Chile;
we refer the reader to Karl Marx Civil War in
France; V.I. Lenin, State and Revolution; ‘‘Road to
Revolution II, PL V. 5 #6, and ‘‘Road to Revolution
111,”” PL V. 8, #3; where this argument is made.)

In the end Allende and his ‘‘peaceful road to
socialism’’ will be tossed into the garbage can of
history

Pre-coup workers’ march against Chilean fascists.



EDITORIAL

Reject Auto Sellout-
Bust The Wage Freeze

When the vice-president negotiating for Chrysler
says the company “is very pleased with the terms of the
contract”- look out! After Chrysler workers forced a
walkout Woodcock and UAW hierarchy tried to stop it
as quickly as possible. At this writing (Sept. 24) they
appear to have succeeded in jamming through the
following sellout:

A 15-cents-an-hour “‘increase’ each year for three
years, with another 12 cents the first year;

A minimum work-week, including overtime, of 54
hours, with enough loopholes to force it much higher
than that anytime Chrysler really needs it, such as when
new models are coming out;

The establishment of some vague “machinery” to be
worked out “jointly” by Woodcock and Chrysler to
“improve health and safety conditions.”

No wonder Chrysler’s pleased. The 8-hour day is
officially scrapped, written into the contract; a 3 to 5
per cent wage “increase” is actually a CUT since prices
have shot up over 25 per cent just in recent months, to
say nothing of what's ahead. There is nothing about the
killing pace of speed-up which has sparked so many
wildcat strikes at GM and elsewhere, nothing about
racist harassment, and not one change in health and
safety hazards.

The militance oi the auto rank and file forced the
UAW leadership to call a strike against Chrysler. Make
no mistake about it—the Woodcock-Mazey-Frazer
gang were preparing to grant a day-by-day “extension”
of the contract past the Sept, 14 deadline.

But Chrysler workers knew better. Coming off the
recent wildcats at three Detroit plants, especially the
Mack Avenue sit-down strike led by members of
Workers Action Movement and Progressive Labor
Party, thousands of Chrysler workers “jumped the
gun,” walking out on Friday in Detroit area plants. The
fakers heading the UAW would have needed more than
the 1,000 goon /union officials they mobilized to break
the Mack Ave. strike to force these workers back on a

day-to-day basis. So they reluctantly “sanctioned” a
strike against the fifth largest manufacturing cor-
poration in the world.

When Chrysler workers voted 97 per cent to strike,
they were telling the company and their own piecard
“leaders” that only through an all-out effort could they
win what they need. In their support for recent wildcats
and in their “jumping-thegun” move on Sept. 14, they
were saying they knew the only way to win was via a
strike that gave no quarter to the company.

THE WOODCOCK “ANSWER” TO THIS MAN-
date is to kill it. Not only did they allow Chrysler to pile
up a backlog of new '74 models, to be sold while the
workers are out, but they had the gall to keep five
Chrysler plants working because they supply parts to
GM and Ford. They maintain this is in line with their
“target-company” strategy: put “pressure” on Chrysler
by allowing GM and Ford to work full blast,
threatening Chrysler’s share of the market.

The bankruptcy of this “strategy” is revealed by the
fact that Chrysler goes right along with it. After all, if
Chrysler was so concerned about the “pressure” from
increasing GM and Ford sales, they could just as easily
close a plant supplying parts to their “enemies.” But
they join in keeping it going full blast—which all goes
to prove that the Big Three work hand-in-hand with the
UAW “leaders” in trying to maintain the farce of the
“target-company” strategy.

This is the way Woodcoock & Co. “lead” a strike—
straight to defeat. In fact, Mazey himself has said in the
past that the role of an auto strike is to grind the
workers down and get them to accept less than what
they are demanding.

Alotis at stake in the struggle in auto. All the organs
of the ruling class, from Business Week to the Wall
Street Journal to the New York Times, are warning that
a long (and militant) strike could “upset” the relative
calm forced onto the working class by the wage freeze.
Auto sets the pattern for all workers (one in six jobs is
directly related to the auto industry). These rulers are




worried that a smashing victory against the wage freeze
and for decent working conditions in the auto plants
would squeeze their profit picture, and, “worse” yet, set
an inspiring example to the rest of the working class of
how to win.

Even though UAW bosses succeeded in jamming a
“yes” vote through at Chrysler, that’s just the beginning
of the battle. Chrysler locals still have the right to strike
over local grievances, which, if they did so all at once,
could lead to still another national and international
walkout, which could be converted into one for their
real needs. And the same process holds true for Ford
and GM. So a proposed sellout at Chrysler (and
“pattern-setter” for the Big Three) can be stopped,
given the potential power of the auto workers over the
whole company.

AUTO WORKERS CAN USE THIS CRUCIAL
nature of the industry to their advantage:

— A COMPLETE SHUTDOWN OF THE BIG 3
would put the whole ruling class on the defensive,
shutting off the flow of profits in scores of industries
besides auto, and force a far bigger settlement out of
the auto billionaires;

—This gigantic victory CAN be achieved by
organization among and by rank-and-file auto workers.
The fact is that rank-andfile leaders did seize the
initiative and turn things around in the Mack Avenue
sit-down strike, just as their predecessors did in the 44-
_day occupation of GM plants that organized the UAW
in 1937. All signs in the past two years—wildcat or
rank-and-file-forced strikes at Norwood, Lordstown,
Mahway, N.J., Detroit Chrysler plants, etc.—point to
the objective fact that auto workers are seething over
the squeeze they're in: speed-up, wage roll-backs, racist
harassment, forced overtime, widespread health and
safety hazards, firings and layoffs.

Auto workers are ready for bold leadership, the kind
provided by militants and communists in WAM and
PLP in the Mack Ave. sit-down. And there are rank-
and-file leaders in scores of plants ready to do battle
with the companies. The crucial need is for CONTACT
BETWEEN PLANTS AND COMPANIES of these
rank-and-file leaders to TAKE THE STRUGGLE OUT
OF THE TRAITOROUS HANDS OF THE WOOD-
COCK LEADERSHIP AND PUT THE RANK AND
FILE IN THE SADDLE.

The needs and demands of auto workers are clear: a
$1.50 an hour wage increase THIS YEAR-—smash the
bosses' wage freeze; no forced overtime; rank-and-file
overseeing of the elimination of all health and safety
hazards; control over line speed; an end to racist
harassment, the firing of all openly racist supervisors
and the upgrading of minority workers into higher-
paying jobs; the rehiring of all fired workers.

THE WAY TO WIN THIS PROGRAM IS
also -pretty clear: strike the Big Three; no local goes
back until all settle; no “staggering” of local walkouts,
allowing some locals to scab on others; rank-and-file
committees in each plant and local, united
organizationally with each other across plant and
company lines, organized like the Mack Ave. sit-
downers, to run the strike from BELOW, mobilization
of the entire working class behind the pace-setting auto
strikers.

What we need is leadership and organization. For

"our part in PLP and! through the Workers Action

Movement (which more and more auto workers are
joining daily), we can participate in this kind of
movement, the kind that communists initially helped
built from 1934 to 1941. Communist ideas are precisely
those kinds of ideas that put no limits on the workers
whatsoever, abide by no ground-rules set down by the
bosses’ government and lieutenants in the UAW of-
ficialdom, and point to the greatest unifying demand of
all, 30 for 40—30 hours work for 40 hours pay.

Many might doubt that workers and communists
among them can achieve such victories. But our
enemies DON'T doubt it. They know we can do it.
That’s why they organized such an all-out assault on the
relatively small group of workers that carried out the
Mack Avenue sit-down. The auto companies, the labor
fakers, the whole class of rulers all know that once we
get to the first rung of the ladder in taking rank-and-file
control of our unions, we're that much closer to the
next step.

Mack Avenue teaches us that when workers are
determined to fight for their demands and united—
black, Latin and white, men and women, communist
and non-communist—we can do battle with the biggest
billionaires, AND WIN. The bosses got that message.
It's up to us workers to carry it to every plant,
department and worker in the U.S. and Canada.

International solidarity is a must in this struggle.
Right now auto workers in Germany are on the move,
battling GM and Ford. This struggle, led by Turkish
workers, is against the German bosses own wage freeze
and against racism towards foreign workers. There,
too, they have to battle the union sellouts and the
government. A united struggle by auto workers from all
over the world: Australia, where they just finished a
long struggle for a 45 per cent increase against Ford;
Great Britain, where Chrysler workers have been
battling for months; and also in Spain, France, Japan,
South America would give the shakes to these im-
perialist monsters.

WAM (a US.Canada based rank and  file
organization) and PLP, a revolutionary communist and
internationalist organization with friends all over the
world, would be a major force in this struggle here in
the US.



EDITORIAL

- Same Old Billionaires' Dogfight

Since the advent of the Watergate investiga-
tions, nothing has occurred to indicate this dog-
fight between the more established section of
the bosses and the newer wing of the ruling
class has been of help to workers and our
friends.

® Prices have been rising more rapidly than
ever;

® There have been occasional flip-flops on price
controls—but there has been no vacillation among
bosses about maintaining wage controls (these
controls are really wage roll-backs as the cost of
living far outpaces any wage raises );

® Recently, U.S. bosses and their politicos and
their military apparatus, taking advantage of the
opportunist Allende government, has openly inter-
vened through their stooges to install openfascism
in Chile.

U.S. bosses are doing what they are best at—
killing workers and communists.

So those with any illusions can be shown by these
and countless other events thatthe Watergate hear-
ings are strictly an internal battle royal among the
industrialists, and that there is nothing to be gained
by people choosing sides. In order to detour work-
ers and others from focusing more on their real
needs, a great deal of dust is being hurled to block
their vision. And of course, for partisan reasons,
much of this dirt is used by one side or another
within the ruling class.

For example: the great battle of the tapes. We
are being told that our fate hangs on whether Nixon
does or does not turn over the tapes to the courts.
Points of view on this matter coincide with which
side of the ruling class the speaker is on.

BUT WHAT IF NIXON DOES TURN OVER THE
tapes? What if they prove he planned the entire
Watergate affair among others? Do we need tapes
to prove that our conditions are worsening? If the
tapes prove Nixon is the scoundrel theN.Y. Times
and others claim he is, we will all still have to
work the next day for low wages. And we will still
have to pay exorbitant prices for everything. Hear-
ing the tapes or not will never break the wage
freeze. The wage freeze is unanimously called for
by all bosses. They can always unite about screwing
us.

In any event, even if Nixon does turn over the
tapes our appetite for behind~the-scene info will
probably not be satisfied. By now, these big crooks
probably have Howdy Doody on the tapes!

A lot is being made of continued Senate hearings.
The big struggle over whether they should continue
and for how long seems to be settled. The com-
promise calls for shortened hearings, keeping the
choicest morsels out of the senate chambers.

But what did the previous hearings do for us?
Did they break the wage freeze? Did they smash
racism? Did they place power in the hands of the
workers? Did they promote 30 for 40?7 .

The hearings were an attempt to line up mass

support among the people for a gut movement to

dump Nixon. However, there was much interest in
the hearings. Some insight was shed into how the
bosses fight with one another so they can screw
us, and hold state power. But the hearings didn’t
help.us one iota at the supermarket. Nor did the
hearings put one red cent more in our pay checks.
So what difference does it make to us whether the
hearings go on?

BY AND LARGE THE LIBERALS WERE NOT
able to organize animpeach Nixon movement among
any section of the population. While many ‘‘left”
mouthpieces pasted up stickers, etc., to advocate
this route for workers, there were very few fol-
lowers. This was so because many people were
indifferent. But more important, many workers
know that the actual fight goes on in the FAC-
TORIES AND IN THE COMMUNITIES AROUND
REAL ISSUES THAT DO CONCERN THEM.

However, bosses are growing very concerned
about this. Unable to divert fed—up workers through
Watergate, they now have to fight more directly on
the production line. Bosses were badly rattled by
the rank and file upsurge in auto in which members
of the Progressive Labor Party played a good role.
In a recent issue of Business Week they show this
concern:

‘‘Unfortunately, UAW leadership has been under
increasing pressure from the rank and file to
toughen its demands. Chrysler workers are par-
ticularly militant about plant safety and discipline,
and contract talks are being held against a back-
ground of local wildcat strikes against Chrysler.

WATERGATE: Nothing Changed:



The union leaders will have to remember that they
are negotiating not just a contract with a single
company but a wage scale for one of the nation’s
biggest and most important industries.”’

So not only are they scared of the workers, but
they are admonishing their labor leader stooges
to get that sell-out. :

Bosses are worried that important working class
action for improved wages and conditions will ag-
gravate the already weakened position of US,bosses
in the world market. This is what Watergate is
basically about; how to improve the U.S. position
as a world power.

Since the beginning of the Watergate affair,
Nixon has been cut down to size. Many of his po-
litical cronies have been dumped and some of his
policies have been changed in favor of the eastern
establishment. The significance of Watergate is
shown by the fact that neither section of the ruling
class was  able to solidify its base among work-
ers. And since the inception of Watergate, we have
pointed out who is fighting whom and in whose
interest. This has been of some help to workers
not to be sucked in.

The big bosses—those that control the eastern
establishment and the monopolized industries—
have come out far ahead in their fight over con-
trolling the economy and the governmental ma-

e

chinery. The sharpest area of their fight took place
in the oil industry. In fuel oil, andin gasoline, they
have been able to weaken the newer oil barons.
The energy crisis is really a dodge to force the
independent producers to their knees by curtailing
supplies. The fuel oil shortageis more of the same.
The big oil monopolies won’t sell to the indepen-
dents, thus creating artificial shortages. Bosses
aren’t interested in our health but inprofits.

' You can’t ally with any section of the ruling class.
There are no good or better bosses. This is one of
the lessons of Chile. In Chile and elsewhere, many
people thought you could elect socialism, and have
unity with some bosses. Many people are paying
with their lives because fake radicals peddled this
junk. (These ‘‘communist parties’’ are .now just
organizing defense committees to save people whom
they helped to slaughter.)

Ironically, the revisionists in both Moscow and
Peking have allied themselves with Nixon, seeing
deep dark plots against themselves because the
old money is at odds with the new money. While
local ‘“leftists’’ were calling Nixon a fascist their
pals in Moscow and Peking were hailing him as a
great statesman.”’

U.S. workers have shown far more insight into
Watergate than all these big brains and ‘‘theore~
ticians” by pursuing the class struggle, and by
building up their independent class organizations.




Books and Articles Vital in Fighting Racism,

But Direct Struggle Gannot Take Back Seat |

To PL editors and readers:

The article “Mobilizing Students,
Intellectuals Against Racism: A Per-
spective” (PL, July, 1973) makes the
good point that professional in-
tellectuals in the Party ought to engage
more seriously in intellectual struggle
against racism in their respective
academic fields. However, I disagree
strongly with some of the arguments
given for this proposal, which I think
give a very one-sided and wrong view of
the strategy needed for building a
movement against racist ideology. .

The article implies that intellectual
activity—i.e. writing books and articles,
etc.—is more important than more
militant forms of struggle against racist
ideology. Example:

“The recent PL article on the history of
racist ideology is an excellent start, but
we have not yet played a significant role
in the arena that counts: the scholarly
journals, symposia, and books that
influence professors and hence
students. We have to carry the battle to
the enemy, not snipe at him from the
trees with a few leaflets and sit-ins.” (p.
27)

Or, lower on the same page:

“. .. The main burden of the struggle
falls on professors. Students have led
the way, and will make this a mass
struggle; but without a significantly new
anti-racist analysis in the relevant fields
we will not win many professors, and
hence will discredit the miserable
arguments of Banfield & Co. among
ordinary students.”

On page 28, students and intellectuals
are referred to as the “leading forces in
all off-campus political activity,” and
the suggestions is made that the key
task in bringing about a resurgence of
such off-campus (i.e. working class)
activity is to win students and in-
tellectuals to oppose racism.

All this seems to be saying that the
activity of professors is much more
important than that of students—or
even of workers. In addition, the article
suggests that, among professors them-
selves, a fairly lengthy period of in-
tellectual debate is called for before
even no-militant forins of struggle will
be in order:

“Winning the battle of ideas in the
profession is a necessary condition for
moving those intellectuals who will sign
an anti-Jensen resolution into more
material struggles against racism on and
off campus—through faculty unions or
academic senates, fighting to ban racist
books, censure and fire classroom
racists, preferentially hire minority
faculty,...” (p.27)

Again on page 28, under “What
Actions Are Needed,” the first three
suggestions are for courses, teac¢h-ins,
and books; the fourth is “We need to
raise sharp questions of banning books
and firing teachers from the beginning,
when we are the only ones, the ‘mad-
dogs and left-fascists,” to understand
that racism is a life and death matter.”
Presumably, ‘raising sharp questions’ is
something short of trying to win a
demand.

Now, I would agree that the type of
intellectual work called for by the
article is important. But I would argue
that other things are more important in
determining whether a mass campus
movement against racist ideology
comes into being:

First—Student-vased campaigns to
ban racist texts and teachers, which
should probably begin with petitions
but will require militant action to win.

Second—Campaigns by professors to
make the question of racist teaching
and writing practical as well as
academic. For example, the Committee
Against Racism at the University of
Connecticut has organized a large
number of professors to fight for an
official university policy of combatting
racist theories and practices. Many
academic societies have voted to
condemn racist theories—now we
should push this a stép further and work
to have these societies develop active
programs of investigating and com-
bating racist theories and racist
teaching in their respective disciplines.
In the process, we would undoubtedly
find it necessary to fight the present
leaders of these organizations in erder
to get programs that really meant some-
thing.

Naturally, campaigns like this would
require plenty of articles, etc., as they
develop. But if we decide to carry out a
first phase of intellectual debate before

we begin these campaigns, we’ll never
reach Phase 2, for several reasons:

1) People never pay as much at-
tention to pure debate as they do if
you're actually proposing some action
which they have to support or oppose.

2) The question of the role of the
bourgeoisie and its state in spreading
racist ideology, a key question—as the
article acknowledges—from the point
of view of building our Party in this
movement, is pretty hard to win in the
abstract—especially as regards the
Kennedy-type liberals who give lip
service to anti-racism. But if we really
push to get racist profs fired, texts
banned, etc.—and the college Ad-
ministrations, courts and cops react the
way they did when we fought to ban
ROTC and military recruiters—
thousands of students will come to
understand these points from their own
practical experience.

3) Besides, while we're busy writing
books and  arti¢les, this same state
apparatus is going to be busy smashing
us—firing professors, putting them in
jail, blacklisting them and their
writings, etc. If we're engaged in
building a fighting movement, we can
grow under such attacks; if we're only
debating, we'll be left making debaters’
points from our cells.

This argument is borne out by the
experience of the anti-war movement.
The argument that we had to stick to
educational work was always an excuse
for not taking action—and when we
took action (which, of course, also
included educational work) it turned
out to be good. We did err in not doing
enough intellectual work, either of the
book and article type, or in winning
professors to support local campus
demands through faculty meetings, etc.
This error had the serious consequence
that we did not win many professors to
PLP. But it did not have the effect that
“ordinary students” weren’t won ‘in
large numbers to supporting anti-
imperialist struggles on campus, to SDS,
and to our Party. The whole anti-war
movement showed clearly that students,
not professors, are -the leading radical
force in the campus movement.

Sincerely,

Some members of the
Boston PL faculty club
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SHAN'S VISIT

hard Nixon.

China Revisi

STRUGGLE WITH
SOVIET UNION KEY TO

From Hsinhua News Agency—Mohammad Rez Pahlavi,
he Shah of Tran, paid a state visit to the United States
rom July 24 to 27 and had talks with U.S. President Ri-

A White House ceremony was held on the morning of
he 24 in honor of the Shah’s visit. Nixon said in his wel-
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nists

om Hsinhua (the Chinese press service) was.on a page de

coming speech that Iran was “in a very key area of poten-
tial threat,” and that he would seek the Shah’s advice “on
all problems affecting this critical area of the world.” The
Shah of Tran made it clear in his speech that his country
was determined to be the guardian of peace and stability
in the vast area between the Middle East and South Asia.
He stressed that Iran wanted to preserve its sovereignty
and independence. He said, “We have to be firm, vigilant
and patient, but also must have the strength to defend

ourselves.”

Em

A Reuter dispatch from Washington on July 26 also
reported: “It was known that the Shah is concerned a-
bout growing Soviet influence in the Middle East and is
anxious to improve Iran’s military forces with more arms
purchases from the U.S.”
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While Their Rotten U.S. Buddies See No Evil

To the editors and readers of the PL
magazine: . :
Enclosed is an article from THE CALL,
a newspaper published by the “October
League,” a group that claims to be
revolutionary and communist but in
fact has allied itself with the rotten little
group led by Mao Tsetung and Chou
En-lai that has taken control of the
Chinese Communist Party by gunning
down and jailing thousands of genuine
revolutionaries that opposed their
revisionist policies. This article, which
appeared in THE CALL, is a reprint of
an official Chinese press release, stafing
the Chinese official position. It shows
that revisionism is not just simply some
“bad ideas” or wrong positions on
“abstract” questions; it is actual policies
of sellout and betrayal: policies that
lead to the murder of the working class
and its allies. This article is a clear
example.

The Shah of Iran is a vicious dictator
and a puppet of U.S. business interests.
He has committed genocide against
certain groups within Iran, he tolerates
no political opposition of any kind, and
his government has tortured and
murdered thousands of workers,
peasants, and students, both
revolutionary and non-revolutionary—
who have opposed him. The main way
he maintains his control is through an
ultra-modern army with weapons
supplied by the United States govern-
ment. Yet here is an article applauding
the nazistic Shah getting more weapons

to use against his own people.

Why? Because the Chinese revisionist
leaders don’t care what happens to the
Iranian people. They are just interested
in making alliances with the fascist Shah
and with Nixon as part of their plan to
please the U.S. bosses and to enable
themselves to outmaneuver the Russian
bosses and become the new junior
partner of U.S. imperialism. If workers
and peasants in Iran, Ceylon, Pakistan
or anywhere else get in their way, well,
it’s just too bad for them.

(Of course the Russian leaders are no
better; they also give aid to fascist
dictators to use against their own
people; the Russian leaders would also
love to get the Shah to be their pal
against China & the United States.)

In this country, the anti-imperialist
Iranian Students Association has led a
brave fight to oppose the Shah, even at
the risk of their being identified and
executed when they return to Iran;
these students called a demonstration
against the Shah coming to the U.S. to
get more weapons. And yet here we see
the Chinese press and the October
League supporting the Shah’s visit for
new weapons.

(The other Maoist group, the
“Revolutionary Union” criticizes the
Shah; but the RU also does not criticize
the Chinese support for the Shah. This
makes the RU’s anti-Shah statements
nothing but hypocrital bullshit.)

How these finks in the October
League have the nerve to honestly look
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an Iranian student in the eye after this
show of support for the murdering Nazi

Shah is beyond me. Sure, these scurvy
dogs will come up with some phony
intellectual bullshit to try to come out
smelling clean. But when a group is an
apologist for murderous fascism, no
amount of fancy words can cleanse
them of the reeking stench of the
thousands of dead that their buddy the
Shah has murdered.

In this country the October League is
actually very small and impotent; one of
their main leaders was forced to quit
SDS after being exposed as a corrupt
egotist. They hope that with the support
of the Chinese leaders that they can be-
come bigshots within the movement in
the U.S; in reality they are already
washed up. Their latest alliance with the
Nazi Shah should make it clear to
anyone who comes in contact with them
that they are just a bunch of rotten, self-
seeking opportunists who will sell
anyone out to make themselves look
good in front of their corrupt pals who
have taken control of the Chinese
Communist Party.

Actually, this contemptable group of
impotent finks would not normally be
worth wasting this much space on; but
workers and students should beware.
Who knows what kinds of betrayal they
are capable of committing in their
desire to please their buddies Mao and
Chou, and their newest ally, the Nazi
Shah of Iran.

—a friend of PLP



Chilean Defeat Carries Vital Lessons
On Building Workers' Revolution

Chile’s new fascist bosses are treading down a
path well-worn by their predecessors Hitler, Fran-
co, Suharto, and others. They are trying to ex-
terminate all revolutionaries and wipe out
Marxism-Leninism. In addition, they are carrying
out a racist campaign, killing hundreds of ‘‘for-
eigners,”’ calling for Jews to be ‘“hung from
lamp-posts,’’ and blaming communism on a Jewish
foreigners’ ‘‘conspiracy’’ (Newsweek, Oct. 1).

THE FASCISTS ARE BOMBING WORKER-
controlled factories and invading workers’ neigh-
borhoods with tanks. Thousands of workers are
being jailed in stadiums, on ships, and in islands
near the Antarctic. Nonetheless, workers continue
fighting back all over Chile. The struggle will be
protracted, and the working class will take time to
reverse this defeat, butinthe final analysis, Chile’s
working class and its allies will defeat their ene-
mies and achieve socialism.

However, there is no escaping the fact that
previous reliance on sellouts like Allende and the
fake Chilean ‘‘Communist” Party will make the
fight for socialism more costly and difficult. Work-
ers and revolutionaries everywhere must absorb
the lessons of events in Chile.

LESSON #1. The liberals in the dominant wing
of the ruling class are the main fascist threat.
Allende was elected to the presidency in 1970 be-
cause of the upsurge of class struggle in Chile and
because Chilean bosses were split into two groups:
the liberals (represented by the Christian Demo-
crats) and the old commercial and landowning
oligarchy (represented by the National Party). The
liberals were the dominant wing of the Chilean rul-
ing class and had the closest ties to U.S. imperial-
ism. In 1970, U.S. business controlled about $1
billion of a total $1.7 billion foreign investment
in Chile. In 1970, foreign investors controlled 19%
of all Chilean industry and 30.49%, of the dominant
industries. Despite Allende’s ‘‘nationalization’’
program, U.S. imperialism still had $100 million
in investments at the moment of the coup.

UNDER ALLENDE, THE NAZI-ONAL PARTY
was very much frozen out of power, and the liberals
controlled the Congress and the Judiciary. After
Allende’s election, the National party tried all
kinds of coups, along with ITT and the CIA. U.S.
imperialism also attempted an anti-Allende ‘‘in-
visible blockade.’’ However, for the sake of appear-
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ances and ruling-class unity, the liberals went along
with him.

Within Allende’s united front, some forces in the
left and the working class saw the Allende move-
ment as a means of building up a revolutionary
rank-and-file led mass organization. Allende and the
“C»”P attacked these forces as ‘‘ultraleftists,”
calling them provocateurs, and sometimes killing
them, but as previous CHALLENGE issues have
pointed out, the mass movement continued to grow.

AFTER AN ABORTIVE FASCIST COUP ON JUNE
29, the Chilean working class took matters into its
own hands, armed itself by the thousands, and be-
gan to seize many more factories. Workers formed
councils and joined with peasants and housewives
and students in Common Councils. These councils
put forth many demands—including full payment
to housewives. Workers were preparing them-
selves for a final confrontation with thebigbosses,
and workers’ power was becoming a reality all
over Chile.

Nonetheless, ‘‘socialist’’ Allende again decided
to deal with the bosses. He agreed to surrender
many of the factories now being run by workers.
On July 19, thousands of workers showed what
they thought of this surrender by blocking the avenue
leading to the Vicuna Mackanna industrial section.
Jose Arroyo, a worker and member of MIR (Move-
ment of the Revolutionary Left), was murdered by
the police. On July 24, thousands of workers in the
Barranca Communal Council took the streets to de-
mand better food distribytion, the expropriation of
all big wholesalers and retailers, and for a general
strike. They held the streets for 24 hours.

A SIMILAR REBELLION WAS TAKING PLACE
all over Chile. Patricio Romo, a young worker
who was chairman of the Communal Council, told
a CHALLENGE reporter in August: ‘‘Allende
blamed this mobilization on a few ‘hotheads,’ and
when thousands of workers heard about this on
national radio, they were hopping mad.’’ He also
told a MIR reporter: ‘“The reformists repress us
because without any doubt, we and the action by
the Council are an obstacle to their dialogue with
the bosses . .. reformism has never beeninterested
in talking to the people...reformism sees in our
actions, in the soviets we are creating, a serious
danger to their plans for reconciliation.”’




Strangely Friendly with Salvador Allende

Sometimes you have to wait for the funeral to see
who your best friends are. And a motley collection of
mourners showed up for the wake of “socialist”
Allende. Leading the chorus at the wailing wall was
none other than Willi Brandt, Chancelor of the very
capitalist West German Federal Republic. Juan Peron
was another loud protestor; he had not been so broken
up since his good friends Mussolini and Hitler kicked
the bucket. Francois Mitterand, the darling of the
French ruling class and the next Prime Minister of
France, was livid in his denunciations of the military
coup. More circumspect in their protestations were the
Soviet social-imperialists who were sorry about their

\ friend Allende’s demise but anxious not to offend their
“detente” partners in Washington. However, their
Cuban minions didn’t share these anxieties and were
practically hysterical. Officially inspired protest
demonstrations took place in Germany, France and
Italy.

From a film-<ental ad in the N.Y. Review of Books
[ e e

INTERVIEW WITH PRESIDENT
SALVADOR ALLENDE

1971. Color. 31 mins. Directed by Saul Landau and Haskell Wexler. 16 mm
prints only.

The popular election of a Marxist government in Chile in 1970, and its
subsequent struggle for survival, has fascinated the entire world. At its center
is Salvador Allende: an ex-doctor and parliamentarian, quiet, middle-class,
reasonable and disarming. In short, the antithesis of most revolutionary
leaders. Filmmakers Saul Landau and Haskell Wexler interviewed him at his
home in Santiago and revealed both his humanitarian drive to reform Chile
and his persistent sense of humor in the facc of countless obstacles. — Tom
Luddy
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The workers realized who their enemies were—
to a great extent. The bosses recognized this and
beg?n setting the stage for the coup. All kinds of
businessmen and shopowners went on ‘‘strike.’’
Terrorism against workers was rampant. Soldiers
and sailors sympathetic to the left were purgedand
tortured. The army raided worker-controlled fac-
tories daily, killing many. Meanwhile Allende agreed
to every demand the bosses made of him. The
liberals thought they could use him until 1976: they
thought he could block the workers’ leftward move-
ment. Finally, however, they saw that no sellout
force could accomplish this—and they dumped him
in favor of open fascism.

THE GENERALSDIDN’T ACT INDEPENDENTLY:
they carried out their masters’ wishes. U.S. im-
perialism gave the final green light. The U.S.
ambassador rushed back to Santiago after hurried
consultations with Kissinger a few days before the
coup. The ‘“‘Popular Front”’ was smashed, as two
popular fronts of unity with liberal bosses had
been overthrown by the army in the 1930s in Chile.
Past lessons were useful to Chilean bosses: they
remembered from their own experiences as well as
from the experiences of Uruguay in July 1973, of
Bolivia in 1971, and of Indonesia in 1965, that
‘‘communists’’ who united with them are setting
themselves and the working class up for the kill.

Many people argue that Allende couldn’t do any-
thing because if he had acted to mobilize the masses,
the big bosses would have overthrown him before.
But he knew beforehand there was going to be a coup.
He told everyone that a coup was imminent. None-
theless, he led the workers straight into the jaws
of fascism. How could militant action have brought
about a situation worse than the one Chile’s workers
face today? Revisionist-inspired accommodation
with the bosses—any wing of bosses—is deadly to
workers.

OVER 125 YEARS AGO, KARL MARX ADVISED
German workers that boldness and initiative were
key in gaining strength in the class struggle. The
advice still holds true today:

‘“The defensive is the death of every armed ris-
ing; it is lost before it measures itself with its
enemies. Surprise your antagonists while their
forces are scattering, prepare new successes, how-
ever small, but daily; keep up the moral ascendency,
which the first successful rising has given you;
rally those vacillating elements to your side which
always look out for the safer side; force your ene-
mies to retreat before they can collect their
strength against you; in the words of Danton, the
greatest master of revolutionary policy yet known—
BOLDNESS, BOLDNESS, AND MORE BOLDNESS.”’

MARX WAS RIGHT. THE PERIOD OF FASCISM’S
preparation can also be a period of preparation for
revolution. If revolutionaries are alert to the signs
of the impending coup and are ready to break with
the ‘“‘sanctity’’ of the bosses’ constitution, they can
strike the first blow, thwart the fascists’ counter-
revolutionary plans, and establish rule by the
revolutionary working class. In 1917, the Bolshevik

s
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Party in Russia sensed an uprising by monarchist
generals. It did not wait for the generals to strike
the first blow and then rally to the defense of the
social-democratic government. Instead, they moved
first, overthrew the vacillating fake-socialists and
national capitalists, established workers’ power,
and prevented the fascist coup.

But Allende, because of his commitment to the
bosses and the status quo, was not the man for this
task. -

LESSON #2: All imperialist bosses no matter
how they portray themselves, are pure poison to
the working class. Allende’s death has been mourned
by every political hack from fascist Balaguer in
the Dominican Republic to liberal Willi-Brandt in
Germany. In Argentina, Peron used Allende’s death
as a cover to start a massive ‘“‘mop-up”’ of all
leftists. He wants to guarantee that Argentina will
be returned to European imperialism with as little
disturbance as possible. On the other hand, Wash-
ington was happy to see Allende go. Shares of Kenne-
cot and Anaconda Copper skyrocketed immediately
after the coup. Agnew’s men gave the game away
when they confided in Newsweek that they feared
Nixon would use the ‘‘crew that did Allende in’’
against Spiro.

Why are the U.S. imperialists happy about the
coup, while the Common Market and Soviet im-
perialists are unhappy? In the recentperiod, inter-
imperialist rivalry has sharpened. But today em-
pires are challenged and broken up notby invasion,
but by proxy—by nationalist ‘“‘revolution,’’ election
of ‘‘socialists,”’ or coup and counter-coup. In the
past two years, we’ve seen Bangla Desh (a victory
for Soviet imperialism), the ‘‘cultural’’ revolution
in Libya (a victory for Franco-Italian imperialism),

- this year’s coup in Afghanistan (chalk up another

for the Soviets), and the return to power of Peron-
ism in Argentina (score one for German imperial-
ism). All these nations, at one time or another
under U.S. control, now have fallen under Soviet
or Common Market sway to one extent or another.
The Allende government was supported by the wing
of the Chilean bourgeoisie that wanted to exchange
U.S. rule for Common Market and/or Soviet tute-
lage. The military coup in Chile is a blow against
this global trend and has at least temporarily re-
manded Chile to the U.S. imperialist ‘‘back yard.’’
However, U.S. imperialism’s increasingly desper-
ate situation is indicated by the fact that U.S.
moguls are forced to rule through naked fascist
terror while their European and Soviet competitors
are able to use popular nationalists or fake social-
ists as stand-ins.

WHILE INTER-IMPERIALIST RIVALRY CON-

tributed a great deal tothe coup, fear of the Chilean
working class was the major motivation of the
fascist generals, their local bosses, and the mas-
ters in Washington. Thus, the U.S. ruling class
has added another dark chapter to the book of its
genocidal crimes against the people. We shall not
forget when the time comes to even the score.
LESSON #3: The need for a truly revolutionary
communist party and a new international commun-




ist movement. The Chilean left (MIR, MAPU, and
thousands of militant workers) had developed a
clear understanding of the need for socialist rev-
olution. They had discarded the theory of ‘‘peace-
ful transition” to socialism, ‘‘Two-stage’ rev-
olution, alliances with the ‘‘national bourgeoisie,’’
and other revisionist myths. In the program ham-
mered out at its second Congress last December,
MAPU stated: ‘... the only true revolution can be
a socialist one...any reforms will lead only to
state capitalism, even to fascism, as in Indonesia.’’
The Chilean left knew that Allende and the “‘C’’P
with its ‘‘two-stage’’ theory intended only to make
capitalism better.

NONETHELESS, THE CHILEAN LEFT HAD
certain illusions about using the Allende Popular
Front to build a new communist party. MAPU did
participate in the Popular Unity government, Then
MA'PU was split by the *‘C’’P after taking a leftward
course. MIR ‘‘critically supported’ Allende until
August—finally repudiating him for ‘‘capitulating”’
and calling for a ‘“‘solid revolutionary social bloc.
that will assure the victory of the working class
and the people.”’

This was a positive development, but it came too
late. Had it happened earlier, it might have pre-
pared Chile’s workers and their allies to take rev-
olutionary action against the impending coup. Work-
ers must rely only on themselves and their own
class organizations. The Chilean left and the work-

ers of Chile are suffering the tragic consequences’

of their failure to grasp this law of class struggle.

BUT THE WORKING CLASS ALWAYS BOUNCES
back from its defeats. Struggle in Chile and all
over the world will continue. Chile’s workers will
build a revolutionary communist party, as groups
like MIR and MAPU had wanted to do. This develop-
ment will enable the workers to smash the fascists
and their liberal imperialist masters.

The need for a new international communist
movement has never been more apparent. Vir-
tually all of Latin America is under the fascist
boot. In Chile, Uruguay, Bolivia, Brazil, Libya,
Indonesia, and elsewhere, the fascists are carry-
ing out an extermination campaign against revolu-
tionaries.

MORE THAN EVER, WE IN PLP BELIEVE
that our class can win and that international rev-

olution will triumph. But in order to win, we need .

the international leadership. The survival of our
class depends upon this development.

FOOTNOTE: Chile’s goose-stepping generals
have announced that they will treat all workers
who continue to resist ‘‘without pity.”” All right.
We don’t want or need your pity—or anyone else’s.
When the shoe is on the other foot, we will deal
with you and your class likewise—without pity. And
we won’t ‘““even’’ the score. The working class will
come out far, far ahead!

Another pre-coup workers’ march in Chile. Defeat resulting from false unity with Ii beral bosses paved way for
fascist takeover and proves that workers’ strategy must be revolution and socialism— with no compromise.

14



1971 Interview Shows up Revisionist Leadership

Allende Demabiized Workers, Trusted Bourgegisie |

I come back to my earlier question, comrade Allende;
the workers behind you have voted you into office, but if
I ask you how and when you are going to win real power,
what is your answer?

Allende: My answer is that we shall have real power
when copper and steel are under our control, when salt-
petre is genuinely under our control, when we have put
far-reaching Land Reform measures into effect, when we
control imports and exports through the State, when
we have collectivized a major portion of our national
production. I say ‘a major portion’ because in our
programme we announced frankly to the nation that
there would be three sectors in the economy : nationalized
industry, a mixed sector and the private sector. Now
then, if these things — affirming our national sovereignty,
recovering our basic wealth and attacking monopolies —
do not lead to Socialism, I don’t know what does.

The sceptics and the prophets of doom will say that
it is not possible. They will say that a parliament that
has served the ruling classes so well cannot be trans-
formed into the Parliament of the Chilean People.

Further, they have emphatically stated that the
Armed Forces and the Corps of Carabineros, who have
up to the present supported the institutional order
that we wish to overcome, would not consent to guar-
antee the will of the people if these should decide on
the establishment of socialism in our country. They
forget the patriotic conscience of the Armed Forces and
the Carabineros, their tradition of professionalism and
their obedience to civil authority.

Debray: Shall we look back at something else. Given the
circumstances; since the programme of the Popular Unity
was known from before the. elections, and since your
personality, and particularly your recent political career,
were also well known, how do you explain that the
bourgeoisie, well, the Right, the other side shall we say,
split its vote by putting up two candidates?

Allende: Pride. In the case of the Right, insolence.
And, in general, an inadequate understanding of the
interplay of opposition between sectors of society.

Debray: 1f they go outside the law, will you also go
outside the law? If they hit out, will you hit:back?

Allende: 1f they deal us an illegal blow? We'll return it
a hundredfold, you can be sure of that. ‘

Debray: One thing has surprised me: this is the relative
absence of mobilization of the people. Certainly, there
was a great mobilization of the people at the time of the
elections, but it seems to me that it has now fallen off, My
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question is. therefore: how do you propose to transform
this electoral mass into a revolutionary mass? ,

Allende: Look, before answering, I want to tell you

that what you say is true, but only to a certain degree.
Have you read Lenin’s State and Revolution?

Allende: Yes, of course.

Debray: Good, because we’ll probably discuss it a little
later on.

Allende: In many of my speeches in Parliament, I have
quoted passages from this work and earned criticism from
the spokesmen of the reactionary press as a result. One
such newspaper, El Mercurio, reproduced paragraphs
from one of my speeches and from Lenin’s book as an
illustration of my intention, naturally, to ‘suppress the
bourgeois State’. I think that basic works like State and
Revolution contain key ideas, but they can’t be used as a
Catechism. T said it just before our victory, The revolu-
tionary struggle may be found in the guerrilla foco or in
urban insurrection; it may be the people’s war and it may
be an insurgence through the polling booths; it depends
on the content it is given.

L I R N

In other words, can the same Court which yester-
day interpreted the Law in favour of the estate-owners
interpret it today in favour of the peasants without the
Court itself changing? Can the same police forces who
yesterday ejected peoplé from the estates they occupied
now turn to the defence of the oppressed ?

Allende: We have proposed reforms to the Courts of
Law and we shall reform the laws. By implementing Con-
stitutional Reform, we shall bring about changes in the
judiciary and, as I have told you, in the event of a pro-
posal for a reform of the Constitutional Charter being
totally rejected, we shall resort to the plebiscite, and we
shall win,

Debray: Does a socialist militant change when he
becomes Head of State?

Allende: No. I believe that the Head of State who is
a socialist remains a socialist, but his actions must be
consonant with reality,

Debray: It really is something new to find a socialist in
power who still feels and acts as a socialist! There aren’t
all that many examples of this, comrade.

Allende: 1 know, unfortunately this is true. Nor are
there many socialist parties which are Marxist in the true
meaning of the term.

Debray: Returning to the theme of class confrontation,
and if I may give you my personal view, I rather doubt
that the Right would be stupid enough to provoke an
immediate break. Do you not think that there is more to
fear from the silent protest of the bourgeoisie?




Excerpts from a MIR criticism of the revisionist Chilean Communist Party

This critique contains an energetic attack from a MIRist

perspective on the “reformism of the Communist Party of

' Chile. State capitalism can be transformed into so-

cialism only if political forces are committed to a revolu-

tionary political practice aimed at destruction of the

bourgeois state. The CP, Fernindez argues, is not so com-

* Translated and abridged from Punto Final No. 91, Novem- mitted. It has lost its revolutionary vision, has adopted a

ber 11, 1969, conciliatory attitude toward class enemies of the revolu-

tion, and secks alliances with middle- and small-bour-
geois elements

THE COMMUNIST PARTY:
REFORM OR REVOLUTION?*
(excerpts)

BY GLAURIS FERNANDEZ
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Under the hegemonic rule of the United States, the A viable anti-capitalist strategy cannot count on the
world’s capitalist system has seen the growth and concen- petty bourgeoisie as a class ally. A correct Marxist strat-
tration of monopoly capital and the extension of its tenta~  €gy should rather attempt to neutralize it in order to in-
cles into the very heart of dependent countries, thus in- Sure 2 favorable transition to socialism. Indiscriminately
creasing the original dependency at all levels of dependent  to select the petty bourgeoisie as a class ally in the pres-
economies and preventing any possibility of autonomous ent conjuncture, and to limit the revolutionary struggle to
capitalist development. ‘ bourgeois democratic objectives such as a mixed regime
It is utterly senseless to propose an anti-imperialist of state capitalism (the “non-capitalist” way proposed by
struggle that is not at the same time anti-capitalist, when the CP’s program) is to cultivate a dangerous illusion that
Latin America as a whole (and especially Chile, where does not correspond in any way to the reality of our class
this integration process has reached incredible levels dur- structure, It is to transform the proletarian struggle into
ing the past four years) faces such a conjuncture. the utopian vision of the petty bourgeoisie. | A

; i -
Workers' Communal Council in Barracas, Chile
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With such statements, the Chilean
Communist Party foments the illusion that it is possible to
advance gradually without first attacking the capitalist
system, which is the very basis and condition of existence
of imperialism itself. The program overemphasizes the
contradictions that oppose the national bourgeoisie to im-
perialism. Such contradictions do indeed exist, but they
are non-antagonistic: they will disappear when the bour-
geoisie finally confronts the popular movement. By pre-
senting to the masses such historically exhausted and
vacillating forces as allies, the Communist Party does not
develop popular combativeness. Even when it organizes
its festive, carnivalesque marches against capitalism, the
Communist Party does not prepare the people finally to
resolve the question of power, which is fundamental if one
is to build and live socialism. Capitalism is made to ap-
pear as a valid system so long as it is divested of its most
glaring defects. '

State capitalism is today the greatest ally of monopoly
capital. How then could one expect the creation of a vast
sector of state capitalism to lead automatically and me-
chanically to socialism? State capitalism can be progres-
sive and lead to socialism only if it is committed to a rev-
olutionary political program aiming at the destruction of
the bourgeois state itself, in its military and civilian garb,
and the construction of socialist society on radically differ-
ent grounds. Today’s Communist parties have lost the
clear revolutionary vision that sprang forth from the
Third International. Remember that it was then the ques-
tion of the state that divided Communists from social
democrats. The latter forgot the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat, while the former upheld firmly at the very core of
their constitution the strategic primacy of the destruction
of the state,

Is the thesis that a popular government will reach power
electorally a truly Communist one? And is the proposal to
maintain a regular “professional” army, thus reinforcing
the state bureaucratic apparatus and guaranteeing it the
greatest privileges? Is it truly communistic to maintain
party pluralism without first demanding the exclusion of
all bourgeois parties and their allies? Can those who af-
firm that such a government can pass to socialism “within
a continuous and smooth process” call themselves Com-
munists?

Were all the theoretical efforts of Marx, Engels, and
Lenin in vain? Should the historical lessons of social
democracy and labor governments be repressed from our
memories? Should all the failures of populist/nationalist
governments in Central America, the Per6ns, the Var-
gases, the MNRs, the Céirdenases, the Arévalos, the
Goularts, simply be forgotten? . . .
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In the name of “the inter-
ests of Chile,” the Communist Party leaders openly sup-
port a “modern, patriotic, and popular conception of the
defense of our national sovereignty that guarantees fo all
sectors of the Armed Forces the material and technical
means necessary to fulfill their specific mission, which re-
quires guaranteed economic security, professional train-
ing, and rank mobility to all officers and troops by means
of adequate remuneration compatible with their qualifica-
tions and needs during service as well as in retirement. We
support the professional character of the Armed Forces
. . .” (emphasis ours). :

As for the “professional character” or the “specific func-
tion” of the Armed Forces, only petty bourgeois reason
is unable to understand that there can be mo apolitical
“professionalism,” that the bourgeois’s ndtion cannot be
that of the proletariat, and that bourgeois domination
rests securely behind such mystifying veils. . . .

f) Finally we must discuss the Party’s conception of
popular unity, While it is true that unity must be achieved
and that sectarianism opposing allies must be curbed, it
is also true that there can be no true unity without a com-
mon goal. Only a truly revolutionary unity that refuses to
make any concessions on matters of principle, only a unity
that seeks not to reform but rather to deepen the system’s
contradictions, must be sought.

Chilean workers seize factory. Fascism will only fan the
flames of class struggle. Revolution will win!



CHILEAN COUNTRYSIDE: MIR
MANIFESTO EXPOSES CP LINE

POLICY OF THE MOVEMENT FOR A REVO-
LUTIONARY LEFT (MIR) IN THE COUNTRYSIDE,
AN ANSWER TO THE COMMUNIST PARTY OF
CHILE—a declaration by the National Secretariat

of the MIR, Santiago de Chile, 1972.

The following is an abridged version of the
answer by the MIR (published in a pamphlet) to
the Chilean revisionists’ program towards peas-
ants. The answer is a good lesson for all revo-
lutionaries on how the revisionists are no friend
of eit)her workers nor peasants. (Translation by
PLP.

INTRODUCTION

The leadership of the Communist Party (CP)
has decided to make their fundamental task a
systematic attack on the MIR. They refuse tolead
the struggles of the workers and peasant masses,
and they concentrate themselves in a frontal fight
against the MIR and the revolutionary currents,
while they talk with the enemies of the people;
ﬂge bosses’ fascism, the Christian-Democratfas-
cism.

WHY DO THEY ATTACK THE MIR?

The CP has lost the ideological struggle in the
left. Therefore they use ideological tricks, myths
such as the deformation of the class structure in
the countryside. They have invented a country-
side plagued by land oligarchs, landlords, absentee
landowners that live in Europe and who ewnlarge
tracts (over 80 hectares). From this myth, they
have concluded that the other fractions of the
agrarian bourgeoisie have contradictions with
these landlords, and that the task is to unite all
the classes in the countryside to isolate and
defeat this powerful enemy.

This ‘‘brilliant’’ analysis of the classes in the

countryside calls forth a wrong policy that takes
away the autonomy of the peasants’ movement,
subordinates it to bourgeois politics. With the
power that this ‘‘immense force of theory’’ gives
to them, they tie and hold down the struggle of the
agricultural workers to a fight against the big
landlords only. In that way they demobilize the
peasant movement, try toputabrake onthe strug-
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gle of the countryside poor. They leave them with-
out leadership. Worse, they attack those peasants
that fight against sections of the big agrarian
bourgeoisie who are not landlords. They even
make a political crime out of the mobilization of
the peasants against the owners of fundos (land
property) of over 80 HRB (hectares of basic ir-
rigation), fundos that the leaders of the CP don’t
want to expropriate during this first year of
government.

The result has been the isolation of the CP from
the peasants, forcing the peasants to look for
other forms of political representation. The CP
has suffered defeat after defeat in the peasant
movement, in elections, etc.

CLASS STRUCTURE IN THE COUNTRYSIDE

The fundamental contradiction in the Chilean
countryside is between the big agrarian bour-
geoisie—which owns land and capitalist busi-
nesses. Its income derives from renting land and
from the exploitation of hired agricultural labor.

There is another sectionformedby agricultural
businessmen who lease the land to the agrarian
bourgeoisie. Their income actually comes from
capitalist profit, e.g. the unpaid work of agricul-
tural workers.

Finally, we have a section of theagrarianbour-
geoisie in decline, the landlords, who lease out
land to smaller holders and gain incomes from
rents.

THE CAPITALIST COMMERCIAL BOURGEOI-
sie is the biggest and most important section of
the countryside bosses.

These three aforementioned factions of the big
agrarian bourgeoisie can be found in fundos with
more than 80 hectares as well as in the ones be-
tween 40 and 80 hectares.

Merciless exploiters of the agricultural prole-
tariat, usurpers and thieves of the lands of poor
peasants, the owners of the big fundos and the



combined big agrarian bourgeoisie are the main
reason for the backwardness of Chilean agri-
culture. Today they are the main saboteurs of
agricultural production, deadly enemies of the
poor peasants and of all the people.

SMALL AND MIDDLE AGRARIAN BOURGEOISIE

This middle group has some secondary con-
tradictions with the big bourgeoisie. These con-
tradictions are caused by the policies of agricul-
tural prices, the control of markets, the access
to credits, control of the agroindustry, etc. There
is also in the countryside a small and medium
commercial bourgeoisie, a small proprietor bour-
geoisie and middle strata. ‘

POOR PEASANTS AND THE SEMI-
PROLETARIAT

In the Chilean countryside, besides the fundo,
there is another productive form of material goods
with enormous importance: small subsistence
production. This form of production gives birth
to the poor peasants and to the agricultural semi-
proletariat (landless peasants).

THE POOR PEASANTS LACK THE MEANS
of production. Mainly they ‘lack adequate land.
These peasants work with family hand labor.
They do not exploit salaried labor. They produce
Just enough to survive. They have an antagonistic
contradiction with the agrarian bourgeoisie that
holds the land monopoly. Their main driving
force is towards the ownership of the land.

- THE AGRICULTURAL. SEMIPROLETARIAT,
generated by a peasant economy in crisis, have a
double link to production. They sell their labor
in a temporary or occasional form, and are also
small subsistence producers. These. virtually
landless peasants own an infinitely small amouint
of very poor land. Working this piece of land is
not enough for their subsistence, so they have to
hire themselves out. They are a very explosive
section in the countryside. They suffer an accel-
erated and intense process of proletarization.
Therefore their main driving force is not so much
for access to the land but for the right to a
permanent and stable job. :

THE AGRICULTURAL PROLETARIAT

The agricultural proletariat in its different
sections (tgnants, ‘‘free’’ laborers, and outsiders
—afuerinos) constitutes the immense majority of
the active population in the Chilean countryside..
They are workers who live by selling of their
labor mainly to the owners of the big fundos.

Since the main cause of the misery and back-
wardness of the Chilean countryside is the big
bosses’ monopoly over the land and other means
of production, - there is the basis for an objective
alliance, due to their coincidence of interests
between the agricultural workers and the poor
peasants—an alliance to fight against the big
bourgeoisie to smash their monopoly over the
land.

19

CLASS STRUCTURE IN THE COUNTRYSIDE OF
LINARES PROVINCE

Enemies of the people:
the big agrarian bourgeoisie
Owning or leasing fundos,

No. of People

40 to 80 hrb. 815
over 80 hrb. 1,334
total 2,159

Sections to be neutralized:
the small and medium agratian bourgeoisie

Medium bourgeoisie 998
Small agrarian bourgeoisie 4,174
Businesses, middle-class
employees, etc. 1,376
Poor people in the countryside:
worker-peasant alliance
Poor peasants 5,303
Semiproletariat 7,637
Agricultural workers 26,627
total 36,567

THE PEASANTS’ MOVEMENT

Another factor that marxists have to analyze
in order to carry out a correct policy is the
character of the peasant struggles, history of their
organization and uprising, the way they perceive
the confrontation, the psychology and the class
consciousness reached by the agricultural
workers.

The peasantry has been one of the main actors
of the social fight inour country in the past twelve
years. ’

During the rise of this movement during the
beginning and middle 60s, a Christian Democrat
(DC) fraction wanted to use it for its own pur-
pose—as storm troopers in their struggle with
other sections of the ruling class, to modernize
capitalism in the countryside. The DC wanted
to create by means of an agrarian reform a
middle bourgeoisie that would serve as abrake to
the class struggle in the countryside. The DC
wanted to limit the struggle to a fight against the
absentee landlord—main cause, according to their
thinking, of the backwardness in the countryside.
This policy, of course, did not include mass
peasant mobilizations, left out all poor peasants
and the semiproletariat, all the ‘‘afuerinos’’ and
‘“‘free’’ workers. But the increase.in the class
struggle in the countryside left behind the bour-
geois reformism of the DC.

Strikes and land takeovers became more fre-
quent. The peasant movement became more inde-
pendent and the struggles stopped being striggles
between different bourgeois sections and became
more and more struggles by workers and poor
peasants against the big agrarian bourgeoisie.
The peasant movement began to acquire a distinct
consciousness of its objectives, of its class ene-
mies, of its potential allies, and of the kind of
struggles that it would have to use.



THE PEASANT MOVEMENT IN THE POPULAR
UNITY (UP) GOVERNMENT

The coming of the UP gave impetus to the
peasant movement. It grew. The worker-peasant
alliance got stronger all over the country. Strikes
and land takeovers multiplied. Extralegal forms
of the struggle of the peasantry intensified.

ILLEGAL OCCUPATIONS FROM
JAN. 1, 1968 to JUNE 15, 1971

1968 ’69 70 '71
Land takeover by
squatters .......ooeeeennes 8 23 220 175
Workers’ takeover of

industries ........c.cpeaeen 5 24 133 339
Fundo takeovers by

peasants .........oeeeeennes 16 121 368 658
Establishment occupations

by students................ 166 10 102 382

The peasant movement repudiated the DC
agrarian reform as well as the CP agrarian
policy. In the last years, not only land tenants,
but afuerinos, landless peasants, Mapuche indians,
and small subsistence proprietors all over the
country joined the class struggle in the country-
side. This made the new peasant movement com-
pletely different socially from the old movement
in the ’60s, a movement that acquired a growing
autonomy and a clear revolutionary character.

For these peasants, the main enemy became
not the one established by the DC (landlord with
over 80 hrbs.), but the group comprising the big
agrarian bourgeoisie, whose central force was the
big commercial agrarian bosses, owners of the
land and of capitalist firms. The mobilizations
started to surpass the agrarian reform of the DC
favored by Allende’s UP government. It was obvi-
ous that to limit themselves to these laws was
to put a straitjacket on the peasant movement.
Upsurges by the peasant movement left behind the
CP machine, opposed the government program,
and led to growth of a new countryside organiza-
tion—the Revolutionary Peasant Movement (Movi-
miento Campesino Revolucionario, MCR).

A LONG HISTORY OF GOVERNMENT RE-
pression and populist cheating had, through the
years, left the peasants’ movement in disarray,
and had increased the class hatred of the peasants
as their misery grew. As soon as these peasants
found a small crack in the wall of exploitation,
the agitation in the countryside spread like aland
irrigation system.

The peasants’ insurgency spread to Cautin
among the Mapuches, landless peasants plagued
by misery and hunger and threatened by extinction
as a group. The agitation extended to the south,
to the border region, to Los Lagos where poor
peasants rose up. The lumberworkers of Pan-
guipulli rose up in struggle, farmworkers of
Valdivia, Rio Bueno, Lanquihue and Puerto Montt.
All over Chile the class struggle sharpened in
the countryside.
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The CP denied help to the peasants, and now
want to put a brake to their militancy. The
peasants organized themselves democratically,
controlled by the rank and file. They are embryos
of the power of farmworkers movement. Their
power has hit the agrarian bosses badly. The
Peasants Communal Councils are waiting to exer-
cise full power in their localities. And for that
they can rely on their own basic strength, taking
direct initiative if it proves necessary.

THE MIR AGRARIAN POLICY

The objective of MIR policy is not to maintain
an equilibrium between exploited and exploiters; it
is not to protect sections of the big agrarian
bourgeoisie, nor to presume in this stage to ex-
propriate the small and medium bourgeoisie. Nor
do we call upon workers to increase productionto
benefit a few, while the big bourgeoisie still
exploit the many. The main objective of our
politics in the countryside is to increase political
strength, to change the relationof forces, mobiliz-
ing farmworkers and poor peasants to frontally
attack the big agrarian bosses, while we look to
neutralize the small and medium bourgeoisie.
This means strengthening the worker-peasant
alliance, developing the basis for a new power in
the countryside, the power of the workers, the
power of the poor peasants] worker-peasant
power.

Our policy is therefore oriented tohitthe whole
of the big bourgeoisie that own over 40 hrb.,
destroying the basis for their social power, de-
stroying the economic and political power of these
big bosses. We look to neutralize the small and
medium bourgeoisie, maintaining their land
ownership, giving them credit and technical
assistance; but not looking to help them at the
expense of the workers on these small fundos;
rather, looking to improve working and living
conditions of these workers.

THE PROGRAM OF THE POOR IN THE
COUNTRYSIDE

The poor should fight for: (1) fast and massive
expropriation of all fundos of the agrarian bour-
geoisie. (2) Reduction of the limit from 80 to 40
hrb. (3) End to the right to reserve; expropriate
the land, animals and tools. Find favorable con-
ditions in order not to be burdened by paying for
the land. (4) Establishment of the most advanced
forms of property allowed by the level of con-
sciousness reached by the agricultural workers
and poor peasants: forms of state property for
the agricultural workers and forms of cooperative
property for poor peasants, or other advanced
forms, if they decide upon it. (5) More authority
for the Peasants Communal Council so that these
problems be resolved by way of these Councils

" by the workers themselves.

THE PEASANTS COMMUNAL COUNCILS -

must become local organs of worker-peasant

power. They must function democratically by



means of the rank and file through the assembly.
They must integrate all the exploited classes and
strata in the section. The Communal Councils
must have authority concerning the fundos to be
expropriated in the commune, deciding on pay-
ment or no payment for the land, on the forms of
ownership and on organization of production. They
must control the small fundos, the small prop-
erties, demanding respect for and improvement
of the living and working conditions of the farm-
workers. The Councils must have authority inthe
field of health, of education. They must exercise
forms of popular justice. Finally, the Council must
control and instruct the organs of agriculture
that work in the locality in which it operates.

The peasants are not only demanding participa-
tion in power, but are beginning to exercise this
power directly.

FORMS OF STRUGGLE

The Peasant Movement will continue its strug-
gle against the whole of the agrarian bourgeoisie
and will try thereby tolay the basis for an alterna-
tive power, for a People’s (Popular) power in the
countryside. In their struggles, the countryside
workers will utilize the existing legal methods of
struggle, and take their own initiative, use their
own strength and direct actions, when the insti-
tutionalized apparatus is revealed as incapable of
resolving their problems.

It is clear that the Peasant Movement cannot
limit itself to the confrontations and possibilities
of mobilizations that the present agrarian reform
laws offer them. This law, as we said before, has
become a strait-jacket against farmworkers and
poor peasants. They have many times broken out
of this strait-jacket and will keep on doing so with
greater intensity, if a revolutionary agrarian
reform law is not soon set up. This new law must

A MIR-led land takeover in southern Chile. Nazi Pinochet will have his hands full. Workers will crush asd m!
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reflect completely the interests of the poor inthe
countryside, allowing them the widest mobiliza-
tion. The Peasant Movement will continue using
extralegal struggles of taking over land, as the
only way—in light of the refusal of the CP and
the UP government to establish aworker-peasant
agrarian policy.

In this task, peasants not only declare that they
will carry out direct mobilizations to demand the
expropriation of the fundos of the big bourgeoisie,
but also demand that the Peasant Communal Coun-
cils be given real power.

MIR calls upon all the masses of the cities and
the countryside and upon all the revolutionary
currents to unite, to add their strength to support
the struggles of the peasants who are demanding
the expropriation of all fundos of over 80 hrbs,
in order to accumulate the necessary strength to
expropriate the land without having to pay for it.
MIR calls upon unity to advance, to develop an
alternative power in the countryside, built from
the rank and file, through the Peasants Communal
Councils. MIR in this period, so critical for the
class struggle in Chile, a period in which various
currents in the left fight for advancing the process,
while others would cause its stagnation; in this
hour full of indecision, halting and vacillation by
some, call upon the revolutionary currents in the
left to bring to the fore what Lenin said in Sep-
tember 1917: ‘‘Lack of faith in the masses, fear
of their initiative, fear that they would act by
themselves, trembling before their revolutionary
energy, instead of total support without reserva-
tion; those have been the major sins of the
Socialist-Revolutionaries chiefs and of the
Mensheviks. In that fear lies one of the deeper
roots of their indecision, of their vacillation, of
their endless and infinitely sterile attempts to
pour new wine in the old wine bags of the state
bourgeoisie apparatus.”’




NATIONAL SECRETARIAT OF THE MIR
Santiago, February 6, 1972

THE AGRARIAN POLICY OF THE
COMMUNIST PARTY OF CHILE

In a countryside filled with agrarian capitalism,
in which the bourgeoisie has established the most

ruthless superexploitation against the poor, the (0]

has issued a policy that is wrong in defining the
enemy. It has deformed the class structure there
to justify CP policy and establish alliances.

During the DC government, the CP supporters
in Congress voted for the agrarian reform law.
The DC program invented a myth of absentee
landlords and said the evils in the countryside
are due not to the capitalist exploitation that the
rural proletariat was suffering, nor to the land
grabbing by those same big capitalists, but to the
general existence of land oligarchs who did not
work the land.

The DC also proposed to help and respect the
rights of capitalist owners with less than 80 hrbs.
With this they won the support of the CP in the
parliament andpassedtheir agrarian reformlaws,
a most efficient plan to develop and maintain
capitalist production relations in the countryside.
According tothe president of the National Agrarian
Society (SNA), Benjamin Matte, the fundos between
40 and 80 hrbs are the most productive and add
up to 40% of all the agricultural production of the
country. These fundos were the central nerves
of the agrarian bourgeoisie. So the big bourgeoisie
developed government policy for their own pro-
tection, something that the big strategists of the
CP policies don’t want to see or understand.

Even those fundos over 80 hrbs. were being
controlled by the big bourgeoisie after the laws.
They came out with ‘‘rights to reserve’’ ideas,
with ‘“‘we cannot take over tools or animals.”
Finally, the poor peasants got only the worst,
most unproductive land available.

The CP actually refused to lead the proletariat
and poor peasants autonomously from all the
bourgeoisie. It chose to ‘‘isolate’ only the big
landlords; and ended up isolating itself from the
peasants and helping the bourgeoisie to modernize
the means of capitalist production in the field of
agriculture.

In the present UP government the CP has
limited the struggle to one of carrying out the
DC agrarian laws. They have chosen to support
the big agrarian commercial bosses, whom they

hide under the mask of medium landowners and

rich farmers. They have not only supported the
law, but fail even to apply it firmly. The law is
run by a bureaucratic apparatus full of old re-
actionary hacks, completely undemocratic, anti-
people and full of links with the agrarian bosses,
breathing the same bourgeoisie air as those they
are supposed to act against.

The CP also refused to make the Peasants
Communal Councils into real organs of local
power. It refuses to recognize the class struggles
by rural workers and poor peasants against the
big agrarian bourgeoisie and refuses to combine
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‘Down with (rightist) sedition. Long live revolution!’

parliamentary struggle with extralegal methods of
struggle. It refuses to see that the only real way
for the peasants to get land is by extralegal fight-
ing, not by depending on the parliament, which is
still full of the bourgeoisie who are establishing
in it their own parallel government.

The CP is acting against the class interests of
the countryside poor. To try to unite all the
classes and strata of the countryside against the
“‘landlords’’ is like trying to unite water and oil—
impossible.

IDEOLOGY BEHIND THE CP POLICY

Why does the CP refuse to fight against the
whole of the agrarian bourgeoisie? According to
them, we are now living througha national libera-
tion stage in the Chilean revolutionary process.
They see two stages in the Chilean process. The
first one, the one we are living now, has anti-
imperialist, antifeudal and antimonopolist tasks.



Sometimes the CP calls these antifeudal tasks,
antioligarch, or simply, agrarian tasks.

According to their stage-revolution strategy, in
the first stage an alliance has to be made with
bourgeoisie in the city and the countryside; and
only in the second stage must one fight against all
of them. Therefore, the ideologues of the CP in-
sist today that the main contradiction in Chile
is between the nation and imperialism and its
local representatives—the monopolies and the
landlords. The contradiction between the ex-
ploited classes and the big exploiters within the
nation becomes secondary. These ideologues call
on us inthis stage only to fight against imperialism
and the land and financial oligarchy. From this
comes their line of unite the peasants and iso-
late the landlords, which means: leave the strug-
gle against the big agrarian bosses for a second
stage.

This policy means an agreement with the poli-
cies of a populist type that; in periods of stress,
the imperialists raised in Latin America. We
don’t mean to accuse the CP of being an agent of
imperialism, as they have called MIR so many
times. These policies have been the same pushed
by U.S. imperialism after the victory of the Cuba
revolution; their Alliance for Progress. Imperial-
ism and the bourgeoisie have learned to push
diverse agrarian reform processes to smooth
down the social tensions in the countryside and
avoid revolutionary uprisings. The same end is
served by the DC in Chile in theif agrarian re-
form.

Chile: Demonst;ators call for workers’ power.
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RESULTS OF THE CP POLICY IN THE
COUNTRYSIDE

Where the MIR did not establish political di-
rection nor organic connections in time, the CP
refusal to lead the peasants’ struggle delivered
sections of the Peasant Movement to the Christian-
democrat demagoguery. This CP policy gave a
social basis of support to fascism; it allowed the
formation and strengthening of armed groups in
the countryside. The CP policy made the peasant
movement turn away from the government, placed
the peasant masses against the government, and
threw the repressive apparatus against the peas-
ants. If the CP and the UP government wanted
social revolution in the countryside, they would
have located sole leadership in the peasantry,
and the land takeovers would have been secondary
forms of struggle.

The policy of the CP blocked a real increase
of production in the countryside. Shortages were
widened by refusing to take over and put to im-
mediate use all the fundos over 80 hrbs, and re-
fusing to expropriate tools and animals as the
only way that those fundos expropriated could
enter into immediate production. This policy
helped the sabotage acts by the landlords—killing
animals, destruction of tools, etc. Allthese things
made the CP and the government lose all its
strength in important sections of the peasantry.
Now the government will never be able to win them
over, and may well lose electoral and real power
because of this. -




Fight Against Women's Oppression

Parollels Struggle Aguinst Racism

We all know women’s oppression by the
ruling class is bad. The question is: what is
the significance of it? How badly does itneed
to be fought? In the face of racist genocidal
war in Vietnam and genocidal policies of the
U.S. government at home, problems of women
pale in significance. Yet this article will
argue that 1) the fight against women’s
oppression, far from a diversion, must be
an integral part of the fight against racism.
Capitalist ideologies bolster each other. 2)
Exploitation of women is crucially important
to the capitalists and a direct fight against
it as part of the trade union movement is a
winning strategy. 3) Although women will
fight for a revolution and state power could
be seized without an explicit fight against
women’s oppression, socialism could never
be achieved if we don’tfight male supremacist
ideology from the beginning. Anything which
oppresses over half the population must be
crushed. The only chance to end women’s
oppression is to overthrow capitalism, but
revolution doesn’t guarantee an end to
women’s oppression.

Elitism is fundamental to capitalist thought.
It is the main apology of the system. Under feudal-
ism the theory of the ‘divine right of kings’ said
the power of kings was granted by God. Under
capitalism the power of the ruling class is justi-
fied by their supposed meritinorganizing industry
and competing ina free market economy. ‘The best
man wins’ is the fundamental justification for
privilege under capitalism. Racism and male
supremacy are subideologies of this.

Does Male Supremacy have to be fought
alongside racism?

Racism and male supremacy are clearly
parallel ideologies. Both claim that a subgroup
of the population is by birthinferior to the others.
Both racism and male supremacy existin concrete
forms and as myths pushed by every cultural
medium (education, books, TV, etc.). Racism has
two functions, to justify superexploitation and to

24

divide the working class against itself in orderto
weaken it in its struggle against the ruling class.
Male supremacistideology has the same functions.

The base of the superexploitation of women is
a huge wage differential. The median wage for
fulltime female workers is 609, that of fulltime
male workers, just as fulltime black males make
only 709 the median wage of white males. A
higher proportion of women than men work part-
time, so that when the yearly wages of part-time
workers are averaged in, women make only 40%
of what men make in a year. (All figures from
Bureau . of the Census, 1971.) Women have a
higher official unemployment rate than men, and
through lack of day-care centers, many more
women workers than men are forced out of the
labor force. (Bureau of Labor Statistics.) Thus
wages are much lower, unemployment and under-
employment much higher for women than for men.

Further, women suffer double exploitation be-
cause of domestic slavery. Whether they work
outside the home or not, they are expected to do
all the housework, which as Lenin said, ‘‘crushes,
strangles, stultifies and degrades her, chains her
to the kitchen and the nursery, and she wastes her
labor on barbarously unproductive, petty, nerve-
wracking, stultifying and crushing drudgery.”
(Emancipation, p. 64) In summary, the ideology
of sexism justifies superexploitation of women
workers, superunemployment among women, and
non-payment for housework (domestic slavery).

Further, women’s oppression divides the work-
ing class into two. Many a strike has been broken
by dividing male from female workers. The AFL
in its early years didn’torganize women workers.
The family is a bulwark of capitalist relations.
In it the authoritarianism of the man preserves
the system in microcosm. The woman is theman’s
slave rather than his comrade in the fightagainst
a common enemy, the ruling class. His outlook
towards her strengthens his belief in the justice
of capitalism, and her belief in the immutability
of her subjugation.

Just as with racism, the working man doesn’t
actually benefit from women’s oppression. Rather,
it tricks him into accepting a weakening of one
sector of his class (by lower pay, unemployment,
etc.) which in fact weakens his position relative
to the bosses. Further, male supremacistideology
spoils the most intimate relationship in his life
and involves him in inumerable family troubles and
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emotional miseries. Domestic slavery, though
letting him off the hook from a second job, creates
a division between him and his potential ally in
the struggle against his own exploitation. Thus,
just like racism, male supremacy is an elitist
ideology which divides the working class and justi-
fies the superexploitation of women.

The main difference between racism and male
supremacist ideology is the extremity of the ex-
ploitation. Although women make lower wages than
black men, the overall economic position of mar-
ried women is better, because of the income of
their spouses, than that of black people in general.
A woman isn’t threatened by police murder just
because of her sex, whereas a black person will
be murdered by the police simply because he’s
black, as for example Phillip Johns, who was
murdered in his bed in Los Angeles when the cops
came to arrest someone else. The government
doesn’t have a genocidal policy towards women,
as they do towards black people. However, many
aspects of the genocidal policy are directed
against black women, and the whole justification
for it is based in male supremacist arguments.
Further, there are physical forms of exploitation;
only women are subject to such as prostitution
and rape. '

Another difference between racism and male
supremacist ideology is their relative significance
in revolutionary strategy. Racism must be over-
come by the working class or there never will be
a revolution. The potential of race war is a key
weapon for the ruling class. A whole movement of
the masses could be destroyed by a racist scape-
goat campaign such as the one in Nazi Germany.
It is hard to imagine the capitalists succeeding
in an effort to foment a sex war, by contrast.
Racism wins American workers to fight imperial-
ist war and diverted *:e whole antiwar movement
away from an anti-imperialist line in the racist
slogan ‘‘bring the boys home.’’ Today racism is
the key cutting edge of the bosses’ anti-union
activities. Racism can divide the trade union
movement fatally.

Ofticial Racism bolstered by
Male Supremacist Ideology

Racism and sexism not only have similar functions, as
forms of elitism they bolster each other. This is not sur-
prising because all forms of elitism assume one group is
better than another and therefore deserves privileges. If
someone already believes in one elitist division, such as
sexism, he is that much readier to believe in another one,
such as racism. The Nazis pushed sexism to the hilt just
at the time they were building racism against the Jews, all
to garmer support for an authoritarian regime. (Millet)
(Note anticommunism intertwined with antisemitism.)

Official government racism in recent years
draws upon our well-ingrained patriarchal view
that women aren’t rational and responsible enough
to run a family in order to convince us that the
problems of the ghetto derive from the matriarchal
black family structure. An official publication of
the Johnson Administration was the Moynihan Re-
port (1965).
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At the heart of the deterioration of the fabric of Negro
society is the deterioration of the Negro family. It is the
fundamental source of weakness of the Negro community at
the present time. ... Unless this damage is repaired, all the
effort to end discrimination and poverty and injustice will
come to little. )

In his book Blaming The Victim, William Ryan
has analyzed the Moynihan report as follows:

One can readily summarize and simplify the essential
elements of this ideological position. First, the Negro family,
as a major institution within a Negro subculture, is weak
and unstable, tending toward a matriarchal form. Second,
the present status of the Negro family is rooted in the ex-
perience of slavery. Third, the distortions in Negro family
structure have been maintained by Negro unemployment that
has continued at disastrously high levels for many decades.
Fourth, the weakened Negro family produces children,
particularly sons, who are so damaged by their family ex-
berience that they are unable to profit from educational and
employment opportunities. Fifth, therefore efforts toachieve
formal change in such social institutions as ghetto schools
and discriminatory employment practices will have little
effect on present patterns of inequality of status; the ending
of Negro inequality and poverty will not and cannot be
achieved until something is done to strengthen and stabilize
the Negro family.

First, it isn’t even true that the black family is
‘“‘matriarchal.”’ Although there is a higher propor-
tion of black families headed by women than white
families, 75% of black families are headed by men.
Ryan points out that generally in poor families,
necessity dictates that a larger share of economic
responsibility be shouldered by the women, so
even the higher proportion of female -headed fami-
lies correlates withpoverty, not race. (Ryan, p. 67)

The significant thing is that Moynihan nowhere
attempts to prove that women run families lesg
well than men. Thus he need only claim the black
family structure is matriarchal and male suprem-
acy a la Freud fills in the remainder of the argu-
ment leading to the conclusion that the problems
of the ghetto derive from characteristics of black
culture (the black family), rather than from super-
exploitation.

Similarly, we have been told by Freud that the
key thing in a boy’s life is identification of his
sex role, which clearly can’tbe givenbya woman.
Therefore Negro boys are forever marred. The
unresolved Oedipus conflict is seen as a funda-
mental cause of their ‘failure to succeed.’ But
Ryan quotes a large-scale investigation, the Mid-
town Manhattan study, which

found no overriding effect of broken home on mental health;
the effect varied markedly depending on which parent was
lost, the age of the child, and the social class of the family.
Their study indicated that there is very little effect if the
home is broken after the age of six, and that there is a sub-
stantially greater risk of emotional bathology if the mother
is lost. A five-year-old child in a poor family who loses his

‘mother is very clearly running a high risk of psychological

damage; a twelve-year-old in a middle class family who
loses his father is not.

... The view that a female-heqded broken familyis especial -
ly pathological, then, is simply not consonant with the avail-
able evidence. . .




Although Moynihan has been well -refuted by his
academic colleagues, this has not deterred another
government advisor, Edward Banfield, from com-
ing out with an even more racist extension of the
Moynihan theory. Banfield is anti-working-class,
racist and male supremacist all at once. The main
point of his book, the Unheavenly City, is that no
amount of social reform will solve the problems
of the cities because of a ‘pathological lower-
class culture’ which is self-perpetuating. He
denies he’s talking about black and Latin people,
but since he frequently uses phrases like ‘mostly
Negro’ it’s clear who he means.

And guess who inculcates this devastating
lower-class culture? In particular Banfield sup-
ports the view that lower-class women do not
communicate with their children in elaborated
linguistic codes, but rather by restricted codes—
mainly implicit meanings, gestures, intonation
and non-verbal cues. The mothers’ low level of
conceptualization constrains, among other things,
the intensity and extent of his curiosity, his atti-
tude toward ‘‘authority’’ and his ability to identify
with the aims and principles of a society, to
verbalize his feelings and to express them in
socially approved ways, and to take an instru-
mental (which is to say a future-oriented) attitude
toward people and things. (p. 225-6) Banfield
further charges that the lower class mother
doesn’t give the child ‘‘the support and stimula-
tion it needs.” (p. 226) He considers several
alternatives for social policy:

1) removing children from their mothers

2) selling c¢hildren

3) offering scholarships for children to be
placed in year-round boarding schools

4) day nurseries (He immediately rejects this)

NEW YORK CITY-- Women welfare workers and clients demonstrate against racist forced labor.

“Even under the best of circumstances they are
not likely to succeed in bringing children out of
lower-class culture’’ because they are still ““con-
fused and stultified by what they are and are not
exposed to at home.”” (p. 232-3)

Once again Banfield’s book demonstrates that
capitalist ideologies of racism, male supremacy
and class elitism bolster each other. Class
elitism prepares us to believe that working people
are miserable because of their own internal de-
ficiencies (‘‘lower-class culture’’) rather than
class oppression. Since most lower class people
are black, class elitism prepares us for the racist
conclusion that all black people are deficient. In
the same way male supremacist ideology, inpar-
ticular the belief that women are less intelligent
and self-reliant than men, prepares us to believe
that poor black mothers rearing their children
alone mar them permanently by not developing
their minds, their linguistic abilities or their
characters. These totally false accusations lead
to the racist, genocidal proposals above. The
Geneva convention defines removing children from
their parents as genocidal. Banfield rejects these
as unfeasible, and finally proposes the following:

1) Identify the incompetent poor (inveterate “‘problem
families’’) and whenever possible, assist the incompetent
poor with goods and services rather than with cash; depend-
ing upon the degree of their incompetence, encourage (or
require) them to reside in an institution or semi-institution
(for example, a closely supervised public housing project).

2) Give intensive birth-control guidance to the incompetent
poor.

3) Pay ‘‘problem families’’ to send infants and childrento
day nursuries and preschools, the programs of which are
designed to bring children into normal culture. (p. 246)
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He laments his proposals won’t be accepted be-
cause of pressure groups (labor and civil rights).

Perhaps the most extreme example of defending
racist arguments with male supremacist ones is
found in a 1967 article by Urie Bronfenbrenner, a
supposed liberal and founder of the Head Start

Program. He claims that black males suffer from

a ‘‘cognitive inadequacy” due to, among other
things, prenatal damage and paternal absence. On

- the one hand Bronfenbrenner attributes the “‘over-

aggressiveness and exaggerated toughness, ag-
gressiveness and cruelty of delinquent gangs’’ to
‘‘the desperate effort of males in lower-class
culture to rebel against their early overprotec-
tive, feminizing environment.’’ On the other hand,
he says, ‘‘despite their desperate attempts to prove
the contrary, a latent femininity is nevertheless
present in ‘fatherless’ youngsters, and results in
a confused sex identity.’”’ (p. 915) These com-
pletely unsupported, internally inconsistent lies
can only be believed if one first accepts the
Freudian-based sexism they assume.

The recent restatement of super-racist theories
assumes the sexist prejudices of the reader and
uses it to support the IQ test, which then becomes
the basis for claimingblack people are genetically
inferior. In his infamous article ““IQ,”” Richard
Herrnstein cites the Terman study of 1500 ¢ gifted”’
persons (IQ over 150) to support the value of the
IQ test. ‘“‘Right from the start the findings were
informative. For example, highly bright boys
were easier to locate than highly brightgirls. And
the disparity increased slightly with age, sug-
gesting that whatever IQ is, boys maintain it
better than girls.”” He then goes on to say, as-
suming the reader has accepted the value of the
IQ test because of the way it screens out the
women from the ranks of the gifted, that the study
discovered that there were mostly children from
the professional class and a ‘‘shortage of Latins,
non-Jewish, Eastern Europeans and Negroes’’
among the gifted.

The number of racists who use male suprema -
cist ideology to back up their arguments is so
great that I can’t quote them all here, but the list
includes Jensen, Coleman, Kretch, Crutchfield,
ete.

Racist and male supremacist statements pre-
cede policies and laws being enacted and pro-
posed all over the country:

® Slave labor for welfare mothers in New York
and Chicago. ’

® Proposed forced sterilization bills in Indiana
and Illinois.

® Removal of children ‘‘from unfit welfare
mothers’’ and their placement in ““well-run state
institutions’’ proposed by Stanford professor
Freeman.

® Intensive birth control campaign in minority
communities by Zero Population Growth.

® Genocidal neurosurgery to control ‘‘violent
behavior’’ being performed in state prisons in
California. Lobotomies have been performed
mainly on women.

® Blood tests to determine paternity in order to
prosecute fathers of children on welfare for deser-

tion. (During the Congressional welfare reform
flurry last year, Sen. Roth (R.-Del.) proposed the
establishment of a “‘parent locater center’’ inthe
Justice Department, the use of blood tests to de-
termine ‘‘the paternity of children abandoned by
their fathers to the welfare rolls,”’ and that it be
a federal crime for fathers to desert their chil-
dren. In other words, punish the fathers in fami-
lies broken up by the welfare system.) LA Times,
Oct. 3, 1972) N

In order to understand why so many racist\\
genocidal practices are also male supremacist
we must examine the basis of the welfare system
and its pivotal role in preserving chronic un-
employment.

The trade union movement originally fought for
and won welfare in 1935 (Social Security Act),
to relieve the victims of chronic unemployment.
The spirit of that reform legislation was pro-
working class and not male supremacist or racist.
In 1961 AFDC was introduced and it was used to
divide the working class. AFDC pays only women
with dependent children, assuming that a woman
cannot work and have her children cared for in a
day care center. During W.W. II the nation had
thousands of child care centers and women did the
work.In contrast to AFDC,the idea of child care
centers doesn’t lend itself to blaming the victim
as a lazy, shiftless, minority woman who has
babies in order to avoid work. Further a woman
who cares for children all day long is not exactly
doing nothing. In fact she is performing a socially
necessary function and ought to be paid a salary
by the bosses for raising the next generation in-
stead of being spat upon.

The Class Nature of Women’s Oppression

In the previous section we investigated race
and sex prejudice based on theories of in-
feriority of minorities and women spread by
the government, the arts, academia, and the
media. These forms of elitism are not only
related and mutually supportive, but theyalso
justify similar systems of economic exploi-
tation. Women are workers but denied that
status by the myths of ‘domesticity’ and ‘de-
pendence.’ As workers, whether in the home
or in industry, women make lower wages than
men, and black women make the lowest wages
of all. Domestic work is an expected and un-
paid aspect of female labor. All this is justi-
fied by a series of myths (widely believed,
but untrue about female labor). This system
provides the ruling class:

1) A cheap and extremely flexible labor pool

2) Bearing and raising of children who will be
the next generation of workers

3) Lack of organization of women workers

4) A fundamental division (psychological and
organizational) between men and women, in spite
of the great unifying potential of the family rela-
tionship.

Women constituted 377, of the total work force




in 1966 and 407, of those receiving wage income.
Ninety percent of women work at some time in
their lives. The main cause of non-participation
in the work force is child care. Worklife expect-
ancy of women is as follows:*

Unmarried 45 years

Married, no children 35 years
Married, one child 25 years
Married, two children 22 years

Married, three children 20 years
Married, four or more 17 years

*page 7-8, Handbook

In 1966 the wage differential was:
Median Yearly Income

WHILE M. e eeiiiiiiinrereneaseneeasrranraeesses $7,164
Black I@N «nveiieiiireaieriaeansersrernraneenns .$4,528
WHhite WOMEN ... uvveeeinieaniininnnanenaneness $4,152
Black WOIMEN ...voviiirearraaannnnnrreaaaonnsnes $2,949

In general women make 587, of what men make.
A black woman earns 419 of the median white
male income. Further, because'of higher parttime
employment among women, the median income
for all women workers in 1966 was only $2,149
compared to $5,693 for men (Handbook p. 132).

In addition to low wages, women face higher
unemployment and underemployment. In 1968,
379, of all workers were women but 507, of un-
employed workers were women. The female rate
of unemployment was 4.87%, while for men the rate
was 2.9 (Handbook p. 12). Underemployment is
revealed by the fact that only 427, of women have
year-round jobs, while 707, of men stay employed
all year (Handbook p. 55). As one might suspect,
home responsibilities is the reason women give
for not working full time. No doubt day care
centers would allow women to pursue more full-
time work and strengthen their role in the trade
union movement.

As a result of women’s oppression and the
systematic discrimination against them, women
are usually employed in the clerical and service
industries. These jobs are by and large not
covered by union organization and the pay and
working conditions are poor. Only one seventh of
women workers are unionized, while one fourth
of the male work force is organized. (Handbook
p. 82) In the ‘‘blue collar™ industries where there
are large numbers of women such as thegarment
industry (ILGWU, Amalgamated Clothing Work-
ers), the electrical industry (International
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers), retail clerks,
restaurant workers, and communications workers
we find that women are leading andactive partici-
pants in the trade union movement. The male
supremacist ideology of the big shot union lead-
ers accounts for the weak efforts to organize
more women workers.

Not only does a woman work at her low status,
poorly paid, unorganized job for eight hours a day
but is expected to come home and do another six
hours of domestic labor, while her husband
watches. If a man does some house work he is
considered a hero. In the long run this exploitive
situation leads to bitter feelings and divorce. It is
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imperative that domestic labor be viewed as equal
to labor outside the home and not as a ‘‘labor
of love.”’

Interestingly, being a mother is no exemption
from working. In 1940, 9% of mothers worked,
today it’s 38% (Handbook p. 40). Only 2%, of work-
ing mothers are able to place their children in
child care centers. The others are cared for by
relatives, friends and neighbors. Thus, if a woman
can find a relative who can care for the children
for nothing then she can go to work. If she has to
pay a friend or neighbor a small sum, then work-
ing becomes a less attractive plan, butif the need
is great enough, a women might go to work and
realize $40-$50 a week if she’s lucky!

If a woman is unmarried then she has to live
on the pitiful wages of -$3,000-$4,000 a year. If
she is married, then presumably she shares her
husband’s status, but in many ways she is con-
sidered him and part of his property.

Women are sometimes accused of working for
fun or entertainment and told that their incomeis
therefore supplemental, that they receive their
real income from their husbands’ salary. The
fact is that most men don’t make enough money to
support the family and the women have to go to
work just to make ends meet. The propaganda
machine would have us believe that when women
have to work to support their families that they
should have married a better man. (Presumably
by being more sexy and “‘flower-like.’’) The
specter of women working doesn’t occur in
“‘normal families.’”’ The myth of the supplemental
income is used by big bosses to justify low wages
for women workers. Further, this myth helps the
bosses keep certain jobs (usually better paying)
reserved for family men. But then women are
kept ‘‘in their place’’ and the labor movement is
weakened. Wouldn’t all workers benefit if women
workers were all paid the same as men? Do
women’s weaker muscles in any way justify lower
wages? The fact of the matter is, the jobs that
require big muscles are also low paying and low
status. In this category women do much of the
strenuous work, factory assembly lines, retail
stores, farm work. It has been pointed out that
domestic labor is heavy work, and when you add
caring for a young child, the amount of physical
exertion equals any man’s. ‘‘Many women work
harder than either man or woman should work,
harzgg;r even than a mule should work.”” (Inman
p-

The division of job categories enhances the
myth that women have it softer than men. In jani-
torial work (an area where women are concen-
trated) often male janitors do the floors, while
women do the bathrooms, sinks and toilets and

- empty the trash. In actual fact, the two tasks are

equally exhausting, but it is said that womenhave
the ‘‘privilege’’ of not pushing around the big
waxers (of course they do pusharoundbigbarrels
of trash). The bosses walk away with a dollar an
hour more profit for every woman worker with this
neat ‘‘division of labor.”’

The rather unappealing situation of women needs
some ideological underpinnings. It is said that




women are naturally inferior, they are the weaker

sex, not only physically but emotionilly. It’s
“nature’s law.’’ When the logic of ‘natural’ ex-
ploitation fails to justify low wages, 16 hour days,
or second class citizenship, then the social argu-
ment is trotted out. The capitalist social order
demands a boss-employee relationship between
men and women. The media and the arts play a
major role informing anti-woman sterotypes. The
movies in the thirties portrayed women as rea-
sonable intelligent and capable, the present movies
portray women as either dumh, sex pots or mean,
hard boss types (the woman who acts like a man).
Similar to the type of stereotypes they do of
different races.

The differences between the sexes extend no
further than the child-bearing role and the weaker
muscular structure of women. These differences
do not in any way justify the exploitation of women
or the division in the working class that has been
fostered up to now. Looking at history, Engels
pointed out that men and women used to share
social production equally. The woman was sup-
ported during pregnancy and not looked down on
for bringing the next generation into the world.

The role of womenin rural society was crucial and
appreciated, valued and supported by the men. Not
to idealize these times, but to illustrate that this
situation is not a permanent state of mankind.

The face of class unity: men and women rank and filers in UAW strike against racist Chrysler moguls.
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MURDER FOR MONEY

We are all aware of the wars of aggression that U.S.
bosses have waged. The most recent of these has been
the war in Vietnam.

But the war at home—the war between boss and
worker—goes on each minute of the day, every day. In
this war, as in any war, there are casualties.

In this country each year there are millions of in-
dustrial accidents and tens of thousands of deaths
which result from bad working conditions. This is a
result of the profit system-—where profit—money —
means everything to the bosses, while workers are
“expendable.” The bosses would kill their mothers (and
often do to get at their money) if it meant a few dollars
more. )

People wasted by asbestos poisoning are a chilling
example of the lack of concern for the individual in a
system run by and for the bosses. These deaths don’t
grab the headlines—but they wipe out homes'and ruin
families. ‘

Capitalism and capitalists are killers. And we all must
fight them if we are to survive and flourish as people.
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- Rshestos Bosses Planned *o Rake in
Profits From Workers’ Deaths

’

For the past 60 years the asbestos industry,
the U.S. Public Health Service, and the Labor
Department have known that asbestos causes fatal
lung disease. Not only was this information kept
from American workers, but attempts to investi-
gate conditions were blocked by government and
industry.

After 30 years of production of asbestos in
Britain, and the death of unknown numbers of
workers, in the late 1920’s a study was finally
made: In 1928 and 29 363 asbestos textile work-
ers were examined and 25% were found to have
evidence of ‘‘Asbestosis’’—a vicious lung disease
which causes death by slow strangulation.

Asbestos fibers, it was proven, had a unique
ability to destroy the lungs and cripple the work-
ers. But at the same time it was known that these
fibers could be the center of a multi-million
dollar capitalist industry. The choice was: either
take drastic measures to protect the workers and
the general public; or, commit mass murder.
Meanwhile, millions of dollars were pouring into
the capitalists from unrestricted production in a
growing market. ““Cash in and ask questions
later’’ was the ruling-class’ decision.

As the booming world asbestos industry moved
toward the billion dollar mark in the U.S., an-
other startling discovery was made. In 1955, 113
autopsies were taken (in Britain) on asbestos
workers of more than 20 years. They showed 11
times greater chance of getting lung cancer than
the rest of the population. Soon after, data was
collected linking asbestos fibers floating in the
air near the production centers (not in the fac-
tories) with ‘‘asbestosis’’ and cancer in the ex-
posed population. By the 60’s a study was made

showing that workers who worked with asbestos

and smoked had almost 100 times the chance of
getting lung cancer as the general population.
But as the medical reports grew more and more
serious, the profits grew still more lucrative.

From 1965 to 1969 U.S. manufacturers bought
one-third of the world’s asbhestos. While in 1930
500,000 tons were produced world-wide, by 1971
the figure was 7 million tons in one year. By
1971 Johns-Mansville—the largest asbestos con-
glomerate in the world—netted 42.7 million dol-
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lars, and in 1972 they jumped to 55 million dol-
lars. An estimated 5 million workers in the U.S.
alone were (by 1970) involved in the production
or application of asbestos in industry, and
breathing in significant amounts of fiber daily.
Asbestos producers, insulation workers, con-
struction workers, shipyard workers, automotive
workers, electrical ‘workers, steam fitters, tile
setters—people involved with the over 3,000 uses
of asbestos—all were vulnerable. Generations,
millions had already passed through some phase
of the asbestos industry and had lungs invaded by
the deadly fibers, which often take effect 20 to 30
years after contact.

Workers’ Struggles Force Exposure

In the 1970’s the horrible facts behind the
asbestos industry were being exposed, exploding
indignation of the workers. By last March Dr.
Merle F. Stanton, a scientist at the National In-
stitute of Health, ranked asbestos second only to
cigarette smoking as a known cause of cancer and
a threat to the general population. By the begin-
ning of 1970 neither the industry nor the govern-
ment could ignore the issue.

In the winter of 1969-70 workers struck the
largest asbestos manufacturing plant in the world,
the Johns-Mansville Corporation, in Mansville,
N.J. For 158 days workers held out, with one of
the chief issues being enforcement of health
conditions to fight against ‘‘White Lung Disease”’
(Asbestosis). This strike, along with the rank-
and-file miners’ movement against ‘‘Black Lung
Disease,’’ increased pressure from the AFL-CIO
and growing public attention forced some changes
in the methods of production. It also resulted
in some widely publicized government ‘““reforms’’
to “‘protect the workers.’’

The 1970 ‘“Health”’ Act

The history of 60 years of workers breathing
in asbestos and dying show that capitalism and
the capitalist state is a killer. But in 1970
Liberal politicians pointed to the Occupational
Health Act and the setting-up of the National In-




stitute of Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH)
as a new move to protect the health of the “‘for-
gotten’’ workers. After all, ‘“‘what’s pastis past,”’
“‘the government has taken a new turn for the
workers...” But the truth is: once a killer,
always a killer. The government has merely found
a new smokescreen to help the killer bosses.

For the enforcement of health standards estab-
lished by the Occupational Safety and Health Act,
federal officials conceded in testimony before
Congress that they would need one hygenist per
35,000 workers.But so far as can be determinea
the Labor Department has only 60 hygenists 1
to 1.2 million workers) to enforce all industrial
health standards—not just those from asbestosis
—and funding for inspection is at a rock bottom!
In other words, nobody knows how widespread
the health violations are. Nobody is there to en-
force them. This is the ‘‘protection’’ we can ex-
pect from the Department of Labor.

In November 1971 under this new act the In-
dustrial Union Department of the AFL-CIO
requested that Secretary of Labor James Hodgson
issue emergency standards for asbestos dust and
lower the acceptable fiber count (amount of fibers
per centimeter of air). Five million American
workers were being exposed to increased dense
concentrations, and the situation calied for im-
mediate action. Hodgson denied the request and
ruled to maintain the present standard for four
years, after which a safer standard would per-
sumably be established (although not necessarily
enforced).

According to Dr. Irving J. Selikoff, the leading
expert on Asbestos related diseases in the U.S.,
“By a stroke of the pen 50,000 lives were thrown
down the drain (by the Labor Department).”’
According to the findings of Dr. Selikoff, who has
led the research activity in this area: By con-
tinuing the old standard another four years—a
period that will see 200,000 or so new men and
women enter asbestosis-related industry—the
Labor Department has doomed 200,000 te un-
necessary lung cancer deaths, 7,000 to unneces-
sary mesothelioma deaths (a 1009 fatal cancer of
the lung lining), 7,000 to unnecessary asbestosis
deaths, as well as related deaths from cancers
of the digestive tract. This -is not counting the

combined effects of asbestos and cigarette smok-

ing, or asbestos and coaltar pitch suchas roofers
breathe in every day.

The Secretary of Labor’s own advisory com-
mittee, the newly established NIOSH panel, the
foremost medical experts, all advised immediate
change of the safety standards in whathas actually
been developing into an international capitalist-
produced emergency. But in 1971 who was Sec-

retary of Labor Hodgson listening to? In fact,
for four more years he went along with the “‘in-
dependent” Arthur D. Little “Panel of Experts”’
findings. These ‘‘independents’’ were made up of
13 executives for the shipbuilding industry, 12
executives from the asbestos industry, and a
“health group’’ of 11 doctors and technicians all
but two or three of whom had been consultants
to the asbestos industry at one time or another.
The day the decision was made the Johns-Mans-
ville Corporation notified its stockholders, with
reassurance, that the ruling would not hurt their
sales or earnings.

Finally, consider the caseofthe Union Asbestos
Plant, employing 395 workers in Tyler, Texas.
The U.S. Department of Labor and the Public
Health Service were aware at least as early as
1967 that deadly conditions existed in the plant.
Air samples taken in that year showed that the
count of asbestos in some parts of the plant were
60 times higher than today’s inadequate standards.
These findings were withheld from the workers
by the government and kept secret.

In 1968, because the Tyler plant turned out
asbestos insulation under a Navy contract, it was
given an inspection by the Labor Department. The
plant then could have been fined or shut down—
but still the government took no action. Nothing
was done. When the new law and the new bureauc-
racy took over in Washington the Tyler Plant stood
out as one of the most criminal setups in the
industry. Tests were taken of 17 men who had
worked at the plant for 10 years and it was found
that 8 had asbestosis. This was a test case, and
the industry watched as the government showed
in practice that capital ruled. In 1971 the govern-
ment finally ‘made citations against the factory.
Not even mentioning the asbestos hazard, the
government fined the company $210! Public out-
cry followed. Realizing that this move had been
too blatant, they raised the fine. They fined this
subsidiary of the multi-million dollar Pittsburgh
Corning Company $6,999. To escape the work-
ers’ anger the company moved out of town, leaving
the residents of Tyler behind to die of asbestosis
and unemployment.

MASS ASBESTOS DEATH HAS NOT BEEN THE
result of ignorance. It has been a result of a
simple formula routinely accepted by the bour-
geois ruling class and their government: Exploi-
tation, crippling, and the destruction of human
life are necessary for the protection, develop-
ment, and maximizing of profits—for the life
of the ruling class, and its system of capitalism.
As is shown by this case alone, the movement to
fight and defeat the capitalist class andtheir sys-
tem is a life and death struggle forall of us.
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Angolon People’s Long Struggle
Aguinst Imperialist Exploiters

The struggle of the Angolan people against
colonial exploitation and oppression dates back to
the beginning of Portuguese colonial domination.
For five centuries the Angolan people have been
subjected by Portuguese and international im-
perialism to the most ferocious forms of exploi-
tation and political oppression.

During the period of Salazar’s regime in
Portugal, which lasted from 1926 to 1968, the
Portuguese ruling class built up a tremendous re-
pressive apparatus. The political police (PIDE)
has ever since, in both Portugal and the colonies,
engaged in constant actions of terror and fascist
repression of working people and revolutionaries.

Captured Angolan guerrillas have been tor-
tured and executed (as attestednot only by reports
of the liberation movements.themselves but even
by accounts of the so-called ‘‘independent’’ U.N.
observers). Working people arrested under
colonial law have been subjected to indefinite
periods of forced labor in the imperialists’ mines
or plantations with no pay and under the most
miserable living and working conditions.

In recent years in Angola, the pattern of im-.
perialist exploitation of the country has started
to change. The traditional colonialists, the Portu-
guese bourgeoisie, which exploits the workers of
the colonies and Portugal, have been forced to
open the colonies—and in particular Angola—
to international imperialism, namely the U.S.,
German, British, Japanese. Today, at the im-
perialist stage of capitalism, the colonies and neo-
colonies constitute for these imperialists the best
place to invest their capital and to make super-
profits through the superexploitation of the work-
ing class of these countries, extending every-
where the capitalist mode of production, which
rests on the inf