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Nixon Pushes Unemploymnt, Inflation—

THE GASE FOR

STATEMENT
OF THE POLITICAL
COMMITTEE
The Nixon govern-
ment is going full speed
ahead with a massive
attack on the living stan-

dards of every Ameri-

can worker and his
family.

Unemployment and

inflation are being combined

in a way that is threatening to
destroy the livelihood of the
working class.

The labor movement must.

demand a new election and build
a labor party to allow workers to
throw this government out of
office. .

The government is deli-
berately allowing whole sections
of industry to collapse and reor-
ganizing others, throwing thou-
sands onto the streets. Workers
in auto, textile, the airlines, and
soon other industries face a
future of permanent unemploy-
ment.

The announcement by the
wheat industry that bread may
go to one dollar a loaf means that
inflation will at least double in
the coming year.

Price increases have now
reached the highest level since
World War Two, while wages
have been held to the bare mini-
mum.

_The latest figures confirm that
in 1973 the living conditions of
workers was physically reduced
by these policies and statistics
indicate that this trend will
intensify in 1974.

The crisis of the capitalist
system now affects the very life
of every worker. This system
can produce nothing but

(Continued On Page 12)
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them home without pay for refusing to call off their overtime ban. See full report, page 3.
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Pentagon Plots In White House

BY DAVID NORTH

The first details of the se-
cret Pentagon spy ring
operating within the White
House and the National Sec-
urity Council is a sharp
warning to the American
working class of the well-ad-
vanced preparations for a
military dictatorship in this
country.

With the full extent of the spy
ring’s activity barely uncov-

- Building The Bulletin

During the second week of the January drive for 5000 Bulletin
subscriptions, the branches sold 840 subs, bringing the national to-

tal to 1302.

Northside Chicago, a new branch, led the way with 83 subscrip-
tions this week; Pittsburgh did well with 64.

The Brooklyn branches got a great response to the jobs cam-
paign, selling 135 subscriptions Saturday along the route of the
January 26 march against unemployment.

Branches sold 85 Young Socialist subscriptions, bringing the to-
tal to 117 towards the goal of 500.

ered, it is already clear that the
Pentagon has been monitoring
all aspects of government policy
functioning as a law unto itself.

President Nixon’s inability to
dismiss Admiral Thomas
Moorer, chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, upon learning
that he had organized the spying
on Henry Kissinger and the
rifling of White House files, ex-
poses the power of the military
over the civilian branches of
government.

The following facts have been
established:

A ring of military spying was
discovered in 1971 during the
time of Henry Kissinger’s nego-
tiations with China.

oHighly classified informa-
tion was passed from the Na-
tional Security Council to the
Pentagon. Documents were
either stolen or illegally photo-
copied.

oAt least six officials trom the
Pentagon assigned to the White

House were involved in the spy
ring.

eAn unnamed military official
‘“‘blackmailed’”’ Nixon by threat-
ening to make the stolen secret
documents public unless he was
appointed to a more powerful
military post. Sources report
that the demand was not
granted, but Nixon did not re-
move him from the post he then
held.

eThe military spy ring was un-
covered by the White House se-
cret ‘‘plumbers” unit, which in-
formed Nixon that information
on Kissinger’s talks with China
were being relayed to Admiral
Moorer. Nixon declared that he
would fire Moorer, but for unex-
plained reasons did not do so.

“It is not known what changed
President Nixon’s mind,” a
source reported to New York
Times, “but the answer appears
to lie in facts surrounding the in-
vestigation still being kept se-
cret by the White House as a na-

tional security matter.”

Every attempt is being made
not only by Nixon, but the Demo-
crats and Republicans in the
Senate to keep the details of the
military activities from Ameri-
can workers.

The Senate Watergate Com-
mittee received information on

(Continued On Page 12)
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*“What Is To Be
Done Today,” by Tim
Wohiforth. A two-part
series on Lenin’s
struggle to build a
revolutionary party
and the lessons for to-
day.
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A massive conspiracy is being organized by the gov-
ernment, the CIA, FBI, and the police department to
murder and jail hundreds of innocent people, whose
only crime is their opposition to this government.

The police have invented totally ficticious organiza-
tions which are depicted as terrorist murder squads, to
justify the most ruthless repression against youth and
political activists.

This is clearly a coordinated nationwide campaign.
While the right-wing New

York Daily News prints

What | :.

a five part series about
w e Army,” two men are ar-

‘“‘Black Liberation
rested in Oakland, Calif-
ornia, for the murder of

. educator Dr. Marcus
Thlnk Foster, and accused of
being members of the
‘“‘Symbionese Liberation
Army.”’

In New York, Joanne Chesimard and Henry Brown,
alleged leaders of the BLA face trial for murder. The
Daily News series was timed to appear during their
trial.

Every single word of these articles which quotes
“diaries’’ and details the activities of the “BLA,”’ is the
fantastic invention of the police.

Not once has any independent evidence of the exist-
ence of this organization ever been produced. The en-
tire “‘proof’’ comes only from police statements, prior

NIxon’s Conspiracy Against Democratic Rights

Symbionese Liberation Army.

The Daily News simply reprints the police stories as
irrefutable facts. At the end of the series, it comments
that in Oakland the ‘‘August 7 Guerrilla Movement’
has taken responsibility for shooting down a police heli-
copter, but neglects to add that this crash has been
ruled a result of ‘““‘mechanical failure’” by the Safety
Transportation Board.

The police department is seeking to widen the witch-
hunt by linking the BLA with 20 or 25 political acti-
vists”” who are supposedly giving them aid and com-
fort.

In each arrest, the police story is identical. A car is
stopped for a ‘‘routine’’ check, and without reason the
occupants, who turn out to be terrorists, open fire. The
truth is that the police know who is in the car and delib-
erately provoke a gun fight.

One of the young men accused of murdering Foster,
Joseph Remiro, is a known activist in the Vietnam Vet-
erans Against the War.

These frameups are not without precedent in his-
tory’ The leaders of the Eight Hour Day movement in
1886 and other leaders of the workers movement in this
country were falsely accused of murder and railroaded
to their deaths. '

Provocations and judicial frameups become increas-
ingly the methods of the capitalists and their police
force in a period of economic and social crisis.

The government consciously whips up a scare cam-
paign against a phony terrorist threat in order to
strengthen its police state powers and prepare for re-
pression not only against the left, but against the

~

This repression goes in hand in hand with Nixon’s
drive to throw millions out of work and to slash real
wages by allowing unlimited inflation.

The government fears the powerful movement of the
working class against these attacks and is seeking to
destroy the development of a leadership within the
working class.

These frameups are not just isolated attacks on
“militants,’”’ but are a warning that the government is
training its police for a period when democratic rights
are nonexistent.

In Britain, the Tory government has surrounded the
airports with fully armed troops and tanks under the
guise of an imminent terrorist attack on jets.

A series of mysterious bombs that have exploded all
over London are being blamed on the Irish Republican
Army, without any evidence whatsoever.

These are open preparations for a declaration of mar-
tial law, the suspension of democratic liberties, and
mass jailings of socialists and workers.

The real conspiracy is not the Black Liberation
Army, but exists in the inner circles of Nixon’s govern-
ment, between the military and a section of capitalists
who are anxious to establish a dictatorship.

These frameups are a warning to every trade union-
ist of what the government is preparing for the whole
working class.

It is the strength and power of the working class that
drives the government to this frenzied repression.

The labor movement must defend Chesimard,
Brown, Remiro, and all others who face the brunt of
this attack as an inseparable part of the political fight

\to which no one had ever heard of either the BLA or the

working class itself.

to drive Nixon out of office. V4

Arabs On Alert For

US Infervention

BY DAVID NORTH

Tensions are mount-
ing on the Suez Canal
front, where Israeli and
United Nations forces
are attempting to drive
Egyptian troops back
from strategic positions
on the outskirts of Suez
City which they occup-
ied Monday.

Egyptian troops who have
advanced over the past week
to forward positions outside
Qantara on the east bank of

the canal have been under
constant Israeli fire.

Thai Students Demand

It is against this background of
sharpening conflict at the front
that negotiations in Geneva have
broken down. Talks were sus-
pended while Henry Kissinger
makes another tour of the Mid-
dle East.

Ismail Fahny, foreign min-
ister of Egypt, will meet with So-
viet leaders in the Kremlin.

The struggle of the Arab
masses against Zionism has
reached a critical stage. For all
the talk of reaching a ‘‘compro-
mise’’ settlement, the imperial-
ists are seeking to bring enor-
mous pressure to bear on the Ar-
ab states to force an end to the
oil embargo.

Before leaving for the Middle
East, Kissinger called on the im-

Ouster Of CIA Man

Four thousand students and
professors held a mass
demonstration in front of the
United States Embassy in
Bangkok, Thailand to
demand that William R. Kint-
ner, the US ambassador and
former agent of the Central
Intelligence Agency, be
thrown out of Thailand.

Students also protested the
intervention of the Japanese
government in the affairs of
Thailand by blockading the en-
trance to the hotel where Japan-
ese Premier Kakuei Tanaka was
speaking.

BIGGEST
These demonstrations marked
the biggest movement of the
Thai masses since the uprising
of the students last October
forced the military regime out of

the country.

The demonstrations were or-
ganized by the ‘‘People for
Democratic Action’ im-
mediately following the an-
nouncement that the CIA was in-
volved in a plot to negotiate a
ceasefire between the Thai
government and the Peoples
Liberation Army fighting in
northwest Thailand.

Premier Sanya received a
letter proposing a ceasefire al-
legedly signed by a leader of the
liberation movement. When the
origin of the letter was checked,
it was discovered that it had
been sent from a CIA office.

Ambassador Kintner was a
CIA agent himself from 1950 to
1952. The only statement he
made was that the agent who
mailed the letter was sent out of
Thailand and ‘“‘appropriate dis-
ciplinary action had been
taken.”
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perialists of Canada, Western
Europe, and Japan to attend a
February 11 conference in Wash-
ington to establish ‘““‘an action
program’’ on the energy crisis.

WARNING

Exactly what type of program
he envisions was not explained
by Kissinger. However, the be-
lief in Arab countries that mili-
tary action is at least being con-
templated by the imperialists
was expressed by the Kuwait
government’s warning that it
will blow up its oil fields in the
event of an invasien.

‘“Kuwait’s oil fields have been
surrounded by an explosive belt,
explodable the moment actual
American military intervention
is sensed,”” Kuwait Foreign Min-
ister Sabah Jaber Sabah said.

The Beirut newsletter Arab
World said that the US should not
disregard a Saudi plan to blow up
its oil field in the case of mili-
tary intervention.

At any event, Kissinger is en-
tering into talks with Egypt
without having anything new to
offer in way of a compromise.

He claimed to have several
“Israeli ideas” to reach a set-
tlement, but the Zionists have
denied making any suggestions
of concessions.

The only plan which has been
put forward has already been de-
cisively rejected by the Egyp-
tians. This plan calls for a with-
drawal of Israeli forces to the Si-
nai mountain passes 20 miles
east of the canal, in return for a
thinning of Egyptian troops on
the east bank.

INSISTS

"This would in fact amount to
an Egyptian surrender of its
gains in the October war. Presi-
dent Sadat insists that he will ac-
cept nothing less than an Israeli
withdrawal from the Sinai.

The role of the Soviet Stalin-
ists is one of an open betrayal of
the Arabs. Brezhnev is working
hand and hand with Kissinger to
impose a settlement.

The Kremlin bureaucracy is
promoting the Geneva talks
which serve only as a cover for
the war plans of the Zionists and
their imperialist supporters.

Dayan and Kissinger meet in Washington.

Europe Starts
Oil Rationing

BY A
CORRESPONDENT
Severe fuel rationing
measures have gone into
effect in Europe and workers
in all countries are facing a
steep rise in unemployment.
In Sweden, heating oil deli-
veries to homes was reduced 25
percent, and a 20 percent re-
duction in electricity will be in-
stituted in February.
Sixty percent of Sweden’s
petroleum supplies come from
the Arab countries.

Ration cards for gas limit

Swedish drivers to 26.4 gallons in
seven weeks, or just one half
gallon a day.

The Swedish government says
that rationing must continue
until at least February 28 to
avoid a big jump in unemploy-
ment.

German Cancellor Willy
Brandt is preparing to return to
a ban on Sunday driving. Unem-

ployment in Germany went from
332,000 on November 30 to over
450,000.

In Holland, gas is being
rationed at 3.5 gallons a week.

German auto workers are
facing a staggering rise in unem-
ployment. The demand for new
cars was half its former level by
the end of 1973.

In France, plants are reducing
the work week. The Peugeot
plant is reducing the hours of
2100 workers from 44 to 40 hours
a week. The Moulineux plant in
Normandy is doing the same.

The Sterckeman caravan fac-
tory is placing 572 workers on a
four day week after January 7.

At the same time, the price of
gas and industrial fuel will go up
20 percent.

While the oil boycott has had a
deeper impact in Europe, the
European governments, like
Nixon, are using the fuel crisis to
push unemployment into the
millions.



Rehearsal For

Civil War In
Great Britain

BY MELODY FARROW

British railroad en-
gineers went on strike
January 10, after British
Railways threatened to
send rail workers home
without pay for refusing
to call off their over-
time ban.

Rail workers, together with
British miners, have banned
Sunday overtime and are
working to rule in defense of
their pay demands.

However, the union, the As-
sociated Society of Locomotive
Engineers and Firemen
(ASLEF) sent the men back the
next day, and has postponed any
further strike action until Jan-
uary 15.

This was the first full-scale
walkout by a major union since
Prime Minister Edward Heath
declared a ‘‘state of emer-
gency”’ and slashed the work
week to three days.

Ray Buckton, head of the
ASLEF, called the railroad’s
threat a ‘‘provocative action”
and a ‘‘declaration of war,” but
in the same breath stated:

“I am surprised and sorry that
Mr. Marsh (British Rail chair-
man) has seen fit to really take
on the trade union in this way,
instead of endeavoring to find a
solution.”

FORCE
The British trade union

leaders will not confront the fact

that the Tories will no longer
negotiate, but are out to smash
the working class and its unions
by force.

As a further provocation, the

Confederation of British Indus-
try is preparing to scrap all
wage agreements and slash the
pay of all workers forced on a
three day week.

There are now 650,000 unem-
ployed and already there is
speculation that it will reach six
million.

The government is goading the
unions into strike action in order
to blame the crisis and the
unemployment on the miners,
railwaymen, and other unions.

Massive unemployment is
being combined with a bomb
scare and the placing of tanks
around the airport to counter an
alleged ‘‘terrorist’” threat in

order to create a “‘crisis’’ atmos-
phere and win support among the
middle classes for repression

British soldier “guards"’ cargo.

These tanks are a dress re-
hearsal for moves against the
working class in a general strike
situation.

Under these conditions, Heath
plans to call a new election after
which he would move towards
an open dictatorship.

The important thing for
British workers in preparing for
the general strike, is to estab-
lish positions of strength by
occupying the plants, and to
unite all sections of workers to
force Heath out of power.

Shah Sentences
Leftists To Death

Seven Iranian leftists were
sentenced to death Wed-
nesday and five others were
sentenced to prison terms by
a military tribunal on
charges of terrorism.

In imposing the death
sentence, the military pro-
secutor claimed that the seven
had plotted to kidnap the Shah’s
wife, Farah, or his eldest son
and heir in order to obtain the
release of political prisoners.

The prosecutor stated that the
kidnapping was to have oc-

curred last November when
Farah presided at an award-
giving ceremony at a film fes-
tival.

The indictment also charged
that the accused planned to as-
sassinate the Shah.

Among those who stood trial
are several journalists, photo-
graphers, and movie directors.

Those sentenced to death
defied the military court, which
they said had no legal juris-
diction over alleged crimes of a
political character involving
civilians.

Troops at London’s Healhrdw Alrport.>Workers Pkess photo.
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Bakers Warn: $1
For Loaf Of Bread

BY A REPORTER

The American Bakers As-
sociation has announced that
before the end of spring, the
cost for a loaf of bread could
be one dollar.

William Mead, the head of the
association stated: ‘“Foreign
buyers are hoarding American
wheat and this will mean higher
bread prices if, indeed, there is
any wheat available to make
bread.”

Trade reports show that only
one baking company in the coun-
try, the Campbell Taggert Com-
pany, has been able to ensure de-
livery of enough flour to con-
tinue bread production through
July 1.

Agricultural goods, particul-
arly wheat, are the backbone of
the US export drive against Eur-
ope and Japan. The US depends
on huge exports of American
agricultural commodities to pro-
duce the balance of payments
surplus. In 1973, US agricultural
exports rose 80 percent over
1972.

Three-fourths of the wheat
grown in this country is ex-
ported. Despite dwindling sup-
plies of wheat reserves, the Nix-
on administration is determined
to press ahead with its export
drive.

SHORTAGES

The American worker pays
directly for these trade war poli-
cies through shortages and sky-
rocketing prices here.

Prices continue to skyrocket in
the cost of electricity as well.
Consolidated Edison, the conr-
pany that services all of New

York and Westchester, will in-
crease the rates $2.73 per month.

This increase is 100 percent
higher than the last fuel adjust-

ment increase. The Public Ser-
vice Commission has given per-
mission to Con Ed to raise their
prices without restrictions.

Yen Devaluation Sends
Stock Market Plummeting

BY JEFF SEBASTIAN

The stock market
continued to plummet
following the devalua-
tion of the Japanese yen.

Last Thursday, stocks fell
another 11 points, with even
oil stocks taking a beating.

It has become quite clear since
the yen devaluation that Nixon is
determined to create inflation
and mass unemployment in
Europe and Japan.

RISE

The general rise in the price of
the dollar against the=cur-
rencies of Japan and the Com-
mon Market countries means
even higher fuel prices for US
competitors as oil prices are
quoted in dollars.

In the last few days, the
central banks of all the major
countries have been seeking to
hold down the price of the dollar
to prevent a new speculative
rush.

The new situation is creating
chaos in Europe, where most
currencies float together against
the dollar. A recent meeting of

Common Market ministers in
Europe scrapped plans to create
a pool of reserves for six
months.

FLOAT

This means that funds are not
available for any joint inter-
vention to hold the float toge-
ther.

This increases the pressure
tearing apart the Common
Market which depends for its
existence on a stable rela-
tionship between currencies.

The United States has now an-
nounced its intentions to scrap
current negotiations for mone-
tary reform which were aimed
at setting up fixed relations be-
tween currencies. The US will
now insist on a continuation of
worldwide floating currencies
completely severed from any
relation to gold.

DEFICITS
The rising oil prices and the
huge balance of payments de-
ficits faced by Europe and Japan
guarantee that this will mean a
whole new round of currency

crisis, competitive devalua-
tions, and intensification of
trade war.

 OF LE
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Steel Negotiations Get Underwa

PITTSBURGH, Pa.—
The 600 member Basic
Steel Industry Confer-
ence held its prenego-
tiation session in Wash-
ington, DC to formulate
the union’s demands for
negotiations with the 10
largest steel companies
which began on January
30.

The conference was at-
tended by the presidents of
all steel locals representing
workers in the basic steel
industry.

The aluminum workers
contract expires May 31, but
union officials of the Aluminum
Workers International Union are
attempting to reach an agree-
ment by January 30.

Fifty percent of the country’s
aluminum workers are in the
AWIU, mainly in the middle and
deep South, whereas the USWA
represents 43,000 aluminum
workers in other areas. There is
no joint bargaining between the
two unions.

The USWA also faces nego
tiations on the copper contract
which expires June 1 and nego-
tiations for the can workers is

already underway.

Abel told reporters that he
considers the Nixon gov-
ernment’s 5.5 percent wage
guidelines “‘outmoded.”

According to Abel, steel
workers expect wage increases
well above the three percent
guaranteed in the strike-banning
experimental negotiating agree-
ment (ENA).

All of these demands are
toothless under the provisions of
the ENA, however, because all
issues upon which the union and
company cannot reach agree-
ment will be subject to binding
arbitration.

Despite tremendous opposi-
tion to the no-strike pledge
among the ranks of the steel
workers, no formal opposition
was raised at the conference.

The conference also released a
resolution on the energy crisis
which blamed the crisis on
‘“White House mismanagement
and perhaps collusion among
fuel corporations.”

It urges an investigation of
‘‘alleged gasoline shortages’’
and calls for an excess profits
tax on oil products, ‘“‘to build
defenses against profiteering by
the major oil companies.”

The resolution continues, how-
ever: ‘‘We realize that if indeed
a shortage does occur, a rational

and responsible system of prior-
ities and rationing should be in-
stituted.

“Our plants must continue to
be able to produce and fuels
must be allocated to them on a

WASHINGTON, D.C.-
Steel workers from Bal-
timore Local 2610
picketed a prenegotia-
tion session of the Inter-
national Board of the
United Steel Workers of
America last week to
protest the wages and
working conditions of
coke oven workers.

Widespread rebellion is
spreading among steel
workers against USWA
President IW Abel’s no-strike
pledge and precontract
agreement.

Union officials from the
Sparrows Point local stated that
the purpose of the demon-
stration was to ‘“‘voice our dis-
satisfaction and discontent as

United Steel Workers and to
{dramatize before the Inter-

Steel Workers Picket Abel

national Executive Board the
poor working conditions, ina-
dequate wages, the urgent need
for updating and reclassifying
job categories, and the revision
of job descriptions which daily
subjugates the coke oven
workers, really the hardest
worked and lowest paid of all
steel workers, throughout this
International union.”

Walter Scott, recording secre-
tary of USWA Local 2610, as-
sailed the Abel precontract
agreement.

““Abel agreed nine months ago
to just a $150 bonus in Sep-
tember and has nothing to say
about conditions or the cost of
living facing steel workers.

““This is a big sellout. We are
going to fight Abel’s no-strike
pledge.”

Steel companies like all other
basic industries are planning
massive layoffs due to energy
shortages. Early this week,
Steward Cort, chairman of

Bethlehem Steel Corporation,
announced:

““The most obvious threat to a
continued high level of opera-
tions is the energy crisis.
Without adequate supplies of
fuel oil, we would have to shut
down.”

Cort, also chairman of the
American Iron and Steel Insti--
tute, complained that the profits
were ‘‘disappointingly low...too
low to attract the funds we need
for expansion.”

A steel worker from the
Rolling Mill at Sparrows Point
told the Bulletin:

‘‘Many departments are
cutting the number of men and
telling those of us left to do twice
as much work.”

Steel workers are also closely
watching the layoffs at the auto-
mobile companies across the
country. They will mean a cut in
orders for steel and layoffs

throughout the steel industry.

FBI Admits Bugging SWP

BY MITCH PATTERSON

In response to a suit filed
against the federal govern-
ment by the Socialist
Workers Party, the govern-
ment openly admitted that
members of the SWP were
under electronic surveil-
lance from 1945 to 1963.

Moreover, the public state-
ment issued by the government
said that the Federal Bureau of
Investigation had a program of
infiltration and disruption of the
SWP from 1961 to 1969.

A document made public
yesterday by United States
Attorney Paul J. Curran
revealed that the home of James
P. Cannon, the national secre-
tary of the Socialist Workers
Party, was wiretapped in 1972.

The bug was placed after the

local police submitted a report :

to the FBI on Cannon's activi-
ties.

This follows the disclosure last
December 6 of an order that J.
Edgar Hoover issued to all FBI
offices in May 1968 ‘‘to begin an
attack against groups and indivi-

duals who spout revolution and
unlawfully challenge society to
obtain their demands.’’ The SWP
was singled out for the FBI's
‘““disruption’’ program.

The FBI plan was to send
provocateurs and agents inside
the organization to ‘‘expose,
disrupt, and neutralize the New
Left’’ and ‘‘capitalize on
organizational and personal con-
flicts of leadership.”

The suit is by 15 members of
the SWP and Young Socialist
Alliance. The party is seeking
$27 million in damages and a per-
manent injunction against wire-
tapping and mail covers.

The SWP claims that the
government led a systematic
campaign of excessive interro-
gation, employment discrimina-
tion, and other illegal acts which
“impaired the ability to parti-
cipate in federal, state, and local
elections.”

The government’'s open
admission to having committed
these attacks on the SWP is a
clear statement that Nixon
intends to use every method at

his disposal to try and destroy
any movement against the
government.

We unconditionally defend the

Socialist Workers Party and all
working class organizations
against the attacks of the
government, but the compla-
cency with which the SWP views
its defense is dangerous.
"~ The SWP sees this suit as a
way to expose the corrupt and
illegal methods of the govern-
ment, but sees no need to turn to
the working class and actually
build a movement to force Nixon
out. The suit only serves to build
up illusions that pressure
through the system will force the
government to change.

They see no danger in the fact
that General Haig and a whole
section of the military have
entered the White House, and
are more and more influential in
government decision making.

The recent developments
around Watergate and 'ne role of
the military must :crve as a
warning that there are dicta-
torial moves taking place within
the government.

The Sparrows Point mill in Baltimore, where members of USWA are expressing big opposition to Abel.

higher priority basis.”

Abel said that a rationing
system was needed that would
take workers who drive to and
from their jobs into considera-
tion and termed Nixon’s plans to
give each driver 35 gallons of gas
a month, ‘“wasteful.”

These remarks make it clear
that Abel will lead no fight
against the corporations who are
using the crisis o drive down the
working class, but instead will
cooperate with them and ask for
a few crumbs for the workers.

OPPOSITION

A section of the USWA lead-
ership is now seeking to turn the
opposition to the no-strike pledge
into a court case. There are over
35 defendants from United Steel
Workers locals across the
country listed in the case in-
cluding Edward Mann and John
S. Barbera, president and vice-
president of Local 1462 of the
United Steel Workers in Youngs-
town, Ohio.

The Bulletin spoke with Bill
Lynch, a member of Local 1462
and the leader of the Rank and
File Action Team which unsuc-
cessfully challenged Abel in last
year’s election.

DISCONTENTED
“A lot of members are dis-
contented,” Lynch said. ‘‘The
strike is our only weapon. We
must have something to defend

City To Slash

NEW YORK—Thousands
of disabled, elderly, and blind
welfare recipients have been
forced to mass outside of
social security offices all
over New York City seeking
unreceived welfare checks.

Thousands of cases have
been converted from city wel-
fare rolls onto a new federal
expanded social security
program known as the Supple-
mentary Security Income
Program.

As many as 1000 recipients

‘were lined up on Monday and

Tuesday morning in front of the
social security office at 230 West
125 Street in freezing weather
with rain and snowstorms. On
Wednesday the city brought in
buses in which the elderly were
forced to wait outside of social
security offices for several hours
in order to receive service.
Recipients who did not receive
checks are now being told that
they will have to wait six to eight

ourselves with.”

When asked about his plans to
take the fight against the ENA
beyond the court case, Lynch
said: ‘‘Don’t put the horse before
the cart, before we have the
cart.”

Lynch said: “Nixon should
step down and let someone else
take over,” and that ‘‘labor
should take action” to stop
Nixon and to fight against the
unemployment facing the entire
working class.

He stated: ‘“The unions have
an obligation for the laboring’
people to give a political lead.”
However, he disagreed that a
labor party is necessary to fulfill
this obligation, saying: “‘We
must work with what we have.”

A rank and file steel worker
said: “If we give up the right to
strike, we have to take what they
offer.” '

PRODUCTIVITY

Earl King, from the Jones and
Laughlin plant in Pittsburgh,
said: “I am against the produc-
tivity clause. They cut the man-
power in some departments and
increased the bonuses. That way
less men do more work.

“In one department, they had
25 men and cut 9. There is much
more work for the men who are
left.”

“l am against the no-strike
pledge. It cuts our power.

“We cannot let them take our
only weapon away.”

Welfare

days for a full Treasury Depart-
ment investigation before unre-
ceived checks can be replaced.

In the meantime, they are
literally being told to starve. The
whole conversion plan under
which all joint federal, local, and
state welfare programs for the
aged, disabled, and elderly have
been wiped out and all such
cases blanketed in under the
federal program is part of the
program nationally to dis-
mantle welfare.

Under the program, all new
recipients in the aged, disabled,
and blind category will in many
cases suffer large slashes in
their grants.

At the same time, thousands of
welfare jobs have been virtually
wiped out overnight in the New
York City Department of Social
Services as a result of the
conversion, with workers who
had handled these cases being
mass transferred all over the
city.



BY JEFF SEBASTIAN

The impact of the
worldwide crisis in oil is
only beginning to be felt.

The decision of the oil pro-
ducing Persian Gulf nations
of Iraq, Iran, Kuwait, Saudi

Arabia, Oatar, and Abu &

Dhabi to more than double
the posted price of a barrel of
crude oil to $11.65 will now
feed an already runaway in-
ternational inflation by stag-
gering amounts.

The United States, which im-
ports only six percent of its oil
from the Middle East, still im-
ports millions of barrels a day
from Canada, Indonesia, Vene-
zuela, and Nigeria which are fol-
lowing the price lead of the Per-
sian Gulf states.

Gasoline prices here are al-
ready averaging over 50 cents a
gallon with much worse to come
and even administration econ-
omists anticipate a rise in the
cost of living far above the 9.7
percent annual rate of the last
six months.

While the United States is hit
sharply, the impact on the ad-
vanced countries of Europe and
Japan is nothing short of devast-
ating.

The prices of literally thou-
sands of products directly de-
pendent on petroleum for their
production, including such basic
products as synthetic rubber,
drugs, plastics, and fertilizers
are surging upwards because of
the oil increases with huge short-
ages developing as well.

What must be made clear is
that the oil shortage is defin-
itely not a matter of an actual
shortage of oil reserves. In fact,
the opposite is the case. The dis-
covery of new deposits of oil
throughout the world has ac-
tually been proceeding at a far
faster pace than any rise in oil
consumption.

Oil figures are notoriously
hard to come by. The great oil
monopolies not only hide these
figures from the general public
and greatly underestimate the
amount of reserves they do ad-
mit to, but actually keep these
figures secret from govern-
ments which depend on them for
all statistics.

Recent information disclosed
by The New York Times indi-
cates that the government is
totally dependent on the oil com-
panies and the industry
dominated American Petro-
leum Institute for all figures on
delivery and supply which the
industry considers ‘‘confidential
and competitive.”

Even William Simon, Nixon’s
energy Czar, has no way of
knowing what the industry is
doing, as he is completely depen-
dent on its data for all his
information.

For all practical purposes, this
allows the large oil monopolies
complete freedom to hold back
oil or squeeze its independent
competitors out of business.

Worldwide oil production is
dominated by seven corpora-
tions: British Petroleum, Royal
Dutch Shell, Texaco, Mobil, Ex-
xon, Standard Oil of California,
and Gulf.

These seven control Iranian oil
through a partnership known as
the Consortium and Arabian oil
through Aramco. They operate
in every phase of the oil busi-
ness from exploration and pro-
duction to transportation, refin-
ing, distribution and marketing.
There are a number of other
giants such as Continental and
Atlantic Richfield, but none with
the stranglehold exercised by the

seven.

In addition, these corpora-
tions have huge investments in
other sources of energy from
natural gas to coal. US News and
World Report reveals that the
large banks, insurance com-
panies, and financial firms ac-
count for approximately 30 per-
cent of the stock in the great oil
corporations.

In 1971, British Petroleum es-
timated proven world oil re-
serves at 641 billion barrels,
enough for at least 36 years, but
these figures are outrageously
conservative.

There are literally dozens of
oil fields in Iran, each as large as
the largest United States field
which have never been touched.

The Ghawar field in Saudi
Arabia which is 155 miles long
and 22 miles wide is estimated to
contain more oil than has ever
been consumed in the United
States.

Since British Petroleum made
its estimates, vast new discov-
eries have been made in Alaska,
the North Sea, Indonesia, Ecua-
dor, Australia, Nigeria, Brunei,
and Gabon.

Oil bearing shale in the Green
River formation running through
Colorado, Utah, and Wyoming is
estimated to contain enough oil
to last the US at current con-
sumption rates for another 100
years. There are billions of ad-
ditional barrels estimated to ex-
ist offshore along the continent-
al shelf.

What is absolutely clear is that
if oil production were a matter
of planned production according
to man’s actual needs, instead of
an anarchic race for profits by
large monopolies, the present oil

reserves could provide all man-

kind’s energy requirements un-
til alternatives to fossil fuels
such as solar energy and nu-
clear energy can be developed.

But oil production like that of
all commodities under capital-
ism is a matter of production for
profit. The huge oil companies
have deliberately avoided the de-
velopment of oil resources in the
United States in favor of the
massive profits which could be
reaped from what was until very
recently extremely cheap
sources of petroleum in the Mid-
dle East and the underdevel-
oped countries.

From 1968 to 1972 the rate of
profit in the oil industry was
actually declining. Oil produc-
tion requires vast amounts of
capital investment.

EXXON
Exxon alone estimates that it

will spend $6.1 billion in 1974 on -

exploration and new equipment.
Although profits were rising
during this four year period, they
were declining as a percentage
of total capital invested, from 13
percent to 9 percent.

Profit rates on foreign invest-
ment were considerably higher
than domestic. Today dividends
paid on international oil firms
are five to six percent and on
domestic two to three percent.

The oil companies were well a-
ware of the coming crisis in oil
production. In early 1971, Oil and
Gas Journal, the major industry
trade publication reported that a
big shortage of refining capa-
city was developing and the In-
terior Department’s Office of Qil
and Gas published studies to
document the growing gap.

Oil refineries cost approxi-
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mately $250 mllhon to construct
and take at least three years to
put into operation. In the five
years from 1967 to December 31,
1972, 1.9 million barrels a day
were added to domestic refining
capacity. In the same period,
domestic demand increased by 3
million barrels a day.

ESTIMATE

The American Petroleum In-
stitute estimated that 60 new re-
fineries with a capacity of nine
million barrels a day would be
required by 1984 to meet
demand.

Today, not one single refinery
is presently under construction
in the United States.

Throughout this period, the oil
majors simply jacked up the
price of crude oil in order to ob-
tain large tax write-offs from the
oil depletion allowances. They
cut profit margins on their re-
fineries and marketing opera-
tions.

This was a matter of book-
keeping since they were selling
the crude to their own refineries
and from there to their own
marketers. This strategy was
used to push the independent oil
companies which depended on
them for crude oil to the wall.

During this entire period the
international monetary crisis
came to a head with the de-
valuation of the pound and the
dollar in 1971. This was the be-
ginning of the collapse of the en-
tire postwar boom.

The removal of the gold cover
for the dollar on August 15, 1971
sent the world monetary system
into a period of uncontrolled in-
flation in which the value of huge
hoards of paper dollars and cred-

Strangienold On World Oil

it became completely indeter-
minate.

In addition, the price freeze on
petroleum products placed an
additional squeeze on the rate of
profit in the oil industry.

Under these conditions, the oil
majors refused to tie up billions
in capital for investments that
were so long range that they
could have no idea what money
would be worth at the end of the
process.

DOMESTIC

It was under these conditions
that the decisions were made to
cut back on domestic oil devel-
opment, allow refining capacity
to deteriorate, and permit a
growing dependency on foreign
oil imports.

The collapse of paper money
has set into motion a world-
wide speculation in commodi
ties and gold. Desperate to hold
on to something that will retain
some value, speculators have bid
up the prices of all basic com-
modities by astronomical
amounts.

The decision of the oil produc-
ing countries to raise the price of
their oil by almost 500 percent in
the last year is a reflection of
this crisis.

The major oil companies have
of course taken every advantage
of the situation through their
control over every aspect of oil
production to make enormous
profits.

Exxon profits are up 59 per-
cent in the last year. Gulf is up 60
percent and Standard Oil of Cal-
ifornia is up 40 percent. These
are typical figures.

At the same time, the oil com-
panies have used the crisis to
push through the Alaskan pipe-
line, remove all barriers to off-
shore oil production and destroy
environmental protection laws.

But it must be understood that
the oil crisis itself was brought
on by the crisis of the capitalist
system expressed in the col-
lapse of the dollar as a standard
of value and the decline in the
rate of profit.

RESERVES

Today with their control over
world oil reserves, the major oil
companies literally have the
power of life and death over en-
tire countries through their abil-
ity to decide who will obtain oil
and how much they will receive.

The oil crisis now coincides
with the growing collapse of the
entire capitalist system which is
no longer able to develop the pro-
ductive forces of society, the
most fundamental of which is
energy.

Instead, this system must turn
on the working class and seek to
extract greater and greater
rates of exploitation through
trade war, speedup, cuts in liv-
ing standards, and mass unem-
ployment to weaken and drive
back the unions.

The oil crisis is now being used
quite consciously by capitalism
to create conditions of mass un-
employment throughout the
capitalist world. It is an instru-
ment in the hands of big busi-
ness to smash up the organiza-
tions of the working class and
prepare the way for dictator-
ship.

The only answer to this crisis
is the nationalization of the oil
industry, the great financial in-
stitutions, and all the means of
production under the control of
the working class. The fight to
construct a labor party on a so-
cialist program is now a matter
of life and death for the labor
rnovement.
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The year 1923 was a critical turning
point for both the Soviet Union and the
international Marxist movement. With-
in the first workers state, the emer-
gence of a deep economic crisis brought
into sharp focus the dangerous develop-
ment of bureaucratic tendencies in the
Russian Communist Party.

Also, in October of that year, an excep-
tional revolutionary situation in Germany
found the leadership of the Communist
Party in that country unprepared, and the.
working class suffered a major defeat.

This setback had profound implications
for the Soviet Union, because the restabili-
zation of European capitalism which fol-
lowed the German events meant a further
period of isolation for the Russian working
class.

The danger posed by bureaucracy—to
which Lenin had pointed with growing
alarm until illness finally removed him
from politics in March 1923—became all too
clear to Trotsky and other leading Bol-
sheviks by the autumn.

The need for a sharp shift in policies,
brought on by the economic crisis, indus-

trial unrest, the mounting strength of the .

wealthy peasants and the prolonged isola-
tion, came into collision with the party
regime which was increasingly dominated
by a vast bureaucratic apparatus.

Consolidating itself around an informal
ruling faction in the Politburo, particularly
Stalin, this growing bureaucracy was
stifling democratic discussion within the
party and pushing the working class and
vouth out of the political life of the Soviet
UTnion.

In order to combat this development,
Leon Trotsky and other prominent Bol-
sheviks began the fight that led to the
- founding of the Left Opposition 50 years ago.
Though launched under difficult objective
conditions, -this fight alone made possible
the further development of Marxism.

At the heart of Trotsky’s struggle against
Stalinism. which represented the bureau-
cratic degeneration of the Bolshevik Party,
were the fundamental questions of the
Marxist method. of dialectical mater-
ralism.

Trotsky's first contribution to the dis-
cussion of the crisis in the party was a book
entitled The New Course. Forty-six Bol-
sheviks, closely identified with Trotsky, had
already severely criticized the bureau-
cratic regime—led by Stalin, Zinoviev, and
Kamenev—in a document which became
known as the ‘“‘Platform of the 46, and
~ompelled the Central Committee to pass a
~esolution which pledged to combat the
fangers and institute a ‘“‘new course.”

However, it was Trotsky who actually
tought to implement this resolution: and the
purpose of The New Course was to arm
the party theoretically for the struggle
against bureaucracy.

“0ld Guard™

It is important to note that Stalin and
those who supported him were taken aback
by the criticism of bureaucratism. He,
along with Zinoviev and Kamenev, were
party members of long standing: the “‘Old
Guard”’ of Bolshevism.

Trotsky, however, maintained that the
“Old Guard,” whose thinking remained
rooted in the past and who understood Marx-
ism as a set of formal doctrines carried
from the past and as immutable as a cate-
chism, represented the most conservative
section of the party.

Under their leadership, Leninism began to
emerge as a cult rather than the scientific
development of Marxism in the age of im-
perialism. Proceeding each day on the basis
of routine. recognizing the new as only the
repetition of the old, the “Old Guard’’ were
actually the formal and pragmatic thinkers
in the party.

They were therefore the ones who be-
came dominated by the practical routine of
running the country through a bureaucratic
apparatus, a conservative routine which had
developed in a very short period of time.

“‘Does bureaucratism bear within it a dan-
ger of degeneration, or doesn’t it?,”” wrote
Trotsky in The New Course. ‘‘He would be
blind who denied it. In its prolonged de-
velopment, bureaucratization threatens to
detach the leaders from the masses, to
bring them to concentrate solely upon ques-
tions of administration, of appointments and
transfers, of narrowing their horizon, of
weakening their revolutionary spirit, that
is. of provoking a more or less opportunist-
ic degeneration of the Old Guard, or at the
very least a considerable part of it. Such

processes develop slowly and almost im-
perceptibly, but reveal themselves
abruptly. To see this warning, based upon
objective Marxist foresight, an ‘outrage’, as

“an ‘assault’, etc., really requires the skit-

tish susceptibility and arrogance of bureau-
crats.”

Basic questions of the Marxist method

were raised by Trotsky in The New Course.:

The conservativeness of the ‘‘Old Guard,”
its domination by routine, flowed from its
attempt to eliminate the contradiction be-
tween theory and practice which is the heart
of the Marxist theory of knowledge.

While Stalin, basing himself on ortho-
doxy, saw theory as a set of formulas to be
applied as needed, Trotsky returned at
every point in the practice of the party to its
history in order to posit the new elements of
the class struggle against theory as it had
previously developed. In this way, theory is
enriched as it is brought into conflict with
practice, tested in the fight to change the
old practice of the party, and in this pro-
cess the party educates new layers of work-
ers and youth as Marxists.

Tradition

This question of method was critical in the
struggle for ‘“‘the new course’’ because it
was the “Old Guard’’ who constantly heark-
ened back to tradition as a defense of their

-conservative practice and as a weapon

against the development of theory.

Trotsky warned that the formal thinker,
who in his every day practice is dominated
by this conservative conception of tradi-
tion, is always unprepared when the sharp
changes in the objective situation requires
revolutionary initiative, and therefore he
plays a reactionary role.

Citing examples of this method, Trotsky
referred first to the German social demo-
cracy of the Second International, which de-
veloped over the course of a half century a
great tradition of parliamentary struggles
to win the basic democratic rights of the
working class. It grew from decade to dec-
ade as its organization, press, and treasury
flourished.

““This tradition, which is profoundly alien
to us, bore a semi-automatic character:
each day flowed ‘naturally’ from the day be-
fore and just as ‘naturally’ prepared the day
to follow ...

““It is in this automatism that a whole gen-
eration following Bebel took shape: a
generation of bureaucrats, of philistines, of
dullards whose political physiognomy was
completely revealed in the first hours of the
imperialist war. Every congress of the so-
cial democracy spoke invariably of the old
tactic of the party consecrated by tradition.
And the tradition was indeed powerful. It
was an automatic tradition uncritical, con-
servative, and it ended by stifling the re-
volutionary will of the party.””

In the epoch of imperialism, which is
marked by the sharpest changes in the ob-
jective situation from day to day, tradi-
tional policies become conservative not
within decades and years, but within
months, weeks, and even days.

Trotsky pointed to the experience of the
German Communist Party during the first
four years of its existence. Like many of the
sections of the Third International which
emerged in 1919, its first years were
strongly influenced by the upsurge of the
working class internationally following the
October Revolution and the end of World
War One. The German CP was guided in its
early days by the strategy of the revolution-
ary offensive which became, in a short
space of time, a tradition.

By 1921 when the postwar revolutionary
tide had ebbed, the continuation of this tra-
dition threatened to derail the Third Inter-
national. Lenin and Trotsky walked into the
Third Congress of the Comintern as a min-
ority; and fought the tradition of the offen-
sive on the basis of new objective condi-
tions that required that the Communist Par-
ties first win the support of the masses be-
fore beginning the final assault on the bour-
geois state.

With great difficulty, they defeated the
“ultra-left”’ middle class tendencies and re-
oriented the Marxist movement toward the
tactic of the united front and other policies
geared to win mass support. In Germany,
the sharp change in tactics met enormous
success and the CP became a significant
force in the labor movement as social demo-
cracy rapidly lost influence.

But with this new orientation, came the
newtradition. When the collapse of the Ger-
man economy brought on by the French in-
vasion of the Ruhr posed in the summer of
1923 the necessity for the German CP to be-

a0th Anniversary of the Fou

gin active preparation for the seizure of
power, it continued with the old tradition of
“winning the masses.” But now as the
masses were expecting the Communist
Party to take the power, the German
leaders hesitated. ‘

The German CP finally made the turn re-
quired by the objective situation, but it did
so too late and too slowly, and the revolution
failed.

Marxist Method

Drawing the lessons from the experi-
ences of these struggles, Trotsky declared
that the task of revolutionaries was not sim-
ply to adapt to positions taken by Lenin at
one time or another, but to grasp the meth-
od which was the foundation of his policies
and brilliant initiatives.

“If we now take our Bolshevik party in its
revolutionary past and in the period fol-
lowing October, it will be recognized that its
most precious fundamental tactical quality
is its unequaled aptitude to orient itself
rapidly, to change tactics quickly, to renew
its armament and to apply new methods, in
a word, to carry out abrupt turns. Tempes-
tuous historical conditions have made this
tactic necessary. Lenin’s genius gave it sup-
erior form. This is not to say, naturally, that
our party is completely free of a certain
conservative traditionalism: a mass party
cannot have such an ideal liberty. But its
strength and potency have manifested
themselves in the fact that inertia, tradi-
tionalism, routinism, were reduced to a
minimum by a farsighted, profoundly re-
volutionary tactical initiative, at once au-
dacious and realistic...

“Marxism is a method of historical ana-
lysis, of political orientation, and not a mass
of decisions prepared in advance. Lenin-
ism is the application of this method in the
conditions of an exceptional historical
epoch. It is precisely in this union of the pe-
culiarities of the epoch and the method that
determines that courageous, self-assured
policy of brusque turns of which Lenin gave
us the finest models and which he illumined
theoretically and generalized on more than
one occasion... i

‘““As a matter of fact, with each new task
and at each new turn, it is not a question of
searching in tradition and discovering there

a nonexisting reply, but of profiting from all
the experience of the party to find by one-
self a new solution suitable to the situation
and, by doing so, enriching tradition. It may-
even be put more sharply: Leninism con-
sists in being courageously free from con-
servative introspection, from being bound
by precedent, purely formal references and
quotation...

“Leninism cannot be conceived of with-
out theoretical breadth, without a « critical
analysis of the material bases of the politic-
al process. The weapon of Marxist investi-
gation must be constantly sharpened and ap-
plied. It is precisely in this that tradition
consists, and not in the substitution of a
formal reference or of an accidental quota-
tion. Least of all can Leninism be reconciled
with ideological superficiality and theore-
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19208 required sharp turn from party.

unding of the Left Opposition
by David North

tical slovenliness.”’

Trotsky would return to the question of
. tradition one year later, at a more ad-
- vanced stage of the struggle against the
bureaucracy, when he recalled the struggle
of Lenin against the “Old Bolsheviks.”’

In 1917, declared Trotsky in Lessons of Oc-
tober, Lenin armed the party for insurrec-
tion through an all-out war against
tradition. Trotsky wrote that ‘‘during the
sharpest turning point in history, he (Lenin)
was all the while waging an intense strug-
gle within the party against the day that has
passed in the name of the day to come. And

the opposition, of the day that has passed,

marching under the banner of ‘tradition’,
became at times aggravated to the ex-
treme.”

The question of tradition and dialectics

took on immense significance in 1923 when
the party could meet the crisis only through
a sharp turn. The New Economic Policy,

which had been essential in surviving the.

catastrophic conditions of collapse and
widespread famine which existed in 1921,
posed serious dangers in 1923. Not only had

the revival of small-scale capitalist enter--

prise greatly strengthened anti-socialist
tendencies among the wealthy peasants, but
it led to a deepening contradiction between
the development of the industrial and agri-
culutral sectors of the economy.

The extremely high prices of industrial
goods and the relatively low level of agri-
cultural prices disrupted trade between the
two sectors. This phenomenon was first
diagnosed by Trotsky as the ‘‘scissors cris-
is,”” in which he illustrated the widening gap
between the agricultural and industrial
prices as the space between the blades of an
open scissor.

Trotsky’s recommendation along with
that of E. Preobrazhensky was a curtail-
ment of the NEP and the strengthening of
the planned economy in order to bring about
a revival of industry.

This proposal was greeted by the maj-
ority of the Politburo, dominated by Stalin,
Zinoviev, and Kamenev, with a barrage of
criticism. The NEP, which had originally
been conceived by Lenin and Trotsky as a
“brusque turn,” had become within a short
space of time, a tradition.

However, their conservatism under these
conditions of crisis was the expression of
the pressures of hostile class forces which
had been strengthened by the NEP and the
backward conditions of the Soviet Union.
The wealthy peasants who prospered as
they employed laborers and sold their grain,
the urban merchants whom the NEP had
given a new lease on life, and the growing
strata of privileged bureaucrats who valued
the comforts that elevated them above the
masses comprised a considerable social
force whose influence was refracted
through members of the Bolshevik Party.

Those who resisted the change proposed
by Trotsky in 1923, who lashed out bitterly
against ‘‘the new course’’ as an assault on
tradition, found a social base in the very
forces hostile to the October Revolution.

As Trotsky grappled with this develop-
ment in 1924, he recalled a chief lesson
drawn from the inner-party struggle which

had erupted in 1917:

‘““A revolutionary party is subjected to the
pressure of other political forces. At every
given stage of its development the party e-
laborates its own methods of counteracting
and resisting this pressure. During a tac-
tical turn and the resulting internal re-
groupments and frictions, the party’s pow-
er of resistance becomes weakened.

“From this, the possibility always arises
that the internal groupings in the party,
which originate from the necessity of a turn
in tactics, may develop far beyond the orig-
inal controversial points of departure and
serve as a support for various class tenden-
cies. To put the case more plainly: the party
which does not keep step with the historical
tasks of its own class becomes, or runs the
risk of becoming, the indirect tool of other
classes.”

It is important to understand that the
campaign against Trotsky began in 1923 un-
der the banner of orthodoxy. Stalin resisted
Trotsky’s demand for a stepped-up pace of
industrialization with accusations that he
was ‘‘underestimating the peasantry”; and
from this flowed a full-scale attack of the
theory of Permanent Revolution, which had
been confirmed by the very course of the
October Revolution.

Stalin, Zinoviev, and Kamenev sought to
disprove Trotsky’s analysis of the NEP in
1923 by searching in the pre-1917 writings of
Lenin for some isolated quotes that could be
used against Trotsky personally. A com-
ment by Lenin in 1913 became the basis for
factional polemics against the Permanent
Revolution which the Bolsheviks carried out
in 1917. It was out of this dogged search for
orthodoxy to provide ready-made answers
to the demand for a development of theory
and a change in practice that the most mon-
strous school of revisionism and falsifica-
tion developed.

Notes left by Trotsky’s wife, N. Sedova,
give us a picture of the difficult struggle
that he waged in the Politburo at this time:

“Those were hard days, days of tense
fighting for Lev Davydovich at the Polit:
buro against the rest of the members. He
was alone and ill, and had to fight them all.
Owing to his illness, the meetings were held
in our apartment; I sat in the adjoining bed-
room and heard his speeches. He spoke with
his whole being; it seemed as if with every
speech he lost some of his strength—he
spoke with so much ‘blood.” And in reply, I
heard cold, indifferent answers. Every-
thing, of course, had been decided in ad-
vance, so what was the need of getting ex-
cited? After each of these meetings, L.D.’s.
temperature mounted; he came out of his
study soaked through, and undressed and
went to bed. His linen and clothes had to be
dried as if he had been drenched in a rain-
storm... Such was the first stage of the
struggle before it came out into the open.”

The founding of the Left Opposition re-
presented the most historic step forward in
the international Marxist movement since
the launching of the Communist Interna-
tional. It was only through this struggle
within the Bolshevik Party and later in the
Comintern against the bureaucracy and the
revisionism of the Stalin faction that the
basic principles of Marxism could be de-
fended and the historic continuity of the
movement established.

The Left Opposition had to defend the en-
tire historic heritage of Marxism, because
the Stalinist bureaucracy actually em-
ployed in its betrayal of the working class
all the revisionist formulas of Menshevism
and the revisionists of the Second Interna-
tional.

With its espousal of ‘‘socialism in one
country,”’ the Stalinists were in fact going
back to the various national theories of so-
cialism developed by the leaders of the Sec-
ond International in Germany, France, and
England to justify capitulation to their own
bourgeoisie. This theory served as the basis
of Stalin’s betrayal of the world socialist
revolution. The needs of the working class
internationally were subordinated to the in-
terests of the bureauvcracy within the So-
viet Union.

It would be wrong to see the work of the
Left Opposition as confined to exposing the
Stalinists and answering their falsifica-
tions. The Left Opposition emerged to lead a
struggle by the masses of workers to de-
fend the gains of October, the Soviet Union
and to prepare for the world revolution.

It fought at every point to conflict with the
pressures of the Soviet Union’s isolation as
reflected in the thinking of party members
and the working class, train new forces as
Marxists through that conflict, and prepare
for the time when objective conditions
would be more favorable for the defeat of
the Stalinist bureaucracy.
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The International Committee of the
Fourth International fights today on the
basis of all the lessons of the 50 years of
struggle against Stalinism. However, the
training of Trotskyist cadres, which are
growing in strength and experience all over
the world, has been possible only on the
basis of the fight for a development of Marx-
ist theory, for dialectical materialism,
against all forms of revisionism.

The bankruptcy of the revisionists today is
rooted in their abandonment of dialectical
materialism. They do not see knowledge as
developing out of the conflict of opposites.
Practice is not brought into conflict contin-
ously with theory in order to enrich theory
and change the practice of the party to meet
the changes in the development of the crisis.

In opposition to dialectics, the Socialist
Workers Party developed under James P.
Cannon the position of ‘““orthodox Trotsky-
ism.”” This reactionary conception turned
theory into a-dogmatic fixture. which Can-
non saw as correct positions against Stalin-
ism. However, a party built on ‘“‘ortho-
doxy'’ is a party based on dead abstrac-
tions, which as conditions change remain
tied to the past.

As Trotsky explained in The New Course,
the Second International produced a great
number of orthodox Marxists who knew vir-
tually every page of Capital, like Karl
Kautsky and George Plekhanov. But in the
epoch of the Russian Revolution. their
thinking remained dominated by the past
period of the pre-World War One struggle
under conditions of a much slower and more
gradual tempo. The abstract formulas
gleaned from the pages of Marx became
arguments against the Revolution and in de-
fense of the imperialistinvasions of the
Soviet Union between 1918 to 1921.

The orthodoxy of the ““Old Bolsheviks’
proved an obstacle to the October Revolu-
tion that was ruthlessly fought by Lenin in
order to bring the working class to power.

When Stalin came forward in 1923 as a re-
presentative of ‘“Old Bolshevism." he pro-
vided the theoretical basis. through the
campaign against Trotskyism, upon which
the bureaucracy fought to destroy the Rus-
sian Communist Party.

““Orthodox’’ Marxism hag always been the
preparation for the abandonment and ac-
tual revision of Marxism, not only in theory
but in practice, turning against the struggle
to construct a revolutionary party.

The abandonment of dialectics means
going over to the philosophical methods of
Stalinism, and then to Stalinism itself. Stal-
inism seeks at every point to hold back the
thinking of the working class as it has
developed in the previous period.

At a time when revolutionary conditions
require the sharpest struggle against
thinking as it developed within the period of
the boom, the Stalinists and revisionists try
to prevent the working class from under-
standing the nature of the crisis and the task
which this historic crisis poses. .

In Chile, this meant that the Stalinists
held up the illusion of the “‘peaceful road to
socialism’’ while the capitalists plotted civ-
il war, and thus disarmed the working class.
before the fascist junta.

At the same time, the SWP refuses to as-
sess the objective development of the crisis
at each stage and therefore concludes that
Watergate represents nothing outside the
normal flow of events within bourgeois
society.

The Stalinists and the revisionists seek to
hold back the movement of the working
class, but the crisis now creates the condi-
tions for our development. The Stalinists
rest upon a bureavcracy which was the pro-
duct of conditions of backwardness and de-
feat. These conditions have been trans-
formed.

Cadres can now be trained within the
unions and from among the youth as Marx-
ists on the basis of the history of Trotsky-
ism and the struggle for dialectical mater-
ialism. . ‘

The struggle of Trotsky for the principles
of Marxism and of the Bolshevik Party live
today in the construction of the revolution-
ary party.

It is through the struggle for Marxism, to
grasp what is new at every point in the work .
of the party, to posit the new features of the
crisis against the lessons of the 50 year
struggle of the Trotskyist movement, and on
this basis build the party of the working
class, that the working class will take
power. '

CONCLUDED
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The final months of Lenin’s life were
devoted to a bitter struggle against the
growing bureaucracy in the state
apparatus of the Soviet Union and its
representatives within the leadership of
the Russian Communist Party.

In the course of this struggle, by late 1922,
Lenin identified Stalin as the leader of this
bureaucratic strata within the party. As he
fought Stalin, Lenin turned to Trotsky for
political support.

Trotsky and other Bolsheviks who
formed the Left Opposition acted under the
influence of Lenin’s last struggle. It was in
the fight against bureaucracy that the Left
Opposition established the continuity of the
Marxist movement after Lenin’s death.

Lenin’s struggle against Stalin was the .

culmination of a long fight in which the
Bolshevik leader had grappled with the
problem of bureaucratism, which emerged
out of the backward conditions of Russia
and the delay in the proletarian revolution
in the advanced industrial countries of
Western Europe.

While recognizing that the bureaucracy
was the material expression of Russia’s
backwardness and that it had developed not
by accident nor bad intentions, Lenin sought
at every point to bring the working class for-
ward against this bureaucracy.

This required a theoretical struggle
within the party itself against those who
reflected in their thinking and practice the
pressures of the bureaucracy and the
middle class in Russia, thus keeping their
distance from the working class and
allowing the bureaucracy to dominate the
-life of the country.

In this process, the party, as part of the
working class, consciously conflicts with its
spontaneous level of thinking to train the
leadership to defend the interests of the
proletariat against bureaucracy.

Objective Roots

This is how Lenin proceeded in the final
months of his life. He recognized the objec-
tive social roots of bureaucratism, but did
not for one moment see the triumph of
bureaucracy as inevitable.

Those who argue that the victory of Stalin
in the 1920s and 1930s was inevitable
because of “‘objective’’ conditions actually
eliminate from history, from the class
struggle, the decisive role of conscious-
ness. This position was popularized by Isaac
Deutscher in his three part biography of
Leon Trotsky. .

Deutscher saw Trotsky’s fight against
Stalin as hopeless because conditions were
unfavorable. He based this position on the
view that objective conditions mechani-
cally and automatically are reflected in
thinking without contradiction.

Lenin, on the other hand, maintained that
the spontaneous thinking of the working
class is a product of capitalist society.
However, through the revolutionary party,
constructed .on the basis of the scientific
Marxist theory of socialism, the working
class becomes conscious of the contradic-
tions of class society and its own interests,
and- fights these contradictions out con-
sciously.

In this way, Lenin sought to bring for-
ward the great strength of the working class
in Russia against bureaucracy, for its
strength was also based on objective
factors: its conquest of state power, the
international crisis of capitalism, the move-
ment of the working class internationally,
and the spontaneous movement of Russian
workers against bureaucracy.

Furthermore, Lenin did not see the
struggle against bureaucracy within the
Soviet Union as simply a national question.
He never separated the development of the
first workers’ state from the fate of the
world revolutionary movement. Much of
Lenin’s time after the seizure of power in
October 1917 was spent in the arduous work
of building the Third Communist Interna-
tional.

_Congresses were held in Moscow annually
beginning in 1919. Lenin not only made
reports on the policies of the Russian party
as a section subordinate to the world move-
ment, but he and Trotsky fought to arm the
young Communist Parties of Europe, Asia,
and the United States with the rich exper-
ience of the Bolshevik Party.

The construction of socialisrn depended,

according to Lenin, on the victory of the
social revolution in several advanced coun-
tries. It was only after Lenin’s death that
Stalin, reflecting the nationalist, middle
class pressures of the bureaucracy,
advanced the theory of socialism in one
country.

As Lenin fought for the development of
the Comintern, he struggled within the
Russian party against a strata led by Stalin,
which reflected the pressures of the bureau-
cracy, in order to defend the interests of the
working class under the difficuit objective
conditions, preparing all the time for the
next revolutionary upsurge when a change
in the objective conditions would allow for a
real defeat of the bureaucracy.

Gonfiict

The struggle within the party was
necessarily intensified during the period of
the New Economic Policy (NEP), when
middle class social forces such as the rich
peasantry and the small capitalist mer-
chants (NEP-men) were strengthened.

Lenin demanded that party members
consciously conflict with these forces. In
one incident, he accused a leading Bolshe-
vik on the Peoples’ Commissariat of Jus-
tice of “‘swimming with the tide”’ by failing
to prosecute vigorously the tendency. of the
state apparatus to adapt to the growth of the
NEP-men. The task of the party, he
declared, ‘““is to swim against the tide.”
(Vol. 36, p. 562)

The conflict with Stalin arose because he,
while holding positions of considerable
importance within the party and the state
apparatus, became increasingly dominated
by the pressures of the bureaucracy in his
methods.

Stalin came to consider the question of

socialist policy within the Soviet Union as-

an administrative question, best carried out
with orders as well as petty wheeling and
dealing with the wealthy peasants and NEP-
men. He saw no need to actually develop
workers and young communists through a
theoretical struggle that would enable the
party to maintain a tight control over its
apparatus as a strong Marxist leadership
emerged from the working class itself.

Therefore, Stalin came to oppose every
attempt by Lenin to bring the working class
into the party and leading positions in the
state apparatus; rather, he saw Lenin’s
proposals as a burden on the day to day
work of the bureaucratic machine which
Stalin.administered.

As early as 1920, Lenin had proposed the
creation of a Workers and Peasants Inspec-
tion—composed of factory workers and poor
peasants—as a check on the ‘‘bureaucratic
ulcer” which he already detected in the
Soviet state. However, in August 1922, Lenin
declared that his ‘‘questioning of Stalin”
convinced him that the Workers and Pea-
sants Inspection had not been given ade-
quate responsibilities.

Lenin’s disagreements with Stalin grew
sharper over fundamental issues of Soviet
policy that emerged in 1922. Having suffered
his first stroke in May of that year, Lenin’s-
direct participation in the direction of the
party was diminished.

Foreign Trade

During Lenin’s absence from the Central
Committee, the leading body of the party,
Stalin pressed for the partial abolition of a
monopoly of foreign trade. This meant that

“the wealthy peasants and capitalist mer-
chants, already strengthened by the NEP,
would be able to sell their produce to the
international market and establish direct
links with the foreign imperialists. Inevi-
tably, this would undermine Soviet industry
while forging links between the Kulaks and
world capitalism.

This development brought home very
'sharply to Lenin the danger to the Soviet
state posed by the bureaucratic tendency in
the party. He had to confront a situation in
which the Central Committee of the revolu-.
tionary party had made a fundamental
concession to capitalist forces that could
lead to the destruction of the Soviet Union if
not immediately reversed.

As far as Stalin was concerned, the
concession on the monopoly of foreign trade
was a practical solution to the demand of
the Kulaks for an outlet for the produce at
good prices. The NEP, which Lenin and
Trotsky had introduced two years earlier as
a sharp shift in policy to meet an emer-
gency situation caused by the catastrophic
conditions of the Civil War, had become for
Stalin a time-honored routine.

Approaching questions of policy from the
standpoint of the bureaucracy itself, Stalin
did not seek to consciously posit every new
feature of the economy and political events
against the experience gained by the party
during the NEP, and in this way be able to
confront the dangers raised by the shifts in:
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class forces that made, by 1923, further
concessions to the Kulak harmful to the
workers state.

Stalin did not conflict with the bureau-
cracy, but carried the methods of the
bureaucracy itself into the Central Com-
mittee " which passed his motion on the
foreign trade monopoly. In this way, he
became the vehicle of hostile class forces.

Lenin immediately began a campaign to
reverse the decision, and turned—as he
would again and again during the last
months of his political ife—to Trotsky.

‘At any rate,” Lenin wrote to Trotsky on
December 13, 1922, ‘it is my request that
you should undertake the defense of our
common standpoint on the unquestionable
need to maintain and consolidate the foreign
trade monopoly... that in the event of our
defeat on this question we must refer the
question to a party congress.” (Vol. 45, p.
601) '

Lenin then warned Stalin: “I am now
through with putting my business in order,
and am in a position to leave without worry.
I have come to an agreement with Trotsky
to stand up for my views of the foreign trade
monopoly... I am sure that Trotsky will be
able to stand up for my views just as well as
I myself.” (Vol. 45, p. 602-3)

Another note was sent by Lenin to
Trotsky: “I consider that we have quite
reached agreement. I ask you to declare our
solidarity at the plenum.” (Vol. 45, p. 604)

Lenin and Trotsky were able to win a
reversal of the foreign trade decision.
However, Lenin had concluded that the
issue of the monopoly raised the question of
the political degeneration of sections of the
party leadership. For this reason, Lenin
proposed to Trotsky that they maintain their
principled alliance, writing:

“I suggest that we should not stop and
should continue the offensive, and for that
purpose put through a motion to raise at the
party congress the question of consoli-
dating our foreign trade, and the measures
to improve its implementation.” (Vol. 45, p.
606) :

The struggle over the monopoly was
immediately followed by another issue that
revealed the extent of bureaucratic decay of
a section of the party, and led to a complete
break between Lenin and Stalin.

As Commissar of Nationalities, Stalin had
the responsibility of facilitating the unifi-
cation of the Georgian Republic with the
Soviet Union. Lenin had made it abundantly
clear that this work could be only done with
the greatest patience and consideration for
the nationalist sentiments of the Geor-

Lenin convalescing in Gorki in 1922,

. gians, who had been treated by the tsarist
- autocracy as an oppressed nation.

However, Stalin proceeded to defy Lenin
and ignore the democratic right of the Geor-

- gian people to self-determination. He em-

ployed bureaucratic ruthlessness to bring

~ .about unification and acted in utter

' contempt toward the Georgian communist

leadership.

All the nationalist prejudices of the vast
Russian middle class were reflected in
Stalin’s action. The political complexion of
the bureaucrat—anxious to jump over
problems, looking for a practical solu-
tion—was revealed as Stalin came into col-
lision with the principled Marxist position
on the right of oppressed nations to self-de-
termination. ’

This hostility to the Georgians was
symptomatic of a class position against
proletarian internationalism that later was
openly expressed in the theory of socialism
in one country. Just as the tsarist bureau-
cracy sent its rude satraps into the pro-
vinces to order the minority workers and
peasants about, Stalin abused Georgian
leaders and, in one instance, S. Orjonikidze,
Stalin’s right-hand man, physically as-.
saulted a Georgian communist in the course
of a political disagreement.

This action was without precedent in the
entire history of the Bolshevik Party. Lenin
was outraged when he heard of it and de-
cided to move for Orjonikidze’s expulsion
from the party. At the same time, he opened
up a bitter political fight against Stalin.

The documents of this struggle are now
available in the current Moscow edition of
Lenin, Collected Works. All the statements
by Lenin which appear in this article are
quoted from Soviet sources. Many of these
statements are taken from articles which
were suppressed by Stalin and his heirs for
as long as 40 years.

The American Communist Party, the ac-
complice in Stalin’s bloodiest crimes, has
not taken any note of these documents
which shatter the mountain of falsification
upon which the Stalinist version of history
rests. It has refused to retract its monstrous
slanders against Trotsky.

Lenin expressed his ‘‘greatest appre-
hensions” in a memorandum written on
December 30, 1922: “‘If matters had come to
such a pass that Orjonikidze could go to the
extreme of applying physical violence, as
Comrade Dzerzhinsky informed me, we can
imagine what a mess we have got outselves
into.” (Vol. 36, p. 605) ’

Lenir pointed to the influence of the

bureaucratic apparatus over the party as
the social root of the degeneration ex-
pressed in Stalin and Orjongkidze.

“But now, we must, in all conscience,
admit...the apparatus we call ours is, in

fact, still quite alien to us; it is a bourgeois .

and tsarist hotchpotch and there has been no
possibility of getting rid of it in the course of
the past five years without the help of other
countries and because we have been ‘busy’
most of the time with military engage-
ments and the fight against famine.” (Vol.
36, p. 606)

Then, Lenin assessed Stalin’s role in
Georgia as that of ‘‘that really Russian
man, the Great-Russian chauvinist, in sub-
stance a rascal and a tyrant, such as the
typical Russian bureaucrat is.”’
Emphasizing these points, he warned of the
tide of ‘‘chauvinist Great-Russian riffraff’’
that engulfed the Georgian workers. (Vol.
36, p. 606)

He added: ‘I think that Stalin’s haste and

his infatuation with pure administration,

together with his spite against the notor-
ious ‘nationalist-socialism,” played a fatal
role here. In politics, spite generally plays
the basest of roles.” (Vol. 36, p. 606)

Motivating Lenin’s irreconcilable poli-
tical hostility toward Stalin was the fact
that the latter had violated ‘‘an important
question of principle: how is inter-
nationalism to be understood?” (Vol. 36, p.
607)

Lenin directed still another blow against
Stalin for having contemptuously referred
to the legitimate national strivings of the
Georgian workers as ‘‘nationalist-social-
ism.” The fact that Stalin was himself a
Georgian made his actions even more

"~ contemptible in the eyes of Lenin, who

wrote:

“The - Georgian who...carelessly flings
about accusations of ‘nationalist-socialism’
(whereas he himself is a real and true
‘nationalist-socialist,” and even a vulgar
Great-Russian bully), violates in sub-
stance, the interests of proletarian class
solidarity...”” (Vol. 36, p. 608)

Declaring: ‘“The political responsibility
for all this truly Great Russian nationalist
campaign must, of course, be laid on Stalin
and Dzerzhinsky,” Lenin accused them of
lapsing “into imperialist attitudes toward
oppressed nationalities, thus undermining
all our principled sincerity, all our prin-
cipled defense of the struggle against im-
perialism.”” (Vol. 36, p. 610)

Intolerable

Within a week of having penned these
lines, Lenin made the following recom-
mendation in his Testament: ‘‘Stalin is too
rude and this defect, although quite toler-
able in our midst and in dealings among us
Communists, becomes quite intolerable in a
Secretary-General. That is why I suggest
that the comrades think about a way of
removing Stalin from that post and
appointing another man in his stead who in
all respects differs from Comrade Stalin in
having only one advantage, namely, that of
being more tolerant, more loyal, more
polite, and more considerate to the com-
rades, less capricious, etc.” (Vol. 36, p. 596)

Lenin waged this struggle under the enor-
mous physical handicap of partial paralysis
that temporarily affected his powers of
speech. There can be no doubt that the fight
against Stalin took a heavy toll on his health.

For example, Lenin’s secretary, L. A.
Fotieva, made the following entry in her
journal of February 14, 1923 after taking
dictation:

‘‘(Lenin) Called me again. Impediment in
speech, obviously tired. Spoke again on the
thre