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Demonstrators in Portugal demand freedom for Saldanho Sanchez, editor of Maoist paper, Luta Popular, arrestedby army for printing appeal for deseartion.

Stalinism in Action

Spinola, Opposes Strikes

Speaker at the Maoist rally in Lisbon's Rossio Square.
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FROM OUR SPECIAL
CORRESPONDENT

LISBON, June 9—The provisional gov-
ernment installed May 16 by General
Spinola and the Movement of Armed
Forces is a stopgap measure to pre-
serve capitalist rule in Portugal. De-
spite the inclusion of representatives
of various bourgeois center parties and
the two largest workers parties, Com-
munist and Socialist, already inits first
days the new regime has been facing a
grave threat to its continued existence.
The Portuguese working class, sudden-
ly released from half a century of stiff
repression under the Salazarist dicta-
torship and now permitted tofreely or-
ganize and to hold meetings for thefirst
time, seized the opportunity to bring
forth its grievances.

Factory and office meetings led to
demands for higher wages, better work-
ing conditions, shorter hours, workers'
participation in industry and an imme-
diate end to the colonial wars. Soon
strikes spread to the telephone system,
railways, airlines, post office andpub-
lic utilities. Workers at Lisbon's big-
gest shipyard, Lisnave, occupied the
plant, calling for a doubling of wages
and workers control. Plants belonging

to Firestone, International Telephone
and Telegraph and Timex were struck
and occupied by workers demanding big
wage raises, as well as the removal of
at least part of the management accused
of complicity with the "fascists” of the
old regime.

The situation reached a high poin*
in the last week of May when the city
of Lisbon was paralyzed by a transit
strike and the bakers walked out, Work-
ers marched and demonstrated under
red banners, hammer-and-sickle sym-
bols and signs proclaiming "Down With
Capitalism!"™ The country was placed
in the throes of a pre-revolutionary
situation with the working class defying
the provisional government's urgent
appeals for "calm" and order. For a
period of days the government was in-
capable of stemming the long pent-up
discontent of the working masses.

In the last days of May Portuguese
workers undertook an offensive which
could have led to a revolutionary mo-
bilization of all the exploited masses.
But the movement did not reach the point
of dual power, characteristic of a rev-
clutionary situation, What was lacking
was a revolutionary leadership capable
of raising the necessary demands to
transform the massive seething dis-
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DAILY NEWS

Killer Cop Acquitted
in New York

Spectators in the Queens courtroom
gasped in disbelief as a verdict of "not
guilty"™ was returned in the murder
trial of police officer Thomas Shea on
June 12. The aquittal was anoutrage—a
blatant demonstration of the class and
racial bias of bourgeois "justice,” and
of the vicious arrogance of the guard-
ians of "law and order" towardthe pop-
ulation they supposedly protect. At no
point was there any doubt that the cop
had cold-bloodedly murdered a de-
fenseless 10-year-old black youngster.

"You Black Son-of-a-Bitch!"

At 5 a.m. on 28 April 1973 Shea, on
plainclothes patrolinthe predominantly
black neighborhood of South Jamaica,
jumped from an unmarked car to con-
front 51-year-old black mechanic Add
Armstead, who was on his way to work
with his stepson Clifford Glover,
screaming "You black son-of-a-bitch!"”
Young Glover was shot in the back by
Shea as he and Armstead fled in fear
of being robbed and assaulted.

The jury—all white males except
for one blackfemale probation officer—
found "reasonable doubt" as to Shea's
guilt because of the possibility that he
had seen Glover pull a revolver, as he
claimed. Thus Shea shot a fleeing child
in the back supposedly "in self defense™!
The cop's story was patently false. No
gun was ever found near the scene of
the murder, though the area was thor-
oughly combed in search of one.

Moreover, Shea claimed he had
stopped Armstead and Glover as pos-
sible suspects in a taxi holdup, de-
scribed in a police alarm broadcast as
"two male Negroes in their early 20s."
He testified that he ignored their age
and height and never looked at their
faces because, "I was just looking at
their skin,"

Defense lawyer Jacob Evserhoff's
presentation dripped with racistbigotry
and innuendo. In his summation he
shouted to the jury at the top of his
lungs: "Add Armstead is not stupid. He
is not a sad, pathetic, 51-year-old
worker. He is a clever, clever, man
who takes 10-year-olds out on the street
at 5 a.m. to do whatever he does.” Ac-
cording to the 11 June New York Post's
account:

" r1add Armstead plays dumb for you’

Evserhoff went on, dropping his voice

to shade his words with scorn. Is 'the

testimony of a man of this type and of

this ilk,’ he asked, 'to convict a po-
liceman of murder? in South Jamaica?

(voice rising) at 5 a.m.?'"

Replace the Cops with Workers
Militias

The acquittal of Thomas Shea is an
unspeakable atrocity against all work-

ing people and minorities. The unadult-
erated racism in this case was sogross
that the setting could easily have been
the Deep South of thirty years ago. And
once again we see demonstrated and
condoned the growing tendency of the
bourgeois judicial system to reduce it-
self to simple "cop justice™: the func-
tions of judge, jury andexecutioner are
carried out on the spot accordingtothe
arbitrary whim of trigger-happy armed
savages.

Despite an openly racist defense
this animal has now been turned loose
on the streets again although he still
awaits departmental trial for the pistol-
clubbing of a 14-year-old boy outside
a bar in March 1972. The news of
Shea's release produced a wave of
anger which rapidly spread throughthe
black sections of Queens. Thefollowing
night riots broke out with crowds num-
bering as many as 300 to 400, and the
area was flooded with cops. (Similar
outbreaks followed the original murder
incident last year.)

The ruling class should have been
terrified to death of the consequences
of pulling such a "miscarriage of jus-
tice."™ Unlike ghetto riots, easily put
down by the heavily armed police and
armed forces, and even desirable at
times for the bourgeoisie in order to
maintain a useful level of "racial
strife,” united action by the labor move-
ment can effectively put an end to such
arbitrary "cop justice." The failure of
the trade-union movement, including
allegedly "progressive" unions with a
high percentage of minority members
such as District 65 orHospital Workers'
Local 1199, to take any action relegates
the seething discontent of the black
masses to expression in desperate and
self-defeating ghetto outbreaks, as op-
posed to effective, organized struggle
against their oppression.

Neither the police review boards
pushed by liberals nor the "community
control™ of the police favored by var-
ious fake radicals can effectively con-
trol the cops, who are, after all, the
hired guns of the capitalist class.
Racially united workers militias can
keep the streets "free from crime™ far
more effectively than the graft-ridden,
drug-trafficking, murderous police,
whose real jobistoprotectthe interests
of the ruling class. And by further
uniting the working class in the strug-
gle tooverthrow capitalism this demand
will hasten the day when the cops, like
Nixon and the bourgeoisie that employs
them, can be swept from power and
brought before a real jury, not of their
peers but of their victims, for
iudgment. Dissotve the police~for
racially united workevrs militias based
on the trade unions! w
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Shachimanite Hypocrisy:

The RSL and
Workers Democracy

In its Tovch No. 11 (6-20 June 1974)
the Revolutionary Socialist League
(RSL) devotes a full page to a sancti-
monious and thoroughly dishonest™Open
Letter to the Spartacist League™ which
alleges that the SL "disrupted™ an RSL
forum held in Detroit on June 8. The
"Open Letter" is a pathetic attempt to
whitewash the anti-democratic andpro-
vocative conduct of the RSL.

About twenty supporters of the SL
attended the RSL forum, along withper-
haps an equal number of RSL support-
ers and a handful of independents. The
RSL Tovch alleges that "Through pro-
longed and repeated heckling, baiting
and shouting-~making it impossible for
any other speakers to be heard—your
supporters finally succeded in forcing
a physical confrontation and their own
expulsion from the forum."™ This is a
shameful distortion, and nonsensical to
boot. It should be obvious that, given
the balance of forces, had the SL had
any intention of disrupting the meeting,
the meeting could not possibly have
taken place. What did happen was that
after protesting the RSL'sbureaucratic
limitation of speakers during the dis-
cussion period, the SL succeeded in
walking out of the meeting despite the
physically provocative conduct of the
RSL.

After the RSL main speaker had
given her long presentation, SL sup-
porters as well as others in the audi-
ence raised their hands to participate
in the discussion period. Despite the
large number of SLers present and
wishing to speak, only two SL speakers
were recognized by the chair, After an
RSLer from the audience was called
upon for the second time when others
who had raised their hands still had not
been recognized, one of the SLers who
protested this flagrant violation of
workers democracy was immediately
grabbed by RSL leading spokesman
Bruce Landau and told, "If you don't
shut up you'll go out on a stretcher.”
In the midst of general confusion an
SL supporter stood up to announce that
the SL was leaving the meeting. Appar-
antly anxious to escalate the confron-
tation, RSLers attempted to drown out
this announcement with clapping, and an
SL comrade was grabbed by two goons.
When other SL comrades sought to move
to his defense they were grabbed by
RSLers in the audience. Finally the SL
succeeded in leaving the meeting hall.

It is laughable for the RSLtonowpat
itself on the back for its alleged "great
restraint,” and ludicrous to charge that
the SLers who protested the suppres-
sion of their views "tried to take con-
trol of the meeting themselves." But
what is most absurd is the RSL's
attempt to foist off on the working-
class movement a new "theory" of
workers democracy. The Torch treats
us to an exposition of this "theory™:
"The sponsoring organization may de-
cide to allow opponent tendencies to
speak at its forums. If so, it will also
reserve the right to decide how many
representatives of those tendencies
may speak." This is simply absurd!
Supporters of the Spartacist League
have the same rights as any other mem-
ber of the working-class public. If the
RSL wishes to hold politically mono-
lithic harangues in meeting halls it is
free to do so, but it can hardly claim
that the "discussion periods" of its
"public forums" partake of the principle
of "workers democracy"™ when RSLers
who have already spoken are recognized
in the discussion while SLers whohave
not spoken are not.

Nor is this bizarre "theory" a local
aberration. In Los Angeles the RSL
has announced that only two SL support-
ers will be permitted to speak in any

RSL forum regardless of how many
SLers are present wishing to speak.
In Chicago the SL was compelled to
walk out of a forum where the RSL in-
sisted on allowing only one oppositional
speaker from the several groupspres-
ent and then moved to physically exclude
a member of the Revolutionary Socialist
Group who protested this fraudulent
"interpretation” of workers democra-
cy. In Detroit the SL had previously
sent a formal protest to the RSL over
similar incidents.

Political cowards will always seek
to hide behind bureaucratism and ulti-
mately physical intimidation. The rot-
ting corpse of the Workers League
stands as a harbinger of thingstocome
for the RSL. The Workers League,
having stifled all internal political life
and consistently "protected” its mem-
bership from exposure to external crit-
icism by excluding opponent tendencies
from its "public" meetings, is now left
with the empty shell of an organization
as the vast majority of its experienced
and leading cadres have dropped out
into apolitical cynicism. Unable to de-
fend its positions in free and open
political discussion, the RSL seems
anxious to embark upon the same
voyage o0f ever more blatant
bureaucratism.

In contrast, the Spartacist League
is justly proud of its long and unblem-
ished history of defense of workers
democracy. In the Detroit area, for ex-
ample, serious militants will recall the
SL’'s vigorous efforts to bring about a
united front of all left groups to defend
salesmen of left periodicals against
UAW bureaucrat goons following the
Mack Avenue wildcat. The Detroit SL
was also the initiator of a united-front
demonstration in defense of the impris-
oned far-left militants in Chile. The
Detroit SL is currently engaged in a
vigorous campaign to defend Progres-
sive Labor supporters at Wayne State
University against administration har-
assment. Such examples give the lie to
the: Torch's claim that the SL is inter-
ested simply in "invoking [workers
democracy] in its own defense.” Butlet
us make this clear: we are interested
in invoking workers democracy on our
own behalf too. We reassert the right
of our comrades toparticipate inforum
discussions on an equal footing with
everyone else. m
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Oppose Zionist Expansionism!

Israeli Trotskyists Gall for
Workers Revolution

Editors' Note: The following is a leaf=
letdistributed by the Spartacistnucleus
in Israel at a June 5 demonstration in
Jerusalem protesting the Zionist occu~
pation of Avab tervitovies in the 1967
war.

As every year since the 1967 War
the left groups are holding a demon-
stration against the occupation [of Arab
territories). But this year the demon-
stration is taking place against the
background of a governmental crisis,
already several months old, the results
of the recent [October]| war and the ef-
forts to arrange an imperialist deal.

The last elections for the Knesset,
which took place in December 1973,
proved that the Ma'arakh [the coalition
of the Zionist "labor" parties]hasbeen
weakened—receiving only 54 represen-
tatives (in the previous elections they
received 58)—and the strength of the
Gahal [the rightist Zionist bloc headed
by Menachim Begin] increased. This
vote reflected a lack of confidence in
the government, which was seen as in-
efficient in organizing the war. The
governmental crisis isoccurringunder
pressure from American imperialism
to retreat from the Sinai and from the
Syrian Heights.

The usual partner of the Ma'arakh
for its coalition governments, the
Mafdal [the National Religious Party],
prefers not to participate in the new

Rabin government but rather tosetupa -

"wall-to-wall" coalition with the Likud
[a rightist bloc which includes the
Gahal]. As in 1956, under the pressure
of American imperialism to retreat
from the "Third Israeli Kingdom" (Ben
Gurion's expression), the present line
of division between the different wings
of Zionism runs between those who ac-
cept retreat under U.S. government
pressure (to be sure, giving up aslittle
territory as possible)—the wing rep-
resented by Rabin and his possible
partners in the next government, the
Independent Liberals and the Civil
Rights Movement (the liberal bour-
geoisie)—and those who oppose any kind
of retreat, the Likud-Mafdal, who pin
their hopes on the replacement of Nixon
by the Meany/Jackson wing of the Dem-
ocratic Party.

The Terrorist Action at Ma'alot
Pushed the Jewish Masses
into Begin's Arms

The terrorist action at Ma'alot, for
which the DPFLP [Democratic Popular
Front for the Liberation of Palestine]
took responsibility, was the result of a
desire to hit at the present imperialist
deal, and that after Hawatmeh declar-
ing three months ago his desire for a
"peace" (i.e., capitulation to imperial-
ism)., This action pushed the Jewish
masses into the arms of the Gahal and
gave the Israeli government an excuse
for its mass murder in the Palestinian
camps of Lebanon.

As Leninists, the international Spar-
tacist tendency of course opposes the
imperialist deal and supports the right
of self-determination for the Palestin-
ian Arab nation. But a new reactionary
war could not obtain the right of self-
determination for the Palestinian Arab
nation; only a proletarian revolution in
the Near East under the leadership of
a multi-national Bolshevik party [can
accomplish this].

As Leninists we are prepared to
give military support to the Palestin~
ian masses, even when they are temp-
orarily under petty-bourgeocis leader-
ship, if this leadership will undertake
independent struggle against the Zion-
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ist state or the Hashemites, or the
other Arab states. But we cannot defend
in any way measures such as hijacking
or murdering of children—even when
the Israeli government has a heavy
responsibility in this matter as well,
by refusing to exchange the political
prisoners for the children. Not even
the Israeli government's vicious mass
murder in the Lebanese Palestinian
camps can provide any retroactive
justification for the terrorist action
at Ma'alot.

The War and the Israeii Left

The new situation, in which the
Egyptian bourgeoisie has become a
serious competitor with Zionism as the
keeper of imperialist orderinthe area,
must lead to repercussions not only
among the supporters of Rakah [the
pro-Moscow Communist Party] whobe-
lieved in the myth of a "non-capitalist
road®” in Egypt, but also among all mil-
itants of organizations suchasMatzpen
(Marxist), Matzpen (Tel Aviv) and
Struggle, which consider themselves
revolutionary while holding the over-
simplified theory that the Zionists are
the imperialist fortress in the area
against the Arab nations. This theory
is used to help them justify their sup-
port to the Arab bourgeoisie in thelast
war. Among all the left groups only
Workers Alliance (Vanguard) correctly
defined the character of the last war as
a reactionary war on both sides. But
this fact is explained as a result of be-
ing influenced by Zionist pressure in-
stead of that of the Arab bourgeoisie.
This was proved by its refusal to adopt
the internationalist position of turning
the reactionary war into a civil war,
turning the Jewish workers against
Zionism and the Arab workers against
the Arab bourgeoisie. By this act [the
Workers Alliance] proved to be part of
the same camp of those who block the
way of the working class to reach
Marxism.

Pacifist lilusions and
Anti-Fascist Hysteria

The new situation in the area, which
has resulted in the growth of pacifist
illusions on the one hand and the
strengthening of the [rightist] bour-
geois Gahal party in Israel on the
other, has caused the left groups to
oscillate between chasing after pacifist
illusions and hysteria, seeing the dan-
ger of fascism everywhere. No matter
to which side they are pushed, theyare
serving the Rakah and the petty-
bourgeois leadership of the Palestin-
ian and Jewish protest movements.

Rakah is connected with the Russian
bureaucracy, which believes that
"peaceful coexistence" is possible with
imperialism, and has asitsperspective
support for the Zionist wing which
agrees to go to the Geneva talks (Ma'-
arakh). It leads the anti-fascist hyste-
ria, arguing that whoever opposes the
imperialist deal is responsible Jor the
fascist danger in Israel.

But Gahal is not a fascist party,
and its strengthening is the reflection
of the increasing hold of the Zionist
bourgeoisie over the Zionist petty
bourgeoisie. There is nofascist danger
today in Israel. Fascism, a movement
of petty-bourgeois despair, can appear
only in a situation of social crisis, not
merely a governmental crisisasnowin
Israel, in a situation in whichthe work-
ing class is advancing but blocked by
its traitorous leadership. In such a
situation, the petty bourgeoisie turnsto
fascism against the working class.

We need only recall that [Jewish

‘ DAVIb RU;?INGER
Israeli Premier Yitzhak Rabin

Defense League leader Meir] Kahane's
slate received only 0.8 percent in the
elections to be convinced that there is
no fascist danger in Israel. What is
more, if there were a fascist danger,
no wing of Zionism could stop it, only
the independent mobilization of the
working class, only the workers mil-
itias could play this role.

The Struggle group has since the
war remained firm in its Stalinist pol-
itics by supporting the new imperialist
re-division of Palestine as "a stepfor-
ward." So also did Matzpen (Tel Aviv).
The Matzpen (Marxist) group is con-
nected with the revisionists of the
United Secretariat, which for yearshas
tailed after Nasserism and the petty-
bourgeois Palestinian leadership (Ha~
watmeh) as part of the strategy of petty-
bourgeois guerrillaism. (Guerrilla war
is certainly not the proletarian path.)
With the appearance of the Jewishpro-
test movement, under the leadership of
Moti Ashkenazi and with the slogans
of "Ministerial Responsibility”™ and
"Removal of Those Responsible for the
Failure," [Matzpen (Marxist)] jumped
onto this bandwagon.

Tailing after the leadership of this

pettv-bourgeois movement, it published .

the shameless leaflet entitled "Moti,
Be Careful," in which it spreadillusions

Palestinian refugee camp

Hebrew/Arab

about the possible "progressive® char-
acter of the movement instead of strug-
gling sharply against the protest move-
ment leaders in order tobring potential
militants into the revolutionary move-
ment (which requires propagandizing
the full revolutionary program). Why
should any sane person join a grouplet
like Matzpen if he can be a member of
a mass "progressive"” movement?

The political line which guides this
group [Matzpen (Marxist)], expressed
in its action proposal for the June 5
demonstration [against the occupation
of Arab territories], is cooperation
with the liberal bourgeoisie (Moked, Ha
Olamhaze) utilizing the argument of the
"fascist danger.” This line is, of
course, the line of the "anti-fascist
front,” i.e., the popular front. The only
reason why [Matzpen (Marxist)] does
not already have support for or entry
into a popular front on its recordisthe
political situation in Israel and not its
political line. It is a fact thatitaccepts
the [Front Communiste Révolu-
tionnaire] in France as a model, while
the [FCR] supports the popular front
of Mitterrand.

The Workers Alliance (Vanguard)
is doing its part to spread pacifist il-
lusions by publishing the leaflet "Let's
Hear the Voice of the Youth for a Truly
Just Peace Between Nations."™ This
Stalinist formulation hides from the
working class the fact that peace is
possible only after the working class
takes power. In the center of its pro-
paganda is the organization of a re-
formist labor party and a democratic
constituent assembly as the solution to
national oppression, an approach which
is nothing but open Menshevism imply-
ing the possibility of a bourgeois solu-
tion to the national question.

Lately, it has jumpedinto the swamp
of "Arab revolution” theories, the horse
whose tail it is grabbing being Habash
(PFLP) in contrast to Matzpen (Marx~ .
ist) which was tailing Hawatmeh
[DPFLP]. These two "Trotskyist"
groups together are ready to spread
any kind of illusion, but not to raise
the central issue of the unification of
the working class against the state
power. Behind the pacifist illusions
that the left (from Rakah to Vanguard)
is spreading hides the danger of a new
war that no kind of halfway measures,
no kind of class collaboration will be
able to avoid. Only the united struggle
of the Arab and Jewish working class
under the leadership of a multi~national
proletarian vanguard party, which will
take power in all the Near Eastern
countries and which will build a Near
Eastern socialist federation as a part
of a socialist world, can put an end to

continued on page 5
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Canada:

NDP Must Break with Liberals

On May 8 the minority Liberal Party
government of Canadian Prime Minis~
ter Elliot Trudeau was toppled when it
lost a vote of confidence in parliament
by a vote of 137 to123. Joining hands to
bring down the Trudeau government
over the issue of the 1974 budget were
the Canadian Tory party, the Progres-
sive Conservatives and the small
social-democratic Canadian laborpar-
ty, the New Democratic Party.

New federal elections for the Cana-
dian parliament are scheduled for
July 8, and pose the question of what
attitude communists shouldtake toward
these elections, and especially toward
the candidates of the NDP.

The last federal elections in Canada,
which took place over 18 months ago,
presented the New Democrats for the
first time in their history with thebal-
ance of power inparliament. The Liber-
als won 109 seats tothe Conservatives'
107 and the NDP's 31 in the 264-seat
House. The NDP, true to its reformist,
social-democratic perspectives,
promptly entered into a tacit alliance
with the Liberals, trading its supportto
the Trudeau government for minor con-
cessions on such things as welfare
spending, price controls on oil, etc.

All along the aim of the NDP was to

maneuver for petty reforms, while
proving its respectability to the bour-
geoisie by not bringing down the gov-
ernment. As NDP leader David Lewis
candidly remarked,

"You cannot condemn the government
for some of those things that you feel
you ought to condemn it, in a way in
which you'd like to do it, when you're
refusing to vote it out of office."”
—Labor Challenge, 10 June1974

In fact, the only occasions on which

_the NDP opposed the Liberals were

those instances when it was clear that
the Liberals and PCs would vote to-
gether, thus allowing the New Demo-
crats to vote against the government for
purposes of publicity and image-
building without bringing it down. Hence
the NDP broke with the Liberals toop-
pose a measure granting tax conces-
sions to corporations, over a bill deal-
ing with housing mortgages and legisla-
tion breaking the railway strike (after
the NDP collaborated in draftingiti?).

The NDP Must Repudiate Its
Bloc with the Liberals

While the NDP has been busy over

" the last 18 months in keeping Trudeau

Letter to an RMG Supporter:

Origins of the "New

[Dear Comrade,]

Since being back in Toronto I've had
a chance to reread Mandel's pamphlet
*The Leninist Theory of Organization”
with a view to corresponding with you
about our discussion of it. In this let-
ter I'll try to outline my conclusions.

Lenin's theory of organizationis the
theory of the necessity of the creation
of a party of professional revolution-
aries, welded to the proletariat, with
the political programme of the pro-
letariat—revolutionary Marxism. Le-
nin holds that this party must raise
its programme in every partial strug-
gle of the working class, and other
oppressed sections of society; and fight
for hegemony for itself and its pro-
gramme in those struggles.

*, ..our task, the taskof Social Democ-

racy, is to combat spontaneity andto...
bring [the working class ‘movement]
under the wing of revolutionary Social
Democracy."”

—V.l. Lenin, What Is to Be Done?

Although Lenin's theory of con-
sciousness clearly understands that
the working class is composed of-many
different layers, with differing levels
of political consciousness, there are
only two essential categories in his
theory of organization—the party and
the masses. The struggle for prole-
tarian revolutionis precisely the strug-
gle of the revolutionary party for the
leadership of the masses.

Mandel, however, in "The Leninist
Theory of Organization™ has a funda-
mentally different model of the working
class. He describes three distinct cat-
egories: the party, the advanced work-
ers, and the masses....It is theinter-
mediary category of "advanced
workers" which is peculiar toMandel's
analysis.

" ..The category of advanced workers
...is a function of their distinct his-
torical origin, as well as their distinct
position in the social process of pro-
duction and their distinct class con-
sciousness...”

~E. Mandel, "Leninist Theory

of Organization,” p. 30

*Without the conscious intervention of
advanced workers, who inject tran-
sitional demands into the workers’
struggles, there can hardly be the ex-
perience of revolutionary struggles on

the part of broad masses, Without
the spreading of transitional demands
on the part of a revolutionary vanguard,
there can be no possibility of advanced
workers influencing strugglesinatruly
anti-capitalist sense."

—ibid., p. 18

Mandel's third category ("advanced
workers") is an entity distinct from
both the party and the rest ofthe class,
with its own "distinct class conscious-
ness,™ over which hegemony must{first
be won in order to be able to win
the working class to revolutionary ac-
tion. This conception lays the basis for
the theory of the "new mass vanguard”
or the "broad mass vanguard” or what-
ever its current designation.

Elsewhere in his document, how-
ever, Mandel also makes more "ortho-
dox" formulations. For instance, in
discussing the Bolsheviks' successful
seizure of state power, we read that:
. ..the crystallization of a revolution-
ary workers cadre schooled in two
decades of revolutionary organization
and revolutionary activity was instru-
mental in making this decisive stra-
tegic turn [the struggle for the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat] a success”
(ibid., p. 12).

But what was the role of the dis-
tinct social grouping of "advanced
workers" with their own "distinct class
consciousness” in all of this??

The Leninist conception of the cen-
trality of the struggle for programmatic
clarity in the revolutionary movement
is based on the understanding that to
the extent that one's programme is
not that of revolutionary Marxism it is
bourgeois.

"Cnly snort sighted people can consider

factional disputes and a strict differen-

tiation between shades of opinion in-
opportune or superfluous. The fate of

Russian Social Democracy for very

many years to come may depend onthe

streagthening of one or another

'shade’.”

—What Is to Be Done?

(No comment is required on the re-
cent withdrawal of the RMG [Revolu-
tionary Marxist  Group]from the sched-
uled debate with the Spartacist tenden-
¢y here in Toronto.)

Mandel does not share this concep-
tion. Rather he implicitly holds an
*empty vessel™ theory of programme

in power, it has also been replenishing
its campaign chest and preparing for
new elections at a time when it could
hope to increase its relative weight in
parliament. Thus the NDP vote of May 8
reflects not a repudiation of class-
collaborationist coalitionism, but is
simply a maneuver by Lewis and Co. to
improve their position in striking up a
new bargain with the bourgeoisie.

This is clearly revealed by the -

NDP's current campaign. The NDP
proudly presents its record as a model
of "making Parliament work,"” pointing
to minor concessions allegedly
nsqueezed" from the Liberals, such as
slightly increased old age pensions and
family allowances, an income tax cut,
controls on foreign investment, an ex-
port tax on o0il and a bill requiring
publication of sources of campaign con-
tributions ("Look What the NDP Has
Squeezed Out of Parliament,” NDP 1974
campaign pamphlet).

While the NDP's "corridor coali-
tion™ with the Liberals has notbeenthe
focus of an organized opposition within
the Canadian labor movement, thereis,
nevertheless, widespread disgruntle-
ment with Lewis' craven capitulationto
the Liberals. Indicative of this was the

opposition of NDP MP (Member of
Parliament) John Rodriguez, from the
nickel-belt riding in Northern Ontario,
to the NDP-Liberal coalition, Rodri-
guez twice broke party discipline to
support motions condemning the gov-
ernment (Toronto Globe and Mail, 5
June 1974). In addition, reflecting a
more general disgruntlement with the
NDP, the number of local unions af-
filiated to the party has tumbled from
809 to 743 over the past twoyears.
The Spartacist League urges apolicy
of conditional opposition to the NDP
in the current elections until suchtime
as the NDP repudiates its past prac-
tice of entering into a tacit coalition
government with the Liberals., While it
is true that the NDP has not formed an
electoral bloc with the Liberals and is
in fact running candidates against the
Liberals, it is equally true that it
is doing this in order to better its
parliamentary position againstthe Lib-
erals—~only in order to be in a better
bargaining position to form a new tacit
coalition. (If Lewis is successful inhis
maneuver and significantly increases
the number of NDP seats he might even
be able to force Trudeau into a coali-
tion government, an authentic popular
front between bourgeois and workers

Mass Vanguard”

to be true for the "advanced workers";
i.e. to the extent that 1s "distince
class consciousness™ (programme) is
not Trotskyist it is "incomplete.” Thus
Mandel tells us that a revolutionary's
orientation towards "advanced work-
ers”...should be to try tospread some
transitional demands among them. A
Leninist orientation towards those
workers is to wage a hard political
struggle to winthem toour programme,
the Transitional Program, while engag-
ing in joint activity with them to fight
for the immediate needs of the class.
(Mandel however, unlike Lenin, con-
siders those who believe that "only
those who accept our doctrine are
revolutionary™ to be "extreme sec-
tarians™ ("Leninist Theory of Organi-
zation," p. 13)....

The Spartacist tendency does nottry
to "fuse" with "the advanced workers"
(or the "new mass vanguard") as ablob.
Rather we seek, through hard political
struggle, to polarize these hetero-
geneous layers and win the best ele-
ments to our programme (i.e., to in-
corporate them into our party). Mandel
and the USec [the fake-Trotskyist
"United Secretariat of the Fourth Inter-
national,” of which the RMG is a sym-
pathizing organization], however, in
their constant search for some instru-
ment of revolution besides a Trotsky-
ist party (the Communist Parties, the
[Algerian] FLN, Castro, the [South
Vietnamese| NLF, the New Mass Van-
guard, etc.) seek an "organic union”
with the advanced workers. This is
reflected in the different types of
trade union caucuses which are sup-
ported by the Spartacist League/US
and the RMG. Compare our article
*Class Struggle inthe Phone Company,”
Women and Revolution No. 5 with B.
Smiley's article on the Post Office in
0ld Mole No. 10.

In real life "advanced workers"
are not at all a homogeneous layer
but concretely are composed of Stalin-
ists, Maoists, Social Democrats, trade
unionists, etc. The role of Trotskyists
in relation to these elements is to
seek to split elements of them from
their false programmes and construct
a Bolshevik leadership—not [as Mandel
suggests] to be helpfully suggesting
"transitional demands" totheminorder
tha. the "broad mass struggles” can

be extended "beyond the level of im-
mediate demands™:

"The development of revolutionary

class consciousness among the broad

masses is possible only if they accu-
mulate experiences of struggles that
are not only limited to the winning of
partial demands within the framework
of capitalism. The gradual injection
of these demands into mass struggles
can come about only through the efforts
of a broad layer of advanced workers
who are closely linked to the masses
and who disseminate and publicize these
demands..."
—"Leninist Theory of
Organization,” p. 17

This is not the Lenmnist method of
winning the masses to revolutionary
class consciousness. The "gradual in-
jection" of "transitional demands"” is
really only the old economist s---
dressed up innew "Trotskyist"” clothes.
Trotskyists donot suggest "appropriate
transitional demands"-—we raise the
communist programme for our era—
the Transitional Program. We seek
to construct a revolutionary leadership
for the working class by winning the
most advanced workers to that pro-
gramme. As a comrade in the RMG
recently remarked to me: "The Tran-
sitional Program is not a tool kit—
it's a tool!™ When Mandel ridicules
"those who learn by heart a list of
such demands culled from Lenin and
Trotsky" he is talking about those who
raise the Transitional Program. In-
stead of having to get by on the stale,
old Transitional Program Mandel is
prepared to dish up some of the "new"
and "creative®™ Marxism that brought
us Castro the ™unconscious Marxist,”
i.e. the "creative™ liquidation of the
Trotskyist programme in favour of tail-
ing whatever motion already exists.

Our criticisms of Mandel's pamphlet
demonstrate both our fundamental po-
litical differences with the United Sec~
retariat over the role of the Trotskyist
party in making proletarian revolution
and the profoundly revisionist charac-
ter of that entire rotten bloc which is
the USec. .

If you reread What Is to Be Done?
and compare it to the "Leninist The-
ory of Organization™ I'm confident
that you will conclude that whatever
the merits of Mandel's theory of or-
ganization, it is not Lénin's.... ®

Tom
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Oppose Zionist Expansionism!

Israeli Trotskyists Call for Hebrew/Arab
Workers Revolution

Editors’ Note: The following is a leaf-
letdistributed by the Spartacistnucleus
in Isvael at a June 5 demonstration in
Jerusalem protesting the Zionist occu~-
pation of Avab tervitories in the 1967
wavy.

As every year since the 1967 War
the left groups are holding a demon-
stration against the occupation [of Arab
territories]. But this year the demon-
stration is taking place against the
background of a governmental crisis,
already several months old, the results
of the recent [October| war and the ef-
forts to arrange an imperialist deal.

The last elections for the Knesset,
which took place in December 1973,
proved that the Ma'arakh [the coalition
of the Zionist "labor™ parties|hasbeen
weakened—receiving only 54 represen-
tatives (in the previous elections they
received 56)—and the strength of the
Gahal [the rightist Zionist bloc headed
by Menachim Begin] increased. This
vote reflected a lack of confidence in
the government, which was seen as in-
efficient in organizing the war. The
governmental crisis isoccurringunder
pressure from American imperialism
to retreat from the Sinai and from the
Syrian Heights.

The usual partner of the Ma'arakh
for its coalition governments, the
Mafdal [the National Religious Party],
prefers not to participate in the new

Rabin government but rather tosetupa

"wall-to-wall" coalition with the Likud
[a rightist bloc which includes the
Gahall. As in 1956, under the pressure
of American imperialism to retreat
from the "Third Israeli Kingdom" (Ben
Gurion's expression), the present line
of division between the different wings
of Zionism runs between those who ac-
cept retreat under U.S. government
pressure (to be sure, giving up as little
territory as possible)—the wing rep-
resented by Rabin and his possible
partners in the next government, the
Independent Liberals and the Civil
Rights Movement (the liberal bour-
geoisie)—and those who oppose any kind
of retreat, the Likud-Mafdal, who pin
their hopes on the replacement of Nixon
by the Meany/Jackson wing of the Dem-
ocratic Party.

The Terrorist Action at Ma'alot
Pushed the Jewish Masses
into Begin's Arms

The terrorist action at Ma'alot, for
which the DPFLP [Democratic Popular
Front for the Liberation of Palestine]
took responsibility, was the result of a
desire to hit at the present imperialist
deal, and that after Hawatmeh declar-
ing three months ago his desire for a
"peace" (i.e., capitulation to imperial-
ism). This action pushed the Jewish
masses into the arms of the Gahal and
gave the Israeli government an excuse
for its mass murder in the Palestinian
camps of Lebanon.

As Leninists, the international Spar-
tacist tendency of course opposes the
imperialist deal and supports the right
of self-determination for the Palestin-
ian Arab nation. But a new reactionary
war could not obtain the right of self-
determination for the Palestinian Arab
nation; only a proletarian revolution in
the Near East under the leadership of
a multi-national Bolshevik party [can
accomplish this],

As Leninists we are prepared to
give military support to the Palestin-
ian masses, even when they are temp-
orarily under petty-bourgeois leader-
ship, if this leadership will undertake
independent struggle against the Zion-
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ist state or the Hashemites, or the
other Arab states. But we cannot defend
in any way measures such as hijacking
or murdering of children—even when
the Israeli government has a heavy
responsibility in this matter as well,
by refusing to exchange the political

. prisoners for the children. Not even

the Israeli government's vicious mass
murder in the Lebanese Palestinian
camps can provide any retroactive
justification for the terrorist action
at Ma'alot.

The War and the Israeli Left

The new situation, in which the
Egyptian bourgeoisie has become a
serious competitor with Zionism as the
keeper of imperialist orderinthe area,
must lead to repercussions not only
among the supporters of Rakah [the
pro-Moscow Communist Party ] whobe-
lieved in the myth of a "non-capitalist
road" in Egypt, but also among all mil-
itants of organizations suchas Matzpen
(Marxist), Matzpen (Tel Aviv) and
Struggle, which consider themselves
revolutionary while holding the over-
simplified theory that the Zionists are
the imperialist fortress in the area
against the Arab nations. This theory
is used to help them justify their sup-
port to the Arab bourgeoisie in the last
war. Among all the left groups only
Workers Alliance (Vanguard) correctly
defined the character of the last war as
a reactionary war on both sides. But
this fact is explained as a result of be-
ing influenced by Zionist pressure in-
stead of that of the Arab bourgeoisie.
This was proved by its refusal toadopt
the internationalist position of turning
the reactionary war into a civil war,
turning the Jewish workers against
Zionism and the Arab workers against
the Arab bourgeoisie. By this act [the
Workers Alliance] proved to be part of
the same camp of those who block the
way of the working class to reach
Marxism.

Pacifist Illusions and
Anti-Fascist Hysteria

The new situation in the area, which
has resulted in the growth of pacifist
illusions on the one hand and the
strengthening of the [rightist] bour-
geois Gahal party in Israel on the
other, has caused the left groups to
oscillate between chasing after pacifist
illusions and hysteria, seeing the dan-
ger of fascism everywhere, No matter
to which side they are pushed, they are
serving the Rakah and the petty-
bourgeois leadership of the Palestin-
ian and Jewish protest movements.

Rakah is connected with the Russian
bureaucracy, which believes that
"peaceful coexistence" is possible with
imperialism, and has as its perspective
support for the Zionist wing which
agrees 1o go to the Geneva talks (Ma'-
arakh). It leads the anti-fascist hyste-
ria, arguing that whoever opposes the
imperialist deal is responsible for the
fascist danger in Israel.

But Gahal is not a fascist party,
and its strengthening is the reflection
of the increasing hold of the Zionist
bourgeoisie over the Zionist petty
bourgeoisie. There is nofascist danger
today in Israel. Fascism, a movement
of petty-bourgeois despair, can appear
only in a situation of social crisis, not
merely a governmental crisisasnowin
Israel, in a situation in whichthe work-
ing class is advancing but blocked by
its traitorous leadership. In such a
situation, the petty bourgeoisie turnsto
fascism against the working class.

We need only recall that [Jewish

=
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Israeli Premier Yitzhak Rabin

Defense League leader Meir] Kahane's
slate received only 0.8 percent in the
elections to be convinced that there is
no fascist danger in Israel. What is
more, if there were a fascist danger,
no wing of Zionism could stop it, only
the independent mobilization of the
working class, only the workers mil-
itias could play this role.

The Struggle group has since the
war remained firm in its Stalinist pol-
itics by supporting the new imperialist
re-division of Palestine as "a stepfor-
ward." So also did Matzpen (Tel Aviv).
The Matzpen (Marxist) group is con-
nected with the revisionists of the
United Secretariat, which foryearshas
tailed after Nasserism and the petty-
bourgeois Palestinian leadership (Ha-
watmeh) as part of the strategy of petty-
bourgeois guerrillaism. (Guerrilla war
is certainly not the proletarian path.)
With the appearance of the Jewishpro-
test movement, under the leadership of
Moti Ashkenazi and with the slogans
of "Ministerial Responsibility” and
"Removal of Those Responsible for the
Failure," [Matzpen {Marxist)] jumped
onto this bandwagon.

Tailing after the leadership of this

pettv-bourgeois movement, it published .

the shameless leaflet entitled "Moti,
Be Careful,” in which it spreadillusions

Palestinian refugee camp

about the possible "progressive” char-
acter of the movement instead of strug-
gling sharply against the protest move-
ment leaders in order tobring potential
militants into the revolutionary move-
ment (which requires propagandizing
the full revolutionary program). Why
should any sane person join a grouplet
like Matzpen if he can be a member of
a mass "progressive" movement?

The political line which guides this
group [Matzpen (Marxist)], expressed
in its action proposal for the June 5
demonstration [against the occupation
of Arab territories], is cooperation
with the liberal bourgeoisie (Moked, Ha
Olamhaze) utilizing the argument of the
"fascist danger."” This line is, of
course, the line of the "anti-fascist
front," i.e., the popular front. The only
reason why [Matzpen (Marxist)] does
not already have support for or entry
into a popular front on its recordisthe
political situation in Israel and not its
political line. It is a fact thatitaccepts
the [Front Communiste Révolu-
tionnaire] in France as a model, while
the [FCR] supports the popular front
of Mitterrand.

The Workers Alliance (Vanguard)
is doing its part to spread pacifist il-
lusions by publishing the leaflet "Let's
Hear the Voice of the Youth for a Truly
Just Peace Between Nations."™ This
Stalinist formulation hides from the .
working class the fact that peace is
possible only after the working class
takes power. In the center of its pro-
paganda is the organization of a re-
formist labor party and a democratic
constituent assembly as the solution to
national oppression, an approach which
is nothing but open Menshevism imply-
ing the possibility of a bourgeois solu-
tion to the national question.

Lately, it has jumped into the swamp
of "Arab revolution” theories, the horse
whose tail it is grabbing being Habash
(PFLP) in contrast to Matzpen (Marx-
ist) which was tailing Hawatmeh
[DPFLP]. These two "Trotskyist”
groups together are ready to spread
any kind of illusion, but not to raise
the central issue of the unification of
the working class against the state
power. Behind the pacifist illusions
that the left (from Rakah to Vanguard)
is spreading hides the danger of a new
war that no kind of halfway measures,
no kind of class collaboration will be
able to avoid. Only the united struggle
of the Arab and Jewish working class
under the leadership of a multi-national
proletarian vanguard party, which will
take power in all the Near Eastern
countries and which will build a Near
Eastern socialist federation as a part
of a socialist world, can put an end to

continued on page 5
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parties—in which he can "squeeze"
even more.)

By adhering to a perspective of
coalitionism, the NDP effectively
throws up an absolute barrier to adopt-
ing any policies opposedto the interests
of its bourgeois Liberal allies.

But for Lewis and Co., coalition with
the Liberals acts as a buffer, pro-
tecting the NDP brass from demands
by the ranks to carry out policies in
the interests of labor. To any serious
demand for aclass-struggle policy they
would logically reply, "But that would
be unacceptable to our coalition part-
ners and would bring down the govern-
ment." And they are right. It is for
this reason that popular fronts, even
though often accompanied by an up-
surge in mass struggle, tie the workers
to the class enemy and represent a
barrier to the emancipation of the
working class instead of a step for-
ward. This is the tragic lesson of Chile.

Militants in the Canadian trade un-
ions must take up the fight to pass mo-
tions in their locals demanding that
the NDP repudiate its past practice of
coalitionism as a condition for labor
support in the elections. Only those
NDP candidates who repudiate and
promise to vote against the NDP-
Liberal "corridor coalition™ should be
given labor support in the current
election. While the NDP remains de-
pendent upon the unions for both elec-
toral and financial support, its practice
of coalitionism undercuts the very
principle of independent working-class
political action.

LSA, RMG Call for Votes to
New Democrats

Two ostensibly Trotskyist organi-
zations in Canada, the League for
Socialist Action/Ligue Socialiste
Ouvridre (LSA/LSO), sympathetic to
the reformist Socialist Workers Party
in the U.S., and the Revolutionary
Marxist Group, sympathetic to the
SWP's factional opponents within the
"United Secretariat™ (the European ma-
jority of Mandel and Frank), both urge
a policy of "critical support™ to the
NDP in the elections.

At the same time, while neither of
these two tendencies has in the past
found it expedient to comment upon the
NDP-Liberal bloc in their respective
presses, both now denounce this coali-
tion in a ritualistic manner. Hence,
after sarcastically wondering why the
NDP "was so proud to be the sole prop
of the Liberals,” the RMG hastens to
add, "But one should not judge these
gentlemen on the basis of past associa-
tions alone" (Old MoleElection Special,
June 1974).

One can easily understand why the
RMG would not want to judge the NDP
"on the basis of past associations
alone"—because if you judge from the
New Democrats' actions in the last
year and a half, then the RMG is in
effect calling for votes for a new "cor-
ridor coalition™ or worse! But where
is the evidence that the NDP leader-
ship has in any way changed its orien~
tation and broken from the Liberals
and coalitionism? There is none. Lewis’
intentions to continue in this path are
blatantly obvious from his campaign,
which is based on his achievements in
"squeezing™ Trudeau for the last 18
months.

The LSAforitspartismore graphic:

"In the federal parliament, the NDP
caucus kept the Liberals in office fora
year and a half. They supported in-
creases in the price of oil; they called
on railway workers to obey the gov-
" ernment's strikebreaking law; they
voted for legislation to maintain the
army and police forces. They subor-
dinated the independence of labor to
'making parliament work'—while even
Lewis admits that big business, not
parliament, rules Canada.”
—Labor Challenge, 10 June 1974

But for the LSA this is simply a "mis-
take."™ Hence they have written a long
article on "Why NDP Erredin Support-
ing Liberals.®

Both the RMG and the LSA are run-
ning candidates in the current elections.
What is striking is the similarity of
the programs of these twofactional op-
ponents withinthe "United Secretariat,”
and the fact that these two affiliates of
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the purportedly "democratic centralist”
USec (the LSA is the official section,
the RMG a sympathizing organization)
have maintained an utter silence about
each other's campaigns.

The RMG, of course, triestoproject
a "leftist" image. "For the Working
Class There Are No Parliamentary
Solutions!" bellows the Qld Mole Elec-
tion Special. But the electoral program
of these international partisans of
"armed struggle" turns out to be no
more than a hodgepodge of militant
trade-union demands spiced up with a
few slogans lifted from the Transitional
Program, capped by the RMG's vague
"maximum program”—a"revolutionary
transformauon ui vanadlan society " and
the need "to re-orient the labour move-
ment towards socialist objectives:
that is, the exercise of political power
by the working class andthe creation of
a socialized, planned economy" (0l
Mole Election Special, June 1974 [orig-
inal emphasis]). To top it all off, the
RMG issued an election disclaimer dis-
sociating itself from the Stalinist va-
rieties of m"socialism"™ in the Soviet
Union and Eastern Europe, while curi-
ously "neglecting”to add that it stands
for unconditional military defense
of the deformed workers states in the
face of imperialist attack. RMG can-
didate Bret Smiley justified this at a
press conference, stating that defense
of the USSR was not "posed" at this
time and justified the disclaimer by
pointing to Toronto's large East Euro-
pean population who would misunder-
stand the call for socialism. The most
generous thing that can be said of this
young man and his close supporters is
that someday they will likely be promi-
nent leaders in the NDP—a la Willy
Brandt.

Amusingly enough, the RMG's os-
tensible rivals for the mantle of Pab-
loite revisionism in Canada, the LSA,
managed to come up with an electoral
program, which while not qualitatively
different than that advanced by the
RMG, was nonetheless in some aspects
to the left of the RMG's. Thus, the
RMG speaks vaguely of the need to
"re-orient the labour movement to-
wards socialist objectives,” just like
any self-respecting Sunday socialist of
the Second International. For Lenin
and Trotsky the demand for workers
control was a slogan to mobilize the

workers for a struggle leading to the
seizure of power. But for the RMG,
workers control means only "No auto-
mation without full disclosure of the
plans to the workers before imple-
mentation”™ and "Workers veto power
over speed-up, changes in production
technique and automation.". The
LSA, however, at least calls 1or na-
tionalization of chemical, communica-
tions, food and transport industries
under workers control.

Yet the political bankruptcy of the
LSA is evident in its call to "Elect
an NDP Government,” when it is
perfectly aware that the current lead-
ership of the NDP is firmly committed
to the policy of forming a coalition
government with the bourgeoisie; is
firmly committed to subordinating the
independence of the labor movement to
"making parliament work.” The LSA
call for an NDP government committed
to socialistpolicies is not a call directed
at exposing the NDP as an obstacle to
the realization of the socialist revo-
lution, but reflects the illusion of the
LSA that the road to socialism lies
precisely through an NDP government
"committed to socialist policies.” In-
deed, the LSA reduces the Transitional
Program to approximately the same
watered-down forinulae advancedby the
RMG in the hope that they will prove
acceptable to any "left-wing" members
of the NDP and aid in pressuring a
rotten right-wing social-democratic
party to the left.

But in spite of the programmatic
eclecticism and opportunist intent of
both the RMG's and LSA's electoral
campaigns and in spite of their advo-
cacy of support to the NDP in the
current elections (notwithstanding the
NDP's policy of coalitionism with the
Liberals), the SL urges a policy of
highly critical supporttothe candidates
of these formations in the current
Canadian elections as they represent
an attempt to present an alternative,
wretched to be sure, to the explicit
class collaboration of the NDP.

One thing at least, these fake-Trot-
skyist groups do demonstrate: the ut-
terly unprincipled character of the
Mandel-Hansen "United" Secretariat
and the urgent necessity to construct
an authentic Canadian Trotskyist or-
ganization, section of the reborn Fourth
International. m

Continued from page 12

...UAW Convention

Edith Fox to the convention, called for
union reform and support for the Farm
Workers. However, it also endorsed
CLUW (Coalition of Labor Union Wo-
men), which is both highly bureau-
cratic (headed by former UAW vice
president Olga Madar) and anti-Farm
Worker (in order to appease the Team-
sters). The Fox group called for "30
for 40" and a labor party inits conven-
tion election campaign, but dropped both
of these demands in its campaign for
local office, during whichitjoinedforc-
es with an incumbent financial sec-
retary whom it had earlier criticized.

Phony Brotherhood Demonstration

A demonstration was called on the
first day of the convention, ostensibly
by the Brotherhood Caucus, which is
currently in power at Fremont General
Motors, and the UNC. This was strongly
supported in a special "auto supple-
ment" of the Call, paper of the Maoist
October League. However, when they
found that it was backed by "radicals,”
most of the UNC and Brotherhoodlead-
ers boycotted the demonstration. About
100 picketed.

According to the Call, one of the
purposes of the demonstration was to
raise the issue of layoffs. The Call
supplement opposes Woodcock's de-
mand for quotas on foreign imports,
despite the fact that the Brotherhood
leadership itself actively supports re-
actionary protectionist legislation!

This reflected a growing split inthe
Brotherhood. The elements supported

by the OL cling to the conception of
the Brotherhood as a "people power”
opposition, when in fact the latter is
simply a bureaucratic clique which no
longer has need of the hypocritical
"left" image that got it elected. The
Brotherhood played no active oppo-
sitional role on the convention floor.
‘I'ne demonstration was more of a
side show than a serious opposition
because of itslack of any real program-
matic alternatives. The organizers of
the demonstration refusedto allow sup-
porters of the Spartacist Leaguetojoin
the line, giving no grounds other than
hostility to the Spartacist League itself,
It was lett to the CMUAW toprovide
meaningful programmatic alternatives.
Members of the Committee picketed
with signs calling for a union hiring
hall to combat racial and sexual dis-
crimination, for international working-
class solidarity instead of import quo-
tas and a workers party to fight for a
workers government, The Committee
also supported the demand for a break
with the Histadrut, and called for vic-
tory to Arab and Israeli workers.

CP-Backed Caucus Votes for
Woodcock

The Auto Workers Action Caucus, a
newly-formed grouping backed by the
Communist Party, demonstrated con-
clusively that it is not any kind of oppo-
sition but a servile pressure group. In
opposing Woodcock's three-year term
proposal, Caucus chairman Lasker
Smith pointed out specifically that he
opposed the proposal but not the leader-
ship. In the elections for officers, both
Smith and Norman Roth, President of
Local 6 (Melrose Park, Illinois) and
another AWAC leader, voted for the
"Woodcock Team"! m

Continued from page 3

Israeli Trotskyists...

the national oppressionas well as break
the bloody chain of reactionary wars.

The National Question and the
Permanent Revolution

Despite the reactionary nature of the
Israeli state, it is clear that there
exists a group with a common culture,
common political economy and terri-
torial concentration which fulfill the
Marxist criteria for a nation. Recog-
nizing the right of seli-determination
for the Hebrew-speaking Jewish nation
(not all the Jews in the world) is
necessary to any democratic solution
of the national question.

The Palestinian nation must not pay
the price of the tragedy of fascism in
Europe, just as the Hebrew-speaking
nation must not pay the price of the
Zionist crimes. Two nations with the
same equal rights exist in the same
geographical territory. Any denial of
the equal rights of the two nations only
aids the spread of the nationalist poison.

Socialists must call for abi-national
workers state as part of a multi-
national socialist federation of the Near
East. But we cannot force this solu-
tion. The Arab and Jewish masses
must be convinced that this is the
correct answer. Andalthough Leninists
must argue that a solution of two
separate workers states would be fool-
ish and even reactionary, in the case
that the masses choose a solution of
two different workers states we would
support this as well. It is clearthat in
such a situation the Jewish workers
state would be smaller than the present
Zionist Israeli state.

At the same time Jewish workers
have a special responsibility, since
their ruling class is responsible for
the oppression of the Palestinian
masses, to demonstrate solidarity with
their Palestinian brothers through a
political struggle against the reign of
colonialism, racialism, religious na-
tionalism and territorial expansion.,
Any kind of economist approach which
avoids this struggle is the best help
that socialists can give to the Zionists
or Arab nationalism.

We must struggie against Arab na-
tionalism to the same extent as against
Zionist nationalism. As Leninists we
understand that the nationalism of the
Palestinians is a deformed expression
of opposition against national oppres-
sion, but any kind of nationalism is
reactionary because it hides the cutting
line between the classes, between the
oppressors and the oppressed. Any kind
of support for Arab nationalism is
simply supporting the oppression of the
Arab masses by their rulers.

The conclusions of the theory of
permanent revolution are completely
clear in the Near East. There is no
national solution under capitalism; a
truly democratic solution for the na-
tional oppression, not only of the Pal-
estinians but of the Kurds and the blacks
in south Sudan, is possible only under
a victorious proletarian revolution.
The struggle against national oppres-
sion must lead to a revolutionary over-
throw of capitalism., Any other ap-
proach, in the name of any kind of
"tactics,” is no more than a barrier
to the revolutionary path of the inter-
national working class.

DOWN WITH REACTIONARY ZIONIST
AND ARAB NATIONALISM!

FOR THE MULTI-NATIONAL BOL-
SHEVIK PARTY OF THE NEAR EAST!
FOR THE REBIRTH OF THE FOURTH
INTERNATIONAL!

FOR NATIONAL LIBERATION
THROUGH THE PERMANENT REVO-

LUTION:
FOR THE RIGHT OF SELF-
DETERMINATION OF THE PALES-

TINIAN ARAB NATION ANDTHE JEW-
ISH HEBREW-SPEAKING NATION.
FOR A BI-NATIONAL WORKERS
STATE IN PALESTINE!

FOR A MULTI-NATIONAL SOCIALIST
FEDERATION OF THE NEAR EAST.

18 May 1974
S



Vicious RU Attack on Union Militanis

Rumors are flying fast and thick
among U.S. Maoists nowadays. Two
years ago one group would accuse the
other of "waving the Red Book against
the Red Book." Now that the compiler
(Lin Piao) of the good book has been
unmasked as a secret agent of "So-
viet fascist social imperialism” and a
purveyor of Confucius Thought, the
pages of the Maoist press, particularly
the Guardian and Revolution, are filled
with charges of "PL mentality" and
of outright Trotskyism,

What is going on? It would be diffi-
cult for even an insider to figure out,
since the Stalinist idea of political
"discussion™ consists of boundless in-
nuendo and slander. Rather thanpoliti-
cal struggle to draw the line between
revolutionary Marxism and various re-
formist and centrist fakers, the heirs of
the liquidator of the Communist Inter-
national prefer more "edifying" meth-
ods: denunciations of opponents as "cop
agents™ and physical violence against
those who are out of step with the
General Line.

Judging by public polemics and the
statements of recent defectorsfrom the
Revolutionary Union (RU)inparticular,
the current vitriolics apparently center
on three crucial issues: whenandhowto
build the vanguard party, the Leninist
position on black nationalism and the
fundamental lines of communist workin
the trade unions.

These are central questions for se-
rious revolutionists. The fact that U.S.
Maoists have beenfunctioning for years
without a serious discussion of themis
an indication of their political bank-
ruptcy and thoroughgoing opportun-
ism. But this is not the heart of the
matter. More revealing is a recent
comment by the RU:

"...it must be stated frankly that at
this point in the development of our
movement, there is a certainamount of
pessimism and demoralization.
"This seems to stem primarily from
the fact that many of us have learned
through experience that it is easier to
read Marxism-Lerinism than it is to
apply it to developing the revolutionary
movement, ... :

"...Have all of us made many mistakes,

some of them pretty serious? We cer-

tainly have. Have we been plagued by a

tremendous amount of sectarianism in

our ranks that has made unity a hard
thing to achieve? We certainly have.

Have we also been plagued by oppor-

tunism of all stripes that has succeed-

ed somewhat in confusing some people
and has also made unity hard to
achieve? Yes, we have.”

- —Revolution, May 1974

The RU's Fake Left Turn

It is this demoralization which is
driving several of the Maoist groups
into a frenzy, producing a dizzying
merry-go-round of changing political
positions. Most affected has been the
Revolutionary Union, which has suf-
fered a recent split by most of its
black members (reportedly in the di-
rection of the Black Workers Con-
gress). In the complex jockeying be-
tween the October League (OL), RU,
BWC, Puerto Rican Revolutionary
Workers Organization (PRRWO), Com-
munist League (CL) et al., Avakian
& Co. are attempting to take up rela-
tively left positions. For instance, re-
cent issues of Revolution have pub-
lished articles critical of the trade-
union bureaucracy, against black na-
tionalism and for the creation of a
Leninist party now.

A couple of years ago Avakian would
have denounced suchpositions as "Trot-
skyite"™ and "racist.” Today the RU
proclaims "it is essential to establish
the vanguard Party as soon as pos-
sible" (Revolution, May 1974). But in
1970 it argued that "work to begin
building the united front should not wait
for the formation of a Communist Par-
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ty™ (Red Papers No. 2). In Red Papers
No. 1, the Panthers were the vanguard,;
today "all nationalism is nationalism,”
and a bourgeois ideology besides.

What has happened to produce such
reversals is that Avakian & Co. have
been outflanked to the right by the Klon-
sky Family's October League. The RU's
lack of success in worming itself into
the labor bureaucracy is due only toits
brainlessness at opportunist maneuv-
ering. Its new "left" positions simply
reflect the verbal militancy displayed
by any out-bureaucrat until he latches
on to a "piece of the action." More-
over, they have nothing to do with the
RU's cravenly reformist practice. Thus
the RU criticizes the OL for the latter's
support to Arnold Miller, who is cur-
rently crushing mine workers' wild-
cats and enforcing gangster Tony
Boyle's sellout contract. But at the
time of the Mine Workers' elections in
December 1972, the RU gave "critical
support" to Miller!

Another example: the May issue of
Revolution contains an article mildly
critical of pro-Meany "UFW leaders"
(who do you suppose they might be ?).
But last summer whenit counted, the RU
did exactly nothing to oppose Chavez'
criminal liquidation of the farm work-
ers' strikes. On several occasions it
attempted to get SL supporters, who did
criticize the UFW tops' defeatist poli-
cies, expelled from picket lines (see
"Meany/Chavez Abandon Strike, Turn
to Boycott,” WV No. 30, 12 October
1973). The RU's "opposition™ to the
Meany/"UFW leaders" policy isjustso
much toilet paper.

The RU's "Support” for
Workers Democracy

When the Revolutionary Union was
itself undemocratically preventedfrom
handing out a leaflet stating its position
on the Equal Rights Amendment (it
opposes the ERA) at a Chicago Interna-
tional Women's Day demonstration this
March, it suddenly discovered that:

"...each participdting organizationina
coalition has the right to disagree with
certain slogans, demands, etc. and to
put forwardthese disagreements during
the event itself, probably in the form of
a leaflet, as long as it is done in a way
that doesn't disrupt the overall unity
-of that event.”

—Revolution, April 1974

However, lest anybody jump to the
conclusion that these Stalinists had sud-
denly rediscovered Leninist principles
of a united front ("unity of action, free-
dom of criticism"), a gang of RU goons
recently assaulted five members of the
Militant Action Caucus, an opposition
group in the Communications Workers
of America (CWA), after an RU-
dominated rally for women's rights in
San Francisco on June 1. These mil-
itants' "crime™ wastohave handedouta
pro-ERA leaflet! A MAC leaflet later
described this vicious assault:

"As we left the demonstration to return
to the afternoon session of the CLUW
[Coalition of Labor Union Women] con-
ference, we were followed by about 20
or 30 people. There were only five of
us. Hearing shouts from behind, we
turned around. RU supporters and
people from the Committee for Better
Working Conditions viciously began
tearing our literature out of our hands
and shoving us down on the pavement.
Serious injury was avoidedonly because
a number of people from the demon-
stration saw what was happening and
ran to defend us. A Stanford campus
worker received minor injuries; two
Workers Vanguavd sales.nen were hurt,
one seriously. Vern Bown, a well-
known speaker at RU sponsoredrallies
...and a member of ILWU Local 6
bit off the ear lobe of one of our de-
fenders. This savage mutilation gives
an accurate idea of the savageness of
the attack. The police arrived and
attempted to arrest a black man who

Maoists iIn a Muddle

had joined in the defense effort. Thus,
the RU attack almost gave the cops
another victim to subject to Operation
Zebra-style harassment. After arguing
with the cops for a few minutes we
secured his release. At the afternoon
session of the CLUW conference there
was general horror at the assault,
which some participants in CLUW had
witnessed, and almost everyone at the
afternoon session signed a petitionpro-
testing the attack.

"...CWA members know that we are
not pacifists. Union members have a
duty to defend themselves andtheirun-
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Bob Avakian

ions against gangsterism, scabs, police
attacks on picket lines, and against all
forms of company attack and strike
breaking. But inside the workers move-
ment discussion, not physical violence,
must be used to resolve disputed ques-
tions and make decisions,..."

The Spartacist League calls on all
tendencies in the workers movement
to sharply condemn this thug attack
against union militants. (The RU as-
sault was denounced by the Socialist
Workers Party in the June 21 Militant.)
A good example of how united action
can put a stop to such anti-labor
hooliganism was given by Fremont,
California, UAW members last year.
During the summer and fall of 1973,
supporters of the RU-backed newspaper
Bay Avea Workevr repeatedly harassed
and on several occasions attacked
salesmen of WV and the Workers
League's Bulletin outside the Fremont
GM and Milpitas Ford auto plants.
However, after the third such attack,
the members of UAW Local 1364 (Fre-
mont) voted overwhelming for a reso-
lution affirming the right of all "labor-
socialist™ groups to sell and distribute
literature at the plant. With its
gangster-like behavior roundly con-
demned by the workers, the RU tem-

porarily dropped its attempts at in-
timidation and slunk off with its tail
between its legs (see "Fremont UAW
Upholds Workers Democracy,"” WV No.
32, 9 November 1973).

Political Bankruptcy Leads
to Gangsterism

The RU's "left" posturing and thug
attacks are the expression of a frenzy
growing out of its own internal turmoil.
RU-brand Maoism can hardly be satis-
fying to any halfway serious revolu-
tionary militant these days: support
for "peaceful coexistence™ with Nixon,
the murderer of hundreds of thousands
of Vietnamese; apologies for the "anti~
imperialist™ butchers in power inCey-
lon and Pakistan; support for the Arab
bourgeoisies who are now hobnobbing
with Kissinger; occupying the Statue of
Liberty for a few hours to demand,
in effect, Nixon's replacement with
the arch-conservative Ford; and fight-
ing to retain the University of Califor-
nia Criminology School in Berkeley!

In the unions, having been rebuffed
by the Chavez regime in the Farm
Workers and the leaders of the Brother-
hood Caucus at Fremont UAW, the
RU now warns against giving support
to "opportunists out of office." Yet it
has no intention of organizing the
necessary political struggle in order
to replace the present hidebound re-
actionary union bureaucracy with a
truly revolutionary leadership.

Its contradictions and political bank-
ruptcy may lead the RU zigzagging
from disaster to disaster along the
path to oblivion, but its supporters
would do well to avoid hastening its
demise through inexcusable hoodlum
attacks on its political opponents, which
will not be tolerated by the workers
movement. B
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Hot-Cargo Military Goods to Chile!
Labor Out of the AIFLD!

One way in whichthe Socialist Work-
ers Party and Communist Party attempt
to direct Chile protests exclusively
toward winning over bourgeois public
opinion is by refusing to raise anything
beyond even the most minimal liberal
demands. Immediately after the coup
last September, the CP and various
Chile Solidarity Committees which it
leads focused their protests around
calling for intervention by the United
Nations and U.S. non-recognition of the
junta. Aside from theutterly reformist
perspective implied by such demands,
they are patently absurd—relying onan
imperialist den of thieves to discipline
one ©of their number, and calling on
Nixon to rebuff the military dictatorship
he helped place in power!

The SWP, which claims to oppose
popular fronts such as Allende’s class~
collaborationist UP coalition, never
mentions this in its Chile defense ac-
tivities. Instead, all Chile work is con-
veniently liquidated into a wholly owned
subsidiary, the U.S. Committee for
Justice to Latin American Political
Prisoners (USLA), which never raises
anything more frightening than a call
for cutting off aid to the junta. Going
beyond the demand of freedom for all
victims of the generals' repression,
this slogan purports to be a means of
combatting the Pinochet regime. How-
ever, it leaves unanswered the funda-
mental question of which class can put
an end to such bonapartist dictator-
ships. The implicit perspective behind
the demand for cutting off aid to the
junta, when raised in the absence of any
explicitly revolutionary slogans, is that

of toppling the Chilean butchers by

pressuring Nixon.

For Independent Working-
Class Action °

In contrast, the Spartacist League
has raised the Marxist perspectiveofa
working-class defense of the endan-
gered Chilean militants. Thus, while
uniting even with bourgeois liberals to
demand the release of the junta's pris-
oners (among them high-ranking mili-
tary officers), the SL also raises de-
mands of "No Popular-Front Illusions,™
"For Workers Revolution in Chile" and
"For a Trotskyist Party in Chile."

In its Chile defense work the SIL. has
placed particular emphasis onthe "far-
left" prisoners and calls for "hot-
cargoing™ of all military supplies to
Chile, as well as demanding that labor
break from George Meany's CIA-backed
"American Institute for Free Labor De-
velopment."™ The AIFLDhasbeenactive
since 1962 in setting up anti-communist
unions in Latin America with U.S.
government and corporation money.

The purpose of such demands is not

WV PHOTO

to create the illusion that the Chilean
junta can be overthrown by outside
protests nor to engage in moralistic
yet ineffective trade boycotts (such as
the UN "embargo” of Rhodesia). Rather,
we seek to realize concrete goals which
would aid Chilean workers while em-
phasizing the need for independent
working-class struggle as the only real
alternative to Pinochet & Co.

The demand for labor action topre-
vent the delivery of military goods to
the junta has been raised by Chilean
workers themselves. Inan appeal which
was smuggled out of Santiago and pub-
lished in the French CP newspaper
L'Humanité (9 January 1974) under-
ground militants call on their working-
class brothers and sisters around the
world: "The Chileanpeople calls onport
workers to refuse to load arms and
munitions to be used against their
brothers, the workers of Chile" (see
"No Arms for the Murderous Junta!").

In the U.S. the call for labor action
against the reactionary junta was raised
immediately after the coup by the
Militant-Solidarity Caucus of the Na-
tional Maritime Union. In a resolution
printed in a supplement to the M-SC
newspaper, the: Beacon, this class-
struggle union opposition group
demanded:

"RESOLVED, that the NMU member-
ship at this September N.Y. Port meet-
ing go on record as supporting Chilean
workers against the military junta,
through such appropriate measures as
economic and other assistance to Chil-
ean workers' organizations and poli-
tical refugees, and a boycott of Chilean
ports.”

—reprinted in WV No., 29,

28 September 1973

British Workers "Black”
Arms to Chile

An indication of the powerful po-
tential impact of efforts by militant
unionists to undertake labor action
against the junta is the recentpartially
successful agitation by left-wing Brit-
ish Labour Party andtrade-unionlead-
ers to impose a "blackban® on military
goods for Chile. In order to prevent a
revolt by Labour backbenchers inPar-
liament (130 of whom had signed a
petition calling for a total ban of arms
exports), the government was forcedto
announce on March 27 the cancellation
of economic aid, a ban on new arms
contracts and a review of existing mil-
itary contracts with Chile (Manchester
Guardian Weekly, 6 April).

However, two weeks later Foreign
Office Secretary James Callaghan an-
nounced the government would deliver
four ships (two frigates and two sub-
marines) which had been previously
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ordered. Callaghan's excuse was the
need touphold contractual obligations in
order not to jeopardize ordersfor mil-
itary equipment from other Latin
American countries (Brazil, Mexico
and Venezuela have current orders
totalling $485 million), the loss of
$121 million due for the Chilean ships
and the fact that the Chilean order had
been placed some years ago (Le Monde,
12 and 17 April).

This decision was protested by a
leading Labour left winger, Minister
of Industry Eric Heffer. Even moreim-
portant was the action undertaken by
shop stewards of the Amalgamated
Union of Engineering Workers (AUEW)
at the Rolls Royce plant in East Kil-
bride, Lanarkshire. After the recent
elections the Rolls Royce workers had
sent telegrams to AUEW headquarters
and the Labour Party demanding that
they implement Labour's call for an
arms embargo (issued when it was in
opposition last fall). Then, shortly after
the March 27 announcement, Rolls
Royce stewards announced a black ban
on any work on eight Hawker Hunter
aircraft engines which had been sent
by the Chilean military for overhaul-
ing (Militant [London], 10 May; Work-
evs Fress, 15 May).

Under pressure from a militant rank
and file, AUEW president Hugh Scanlon
was forced to back up this initiative;
the union's national council passed an
emergency resolution requesting that
all work on arms and military equip-
ment for Chile be ended. The order
was implemented by workers at one
Clydeside shipyard who immediately
stopped work onthe two frigates. At that
point the British Defense Ministry hired
scab labor to finish the job and one of
the ships was turnedover to the Chilean
ambassador on May 25, in a ceremony
marked by strict security measures.
(AUEW members at another yard,
however, voted not to stop work on the
submarines, concerned that they might
face unemployment as a result.)

SL Initiates Picketing of
Chilean Ships

In the U.S. there has to date beenno
significant union action against the
Chilean junta. However, outraged by the
murder of six longshore labor leaders
by Pinochet's butchers, the San Fran-
cisco dockers local of the International
Longshoremen's and Warehousemen's
Union (ILWU) passed a resolution last
November calling for a boycott of Chil-
ean shipping:

"Local # 10 goes on record to boycott

all goods and cargo to and from Chile

until such a time that the junta or gov-
ernment in Chile restores full rights
to the trade unions, their membership
and leaders and until the junta permits

CWA's Militant Action Caucus and Militant-Solidarity Caucus of NMU call for labor action againstChilean junta,

21 JUNE 1974

Appeal from
Chilean Workers:

“No Arms

for the
Murderous

'II

Juntal

The Chilean people, its women,
its youth, its children, call on the
workers and democrats of the en-
tire world to prevent industrial-
ists and governments from de-
livering arms and munitions tothe
criminals.

The Chilean people calls onport
workers to refuse toload arms and
munitions to be used against their
brothers, the workers of Chile. The
generals have assassinated the
labor leaders of theport of San An-
tonio: Nestor Rojo, Samuel Munez,
Armando Jimenez, Guillermo Al-
varez. Other dock workers were
shot in Antofagasta and Iquique.

In the name of the 100,000 shot
in the greatest premeditated geno-
cide in Latin American history,
the Chilean people calls on work-
ers and democrats of the entire
world to repudiate the usurping
junta and to vigorously condemn
its crimes.

No arms to Chile! Not one sin-
gle bullet for the assassin gen-
erals: Not one single tank, not one
single helicopter. No arms of any
type for the fascist tyrants, mur-
derers of the Chilean people!

We must prevent the blood of
the Chilean people from being fur-
ther spilled by the dictatorship!

—reprinted in Politica Obrera,
2 February 1974

—

.

a delegation of trade unionists from the

U.S. to visit Chile and determine for

themselves the status of the unions and

their members in Chile. We refer this
matter to the International and the

Coast Committee with a strong recom-

mentation for positive action.”

The Bridges leadership and CP sup-
porters in the union have ignored the
Local 10 resolution, effectively turning
it into a dead letter. Yet it istheir own
comrades and co-thinkers who are
being murdered in Chile, Six dockers'
union leaders are shot in Chile; CP
head Corvalidn is brought to "trial™ in
Santiago—and CP supporters in the
ILWU do nothing! The defeatist and
counterrevolutionary character of Stal-
inism could not be clearer.

The SL gives critical support to the
ILWU Local 10 resolution and calls for
its enforcement. A total embargo of
trade with Chile was a correct and
necessary step in the immediate after-
math of the coup. Today, however, it
cannot substantially aid effortstoover-
throw the junta. A more selective boy-
cott halting all military supplies bound
for Chile could be imposed with con-
siderable impact. But even if the Lo-
cal's call for a total trade boycott could
now be interpreted in a moralistic or
utopian manner, its implementation
would certainly be an important dem-
onstration of international proletarian
solidarity.

continued on page 9
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Clothing Workers’ Strike Wins Nothi

The recent eight-day strike by the
Amalgamated Clothing Workers against
the Clothing Manufacturers' Associa-
tion (producers of men's and boys’
suits, sport jackets and topcoats)isthe
union's first industry-wide strike in
over fifty years, as well as the U.S.'
largest strike (involving roughly
150,000 workers)in many months. The
Amalgamated strike represents in a
concentrated form all the pressures
now besetting American workers—con-
ditions of runaway inflation and reces-
sion; the special oppression of black,
Spanish-speaking and women workers;
increasing industrial imports; and an
entrenched, conservative bureaucracy
confronting an economically desperate
membership. '

For the clothing workers this un-
precedented strike was an attempt to
reverse more than half a decade of
falling real wages. But for the Amal-
gamated leadership the action was ade-
vice now commonly employed by bu-
reaucrats feeling pressure from below:
a quickie walkout to cut the edge of
rank-and~file militancy, and then a
settlement for minimal gains that could
have been negotiated with no strike at
all. (The spring 1973 Rubber Workers'
strike is a similar case.)

The originally stated bargaining
goals were $1.10 per hour, spreadover
three years, plus a cost-of-living es-
calator clause. If this had been won,
clothing workers would have partlyre-
covered the wage cuts sufferedthrough
the last two contracts. As it turned
out, the strike settlement wasfor $1.00
(roughly 9 percent a year, or less than
the current rate of inflation) with a
cost-of-living adjustment only in the
third year and with a maximum of 10
cents. At best this pact freezes cloth-
ing workers' wages well below what they
were making a decade ago; more likely,
however, is that their wages will con-
tinue to fall as inflation out-races the
money increases.

Poverty-L evel Wages

The women sewing-machine opera-
tors in the Amalgamated Clothing
Workers (ACW) and International La-
dies Garment Workers (ILGWU) are
the poorest section of unionized indus-
trial labor. Largely black and Spanish-

speaking, many of these women arethe
sole support of large families and
probably earn less than the official
government poverty standards. Situated
in a relatively competitive industry,
facing increasing imports and with
many non-union shops, apparel manu-
facturers are committed to poverty-
level wages.

Fearing that a wage offensive would
drive its organized shops either out
of business or out of the union con-
tract, the Amalgamated bureaucracy
has for many decades accepted near-
sweatshop-level wages. The apparel
trades are, in fact, the home town of
the sweetheart contract. (ACW leaders
pioneered binding arbitration in the
1920's.) Never having faced a serious
internal opposition, the union'sleader-
ship from Hillman to Finley has not
even pretended to try to maximize its
members' incomes.

Rather its goal has been to main-
tain a high enough rate of exploitation—
and, therefore, low enough wages—to
ensure "healthy" industry profits. This
is common knowledge in the labor
movement. As a New York Times (6
June) editorial on the strike
commented:

" ..the average of $3.50 an hour inthe
clothing industry is far below those in
steel, autos and most other manufac-
turing industries, a reflection in part
of the Amalgamated's recognition that
the competitive position of companies
operating under union contract, and
therefore the security of their workers'
jobs, would be jeopardized if wages ran
too far ahead of non-union shops.”

(The Times is wrong to attribute the
ACW "restraint" in wagesbargainingin
the tailored clothing contracts to non-
union competition. This particular in-
dustry, unlike other segments of ap-
parel production, is 95 percent
union-shop.) ’

The clothing workers have never had
a cost-of-living escalator in their con-
tracts. During the 1950's and early
1960's, small wage increases kept
slightly ahead of inflation while leav-
ing clothing workers at the bottom of the
industrial working class. However,
when the Vietnam war inflation began
in 1967 real wages began to plummet.
The 1971 contract, which continued this
pattern, produced the first major crisis

oo

for the union leadership since the early
1930°'s.

Pniladelphia 1971:
The Dam Cracks

The 1970-71 recession hitthe men's
tailored clothing industry fairly hard.
Trying to offset bad business condi-
tions, the Amalgamated leadership of
Potofsky and Rosenblum negotiated a
contract that was a new low even by
their abysmal standards. There wasto
be a 60-cent wage increase over three
years, all of §ix cents more than the
wage gain in the 1968 contract. In re-
turn for this munificent sum the union
gave up all control over automation,
allowing a major cutback inthe employ-
ment of cutters.

This time the ranks exploded. A
major wildcat began in the smaller
cities of eastern Pennsylvania. Bus-
loads, mainly composed of cutters,
spread the strike to Philadelphia, the
second largest center of the industry.
Many, if not most, of Philacelphia's
men's suit factories were shut down.
As many as 2,500 enraged clothing
workers picketed the local Amalgam-
ated headquarters for more than a week.
Forced to call a special meeting,
Anthony Cortigene (head of the Phila-
delphia local) was well protected by
goons as he attempted to convince the
angry membership that it was a good
contract given the economic conditions.
Nevertheless, he was shouted off the
platform.

In the absence of a strongorganized
opposition, the strike petered out after
a week. The June 1971 walkout changed
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New York clothing
workers picket Amal-
gamated headguarters
in Union Square in
1971 to protest sell-
out contract,
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Picketing workers in N.Y. dur/ing recent ACWA nationwide strike,
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the attitudes of the more union-
conscious Amalgamated members, yet
did not and could not pose animmediate
threat to the entrenched International
machine. Nonetheless, for one tense
week a union leadership which has al-
ways been more concerned about satis-
fying the Hart, Schaffner and Marx
stockholders than its own membsars was
forced to regard tne face of class
hatred.

The Bureaucracy Against
Black and Spanish-Speaking
Womzsn

The American labor bureaucracy is
divided from its base not only interms
of interest, but increasingly interms of
social composition as well. The Inter-
nationals' leaderships consist of older
white males (the average age of the
AFL-CIO Executive Board is roughly
that of a. World War I veterans asso-
ciation) facing a membership that is
distinctly younger and with a much
higher percentage of minorities and
women.

This social isolation of the bureau-
cracy from the ranks is particularly
pronounced in the Amalgamated.
Whereas most union bureaucracies
originated in the 1930's, the ACW
leadership~Hillman who died in 1946,
Potofsky and Rosenblum who retired
within the past two years—came out of
a strike in 1910! The Amalgamated
bureaucracy is so divorced from the
ranks that the current leaders, Murray
Finley and Jacob Sheinkman, were
never clothing workersbut rather labor
lawyers who chose careers as union
functionaries. The top echelons of the
union are largely Jewish, reflecting the
early ethnic composition of the industry,
while local leaders in the main East
Coast centers tend to be Italian. '

The membership is itself sharply
divided between the skilled male cut-
ters, who are Italian and to a lesser
extent Jewish, and the black and
Spanish-speaking female sewing ma-
chine operators. The cutters are the
most union-conscious; it was they who
provided the backbone of the 1971 wild-
cat, However, the cutters have gener-
ally supported the old Hillman-Potofsky
regime, partly out of traditional loyal-
ism and partly for reasons of ethnic
solidarity.

The apparel trades have the single
largest concentration of black and
Spanish-speaking unionized women
workers in the U.S. and are, there-
fore, a focus of the relationship between
this most oppressed layer of the pro-
letariat and the labor bureaucracy.
The poverty-level wages and extreme
class collaboration of the Amalgamated
are solidly rooted in racial and sexual
oppression. This oppression is re-
flected in the political and cultural
backwardness of the sewing machine
operators, who have to date beenunable
to generate from within their own ranks
any significant opposition to or even
pressure groups on the bureaucracy.
In turn, the more union-conscious,
militant cutters have not appealed to
these minority women workers or seen
their potential as an enormous reser-
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voir of combativeness against the worst
kind of business unionism.

Finley and Sheinkman have used the
strike toproject animage of a renovated
militant leadership. Actually, the fact
that there are new top officers for the
1974 contract negotiations is essen-
tially an accident of biology (Potofsky
and Rosenblum couldn't arrest their
own aging), although the 1971 rebellion
may have helped push the old boys out.
Finley (former head of the Chicago
local) and Sheinkman (ex-chief counsel
of the union) are the long-time lieu-
tenants and hand-picked successors of
the ancient Amalgamated regime.

In fact, both played a major role in
negotiating the 1971 contract. Never-
theless, Finley/Sheinkman have to be
more sensitive to rank-and-file senti-
ment than Potofsky/Rosenblum, who

‘probably thought they owned the Amal-

gamated and that its membership
worked for them. While the previous
leadership would have negotiated the
same terms in 1974 without a strike,
Finley/Sheinkman let the militants hit
the bricks for a few days to blow off
steam before selling them out.

Falling Production and
Conglomerate Takeovers

Like the 1971 sellout contract, the
recent equally wretched strike settle-

ment has been justified by the bureau- -

cracy on the grounds of poor economic
conditions in the men's tailored cloth-
ing industry. With falling real wages,
the result of sky-rocketing prices in
necessities like food and fuel, there is
naturally less demand for semi-
luxuries like men's suits. Accordingto
the U.S. Bureau of the Census (Curvent
Industrial Reports, Series M23B), suit
production dropped from 18.5 million
in 1972 to 16.8 million in 1973. With
declining production in a relatively
competitive industry, profits likewise
fell. Dun and Bradstreet reported that
in 1973 the men's clothing industry
operated, on the average, at a loss
(New York Times, 5 June).

Faced with impending bankruptcy,
many of the older manufacturers of
men's suits have sold outto conglomer-
ates. During the past several years
major suit manufacturers who have
folded include Joseph H. Cohen, which
was taken over by Rapid American; J.
Schoeneman, taken over by Cluett; and
Peabody and Joseph & Feiss, bought
out by Phillips-Van Heusen. Each of
these acquiring firms is among the
top 500 U.S. corporations in manu-
facturing or retailing. Thus the firms
manufacturing men’s tailored clothing
definitely do have the financial re-
sources to grant large wage increases
from their more profitable (often non-
union) operations.

However, the conglomerates offer
enormous resistance to such wage in-
creases and have the material meansto
do so. They can take a long strike
affecting only a fraction of their total
production and are readily willing to
close down an unprofitable or merely
inadequately profitable line of business.
Thus the entire trend of the apparel
industry, particularly men's tailored
clothing, is to weaken the bargaining
power of the unions.

Import Competition and
"Yellow Peril” Chauvinism

During the past fifteen years the
U.S. apparel industry has faced major
import competition from the Far East.
Domestic production of men's suits
peaked at 21.2 million in 1969 and has
fallen sharply since then, while suit
imports have increased steadily. Con-
sequently, the major political activity
of the ACW and ILGWU over the past
decade and a half has been to lobby for
quotas on clothing imports. By collab-
orating with the reactionary non-union
Southern textile magnates, the apparel
trades were able to pressure the Ken-
nedy administration into imposing a
quota on cotton goods,

However, the effect of this legisla-
tion has been largely dissipated by the
increasing use of synthetic {fibres.
Since the passage of the cotton goods
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quota, the Amalgamated's protectionist
lobbying has been singularly unsuc-
cessful. Up to now the American ruling
class has not been willing to damage its
Far Eastern client states, like South
Korea and Taiwan, or to worsen its
relations with Japan for the sake of a
marginal section’ of U.S. capitalism.
(Protection from import competition
for key U.S. industries like steel and
auto is quite a different priority.)

Having failed thus far to expandim-
port quotas through lobbying, the Amal-
gamated and ILGWU bureaucracies
have carriedout major "Buy American"
campaigns appealing to the worst kind
of "yellow peril” racism. For example,
the Amalgamated frequently pickets
stores selling Far Eastern suits,
claiming they are produced under
"unsanitary®™ conditions.

Japanese apparel unions have re-
peatedly appealed to their American
counterparts to negotiate a common
stand on international trade. The Amal-
gamated has turned down all such
appeals out-of-hand, thus encouraging
the Japanese unions to look to their
own capitalist class for "protection.”
United with the strong Japanese labor
movement, there is a solid basis for an
international clothing workers union
which could significantly raise the
wages of workers throughout the Far
East. The Amalgamated bureaucracy,
however, rejected the policy of inter-
national class solidarity, relying in-
stead on political collaboration with the
clothing and textile companies and on
chauvinist demagogy.

Nationalize the Clothing Industry
Under Workers Control!

An essential difference between re-
volutionary socialists and boththe pre-
sent reactionary unionbureaucracy and
many of the reformist fake militants
who seek to join it is that the latter
believe the present system can pro-
duce limitless wealth and allow ever-
increasing benefits for the working
masses. In reality, the economics of
capitalism in its period of imperialist
decline mean that trade-union strug-
gles, however militant, cannot in the
long run prevent falling wages or un-
employment.

The structure of the U.S. clothing
industry, its international noncompeti-
tiveness and the increasing dominance
of conglomerate ownership make it

“virtually impossible to reverse the
low-wage system and attain more nor-
mal industrial wage levels through
purely union activity. When a group of
capitalists claims that anything above
poverty-level wages will drive them out
of business, the labor movement must
have but one response—nationalize that
industry, without compensation, under
workers control! .

There is another important reason
why we call for nationalizing the U.S.
clothing industry: in contrast to the
national chauvinist bureaucracy, a
class~struggle union leadership must
energetically oppose import protec-
tionism and call for an international
clothing workers union, Demanding im-
port quotas effectively allies the labor
movement with its own capitalist class
and against the working people of other
countries, ultimately leading to wars
over markets and spheres of exploita-
tion. But the economic benefits of free
trade must not come at the expense of
American workers, Only by nationaliz-
ing the clothing industry under workers
control will it be possible to answer
the legitimate fears of U.S. clothing
workers that free trade will result in
massive unemployment for them.

Thus in every respect a program
for victory, even in a single strike
such as the clothing workers' recent
walkout, requires a perspective of
taking the struggle beyond the narrow
limits of capitalism. Only by creating
a society in which the interests of the
international working class are domin-
ant, not the profits of a handful of
greedy parasites, can the needs of
those who produce the wealth of so-
ciety be met.m

Continued from page 7

...Chile

In February the Spartacist League
set up a picket line in front of a Chile-
bound ship at the San Francisco docks.
Sympathetic ILWUlongshoremen halted
work on the ship until a business agent
arrived on the scene and ordered them
back. More recently, the SL initiated
a united-front committee which or-
ganized a picket of the Lykes Brothers
ship Gulf Trader as it was loading

cargo for Chile in New Orleans on

May 23. A rank-and-file leader of
International Longshoremen's Asso-
ciation Local 1419, Irvin Joseph, was
one of the first endorsers of the demon-
stration. However, Josephis also seek-
ing election as president of the Local.
Soon after a committee leaflet ap-
peared listing the endorsers (among
them several local labor leaders),
Joseph began to talk of disavowing his
signature. The reason: the leaflet men-
tioned the "head of the Chilean Com-
munist Party" as one of the prisoners
being held by the junta.

Militant Action Caucus Protests
CIiA-Backed AIFLD

A second demand which can serve
to focus labor protest against the
Chile coup is to call on U.S. unions to
break from the "American Institute
for Free Labor Development.®™ The
AIFLD, headed by AFL-CIO chief
George Meany, has been one of the
main conduits for funneling CIA money
into Latin America. Although osten-
sibly a labor "leadership-training” or-
ganization, its board of directors in-
cludes representatives of 22 corpora-
tions, including ITT, Grace Line,
Kennecott and Anaconda Copper and
the Chase Manhattan Bank.

Since the election of Allende in
1970, Chile has been animportant focus
of the AIFLD. Not the unions, however,
but the "professional associations"
(gremios, or guilds) drew the atten-
tion of the U.S. government-financed
"labor institute.” One of these, the
"Confederation of Chilean Profession-
als" (CUPROCH), supported the truck
owners' and merchants' work stoppage
in October 1972 and again in August
of last year. CUPROCH may well have
been the conduit through which thou-
sands of CIA dollars were funneled
into Chile in mid-1973 in order to sup-
port thetruckers' "strike™ which helped
set the stage for the military coup.
Since the coup the U.S. has sought to aid
the generals by setting up a pro-junta
"Chilean National Workers Confedera-
tion"; both its president and vice presi-
dent are former AIFLD graduates.

A class-struggle opposition group
in the Communication Workers of
America, the Militant Action Caucus of
Oakland, California, Local 9415, has
sought to publicize the pernicious role
of the CIA-backed union-busting
AIFLD. A MAC leaflet (14 May) points
out that CWA president Beirne "was
the brains behind the idea of AIFLD
and its treasurer." The Caucus intro-
duced a resolution calling on the CWA
to withdraw its support from and par-
ticipation in the Meany/Beirne/Rocke-
feller/CIA "labor institute® at the April

Name

meeting of Local 9415 but it was nar-
rowly defeated. The resolution will
also be brought to the CWA conven-
tion in Kansas City this month.

For a Class-Struggle Opposition
in the Unions

As shown by the examples of the
ILWU leadership's refusal to imple-
ment the Chile resolution of Local 10,
New Orleans ILAer Joseph's maneu-
vers to avoid being tainted with "com-
munism" and CWA-head Beirne'spar-
ticipation in the AIFLD, the struggle
for labor action against the Chilean
military dictators must be linkedto a
struggle against the sellout union bu-
reaucrats (and aspiring bureaucrats)
at home who consistently sabotage the
struggle and promote the treacherous
policies of class collaboration,

The MAC in the Communication
Workers and the M-SC in the National
Maritime Union are examples of the
kind of class-struggle opposition
groups which must be built. Instead of
merely banding together all disgrun-
tled elements in a lowest-common-
denominator "opposition™ or "rank-
and-file"™ caucus, these groups base
themselves on a program whose de-
mands seek to generalize the struggle
for a new leadership in the trade
unions into a general working-class of-
fensive against the capitalist system.
Fighting to obtain the release of Chilean
union militants from the junta's jails
and for independent labor action by
U.S. unions to support this demandis an
integral part of the emancipation of
labor. We call on all serious union
mititants to take up this necessary
struggle. Hot-Cargo All Military
Supplies to Chile! Labor Out of the
AIFLD!m
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Portugal...

content into a direct contest for state
power.

Communist Party Fronts
for Spinola

Most responsible for the failure of
the development of a revolutionary sit-
uation was the treachery of the Portu-
guese Communist Party. The PCP has
gone a step further than its counter-
parts in other capitalist countries in
its never-ending search for alliances
with "progressives" to prop up apolicy
of "peaceful coexistence.” In Portugal,
the CP simply pretends thatit has found
a liberal toally with—the "anti-fascist"
General Antnio de Spinola, volunteer
in Franco's armies during the Spanish
Civil War and author of "pacification”
practices in the Portuguese colonies
which involve total annihilation of the
population of zonesunder rebel control.

When Spinola formedhis provisional
government to serve as a public rela-
tions front for the "Military Junta of
National Salvation," he included Alvaro
Cunhal, head of the PCP, as minister
without portfolio and CP union leader
Pacheco Gongalves as labor minister.
The inclusion of the PCP in the popular-
front phantom "provisional govern-
ment"™ was a carefully calculated ma-
neuver on the part of the bourgeoisie:
the Communists were the only working-
class party which maintained any sem-
blance of continuity duringthe long dec~
ades of repression. From its vantage
point of influence among the working
masses, the PCP would lend credence
to the newgovernment and could be used
as a means of containing the workers.
As labor minister, Goncalves' job would
be to persuade the workers to abandon
strikes. And during the recent strike
wave he carried out this job most
faithfully.

Stalinists Say No to Strikes

The PCP newspaper Avante! of 31
May ran an editorial condemning the
strikes as adventurist acts of saboteurs
(the left), directed not against the em-
ployers but against the government,
hindering the process of democratic
development!

"The strikes of the Lisbon transit work-
ers, the bakers, the CTT and others to-
gether with management and alarmist
rumors aimed at disorganizing the
transportation and public supplies, fuel
supplies and other pivotal sectors of the
national economy, allow us to detect
and bring to the light of day who is in-
terested in sabotaging the normal de-
velopment of our democratic process,
who wants to create a climate of panic,
of tension and crisis and who tries to
create artificial focuses of popular
discontent and thus undermine the po-
litical front formed in the wake of
April 25."

(Cunhal later said that it was actually
the monopolies who "tried to provoke
a strike movement whose consequences
were directed against the government”
[Diario de Noticias, 8 June]!)

On June 1 the Intersindical—Com-
munist controlled labor federation—
organized amass demonstrationin Lis-
bon to repudiate strikes. The demon-
stration drew about 10,000 and, need-
less to say, PCP banners proclaiming
"nao a greve pela greve" ("Noto Strik-
ing for the Sake of Striking") and "For
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Sign says, "Timex Strikes the Hour of Freedom.”

an Offensive Againstthe Provocateurs
and Reactionaries™ were ubiquitous.
The crowd chanted "Vigilance of the
Working Class!", "Down With the Reac-
tion!"™ and "Out Withthe Provocateurs!”

At the end of the march CP Labor
Minister Goncalves addressed the
crowd. He denounced the "confusion
and maneuverings of the forces of 're-
action',” called for a line of "realistic"
trade-union action and warned against
the "opportunism" and "adventurism”
which lead to a "divisionof democrat-
ic forces."” He said that "we cannot for-
get that our economic heritage left by
the fascists is heavy" and therefore
"we need, above all, to use responsibly
and continually our political rights.”

Workers Defy Provisional
Government

Although the PCP was successful in
herding most of the striking workers
back to work and the general euphoria
of the first weeks following the coup has
died down, the situation hereisnowhere
near "back to normal." The Portuguese
people, forbidden to openly express po-
litical opinions for a period of fifty
years, continue to discuss politics with
high intensity. Socialism is now a word
on everyone's lips and eachday atleast
one of the numerous bourgeois dailies
carries a debate on the question of so-
cialism for Portugal. Anew exposure of
members of the PIDE (Salazar's hated
political police), tacked up on the cen-
tral post office wall, was surrounded by
a changing crowd for an entire day. As
an anti-colonial demonstration march-
ed into Rossio Square, scores of spec-
tators immediately appeared to listen
attentively and shout their support.

While the Intersindical back-to-
work demonstration, played up in the
newspapers, drew a crowd of 10,000,
it was actually much smaller than ex-
pected. A demonstration around the
demand "Immediate and Total Inde-
pendence for the Colonies,” initiated
two weeks earlier by groups to the
left of the Communists, drew a crowd
of equal size.

Striking workers from a number of
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factories—Timex, auto, chemical, Oli-
vetti, electricity and railway among

others—continued their plant occupa--

tions beyond May 31, in defiance of
the CP's pleas for patience and as-
sertions that the Portuguese economy
could not withstand their demands. A
militant from the Timex plant which was
occupied for over three weeks, told
Workers Vanguardthat the strike weap-
on was a right which had tobe defended
at all costs and that Timex workers
were not willing to return to work be-
fore their demands had even been
discussed!

Working-class demonstrations con-
tinue; there are two or three in front
of the Ministry of Labor every day,
while CP Labor Minister Gongalves
hides behind the curtains of his office,
later to meet with representatives of
the demonstrators and negotiate away
their demands. In a demonstration cen-
tering around the demand for higher
wages, workers fromthe J.J. Gon¢alves
auto plant chanted "fascista™ and "ban-
dito" outside Minister Pacheco Gon-
calves' office, hardly an expression of
confidence in this supposed represent-
ative of the working class! Another day
workers from the Timex factory dem-
onstrated under banners proclaiming
"Down With Capitalism"™ and "The
Timex Clock Strikes the Hour of
Freedom."

While the government has estab-
lished a minimum salary of 3,300
escudos ($135) per month, claiming this
is the most the poor economy can with-
stand, it recently awarded pay raises
to members of the armed forces whose
salaries were already two times that of
an industrial worker and three times
that of an agricultural laborer!

Junta Moves Toward Crackdown

On June 1 Spinola told O Seculo that
with the establishment of the State
Council "the political structure which
will orient the country toward a new
Constitution was completed." The
Council will be a "fundamental organ of
Portuguese democracy® with the func-
tions of "equilibrium, security and
modernization." Therefore ends the
"phase of military pronouncements and
the return to a legitimate climate of
institutions."”

Despite these hollow, demagogic
references to "normaley" and "democ-
racy," Portugal continues tobe wracked
by tensions and the government is
acutely aware of this fact. One young
army officer told Workers Vanguard
that there 1is dissension within the
armed forces and opposition to
Spinola's policies regarding the colo~
nies. Reportedly, at-a military unit in
Tancos a meeting of more than 100
soldiers passed a resolution declaring
that the colonial liberation war was a
just struggle and asserting that they
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Genera! Spinola in Guinea-Bissau,

would refuse to embark for the colo-
nies, whatever the pretext.

Despite the frantic pace of his end-
less meetings with foreign diplomats
(including the ambassador from Chile's
reactionary military junta) and leading
capitalists who have paraded through
his office to welcome the new regime,
Spinola has found it necessary to go on
national tour to consolidate regional
military detachments and warn the
Portuguese people of "the forces of
anarchy.” His line is completely in-
distinguishable from that of the CP
(which is to say that the Stalinists’
line is indistinguishable from that of
the generals): Portuguese workers
must be "realistic” in their demands. In
a visit to Tomar he told a large crowd
that:

"The emotional climate of the first
moments is past, the time has ar-
rived for a collective coming to their
senses by the Portuguese people, who
... must coldly reflect on the economic
reality of the country in which we live,
under pain of heading toward a crisis
of uaemployment with its dramatic
train of privation and misery....I am
convinced that the Portuguese people
will choose the sure path, repudiating
the empty words of the false heralds
of liberty."

Many people here already believe
that the voices of the "false heralds
of liberty"™ will not be tolerated even
as long as three more weeks. Indeed,
with the strike wave behind him andthe
servility of the Communist Party prov-
en in action, Spinola has already begun
his crackdown onthe left. A demonstra-
tion of some 1,000 outside the Estrela
Military Hospital to demandthe release
of Pedro Peralta, a Cuban army captain
captured in Guinea while aiding the
PAIGC rebels, was dispersed withtear
gas and the clubs of mounted policemen.,

Then on June 7 Saldanha Sanchez,
the editor of Luta Popular, newspaper
of the Maoist "Reorganized Movement
of the Proletarian Party™ (MRPP) was
arrested in the middle of the night at
his home. The particular excuse given
for his arrest was that Luta Popular
had reprinted a communiqué of the
"Popular Anticolonial Resistance®
which called for "desertion in mass
and with arms [by] members of the
Armed Forces mobilized for Africa"
(O Seculo, 8 June). While the release
of Sanchez is of crucial importance to
the entire left and is an obvious point
of unity, the sectarian MRPP refuses
on principle support from any other
organization.

The Communist Party, for its part,
is showing signs of trepidation about its
exposed position as a left cover for a
government which has already begunto
demonstrate that it is violently opposed
to working-class interests. Thus the
editorial of Awvante! (7 June) moved
slightly from a position of wholeheart-
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edly lauding the military "Junta of Na-

tional Salvation™ and stated:
"In Portugal some essential liberties
exist., But a democratic regime does
not yet exist. The situation is transi-
tional. A platform exists—the program
of the Movement of the Armed Forces
victorious on 25 April—for the solution
of emergency problems, for the liquida-
tion of fascism and the preparation of
free elections, But the solution of the
great national problems is outside the
circuit and possibilities of the actual
alliance of government forces.”

The conclusion, however, is still the

same:
"In the actual conditions, we putbefore
the Portuguese people a clear alterna-
tive: consolidate the freedoms, follow
the democratic process to the realiza-
tion of the elections of the Constitu-
tional Assembly, or the victory of 25
April will be endangered, and we will
have a new dictatorship, eventually
even more violent."”

Independence for the Colonies.

At this moment, the Spinola govern-
ment is feeling the mostpressure from
the situation in its African colonies.
Negotiations with both the PAIGC
(Guinea-Bissau) and FRELIMO (Moz-
ambique) broke down over the funda-
mental issue of independence. The
rebels are so far holding out {for com-
plete independence while Spinola re-
fuses to grant it. As Samora Machel,
president of FRELIMO put if, "Inde-
pendence is not negotiable. What can
realistically be negotiated are the
means to reach independence™ (O Pre-
meiro de Janeivo, 4 June). At home,
Spinola faces pressures within the gov-
ernment and the military for a speedy
end to the colonial war which consumes
50 percent of the state budget.

In recent days Socialist Party lead-
ers have declared that they wouldleave
the government if the negotiations
failed. But failure to these "socialists"
doesn't meanfailure to grantimmediate
independence, but simply failure to get
rid of a costly and unpopular war. SP
Foreign Minister Mario Soares, the
government's "ambassador to the col-
onies," stated:

"We are disposed to concede indepen-
dence, but we have compatriotsinthese
territories, we have legitimate inter-
ests there. No one can hope that a re-
sponsible government [would] abandon
500,000 of our people in Angola and
200,000 in Mozambique without satis-
factory guarantees. We ask other Afri-
can countries [Rhodesia and South Af-
rica] that they help usprotect our com-
patriots and our legitimate interests.”

—Diavio de Lisboa, 1 June

A military defeat in Africa and the
loss of Portugal's "legitimate inter-
ests™ would be a large blow to the
Spinola government, The Portuguese
economy depends heavily on invest-

ments in and privileged trade relations
with its colonies, without which it would
have to depend solely on a tiny
and poorly-developed territory. The
agitation of various Portuguese
"far left" groups around the slogan
"Immediate and Total Independencefor
the Colonies™ corresponds to akey task
for the Portuguese working class. How~
ever, support for independence does not
imply political support for the African
"liberation movements" as the vehicle
for lifting the oppression of the colonial
masses.

The Maoist MRPP, as well as most
other groups to the left of the CP/SP,
support these movements uncondition-
ally. The supposed Trotskyists of the
International Communist League (LCI—
a pro-Mandel sympathizing organiza-
tion of the "United" Secretariat) claim
to criticize them because "theyhaveno

"real program" and "make only vague

references to socialism." Yet this is
certainly not evident at their public
demonstrations where the LCImarches
under the slogan, "Viva PAIGC, MPLA,
FRELIMO." The only roadtoliberation
for the colonial masses is through the
building of a vanguard workers party
which, leading the peasantry and in
close coordination with the workers
movement in South Africa and Portugal,
carries out a socialist revolution. Com-
munists must place no confidence inthe
petty-bourgeois nationalists who, what-
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Top: Workers of Goncalves auto factory demonstrate outside labor ministry. Sign
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incenter reads: "Attention!Careful!Bosses Like Ours Foment Fascism,” Bottom:
Workers at Lisnave shipyard near Lisbon during plant occupation in May.,

ever their "vague referencesto social-
ism," simply want to set up their own
capitalist states.

The Portuguese Left

In Portugal, some say that the gov-
ernment has "a big eye." On one side
it has the PCP to watch the workers
and on the other the SP to watch Europe
and the colonies. The Portuguese Com-
munist Party is repeating once againthe
same role Stalinism has played over and
over againfor the lastfifty years. Under
the guise of a "united front against
fascism™ or "popular front" it sought
to maintain a "unity of democratic for-
ces"™ (i.e., with the "progressive" gen-
erals and capitalists) and to block the
advance of the working class, while
branding the left as "saboteurs" and
"agents of counterrevolution.” It was
this same policy that paved the way for
the Vichy government in France and
Franco's victory in Spain.

The PCP was permitted to assume
such a role through lack of a clear
revolutionary alternative, with the rest
of the left indisarray. Instead of simply
labeling the PCP an "agent of capital-
ism" as does most of the Portuguese
"far left," socialists must call on the
Communists to take power in their
own name. Without the military to hide
behind, the CP will stand exposed be-
fore the working class and it will
be possible to break its stranglehold
on the masses.

The Maoist MRPP, the largest or-
ganized force to the left of the CP/SP,
calls the Communist Party revisionist,
but the MRPP slogan, "The People Will
Win," is hardly different from the
PCP's "unity of democratic forces" and
leads to the same holding back of
working-~class struggle. Thus during
the huge strike wave of the end of May,

when the Portuguese working class was
in a political offensive against the gov-
ernment, the MRPP actually tailed be-
hind the workers, trying to organize
around the sole economic demand of a
40-hour week!

The Portuguese ostensibly revolu-
tionary left suffers terribly both from
being a very young movement and having
had to operate in clandestinity. Thus
many groups have had little chance to
develop a program through open politi-
cal struggle and practice. Typical is
the situation of the League of Unity
and Revolutionary Action {LUAR), a
great proportion of whose members
were just released from prison. The
LUAR states that its program is "the
fight for socialism™ but it has hardly
any idea of how to go about it.

In the face of past isolation in
clandestinity and fear of future repres-
sion, the Portuguese "extreme left" is
now panicking and trying toput together
a false unity. The LCI, LUAR, Prole-
tarian Revolutionary Party (PRP), the
Maoist Revolutionary Marxist-Leninist
Unity (URM-L), the "Groups for Im-
mediate and Total Independence of the
Colonies" (CIC) and the "Socialist Rank-
and-File Committees™(CBS) are trying
to cement a unity based on "immediate
and total independence of the colonies,”
"rejection of CP opportunism and
working-class betrayal®™ and "socialist
revolution as the only means of liber-
ating the Portuguese proletariat.™ But
what is needed now is not some broad
“far-left" unity but the forging of a
Bolshevik party which, having absorbed
the lessons of Lenin's and Trotsky's
struggle against the betrayals of the
social-democratic and Stalinist re-
formists, is capable of putting forward
a Marxist program of working-class
independence from the bourgeoisie and
of leading the masses forward to the
struggle for power, ®
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WORKERS VANCUARD

Local Bureaucrats Grovel-

Woodcock Reigns
Supreme at

UAW Convention

LOS ANGELES, June 9—The 24th Con-
stitutional Convention of the United
Auto Workers, held in Los Angeles this
week, accomplished nothing beneficial
to auto workers. With 160,000 auto
workers still on layoff or partially un-
employed despite the endof the "energy
crisis™ hoax, the cowboy hats, balloons,
band music and streaker of the conven-~
tion contrasted sharply with the real
situation facing auto workers.

A more accurate reflection of the
dissatisfaction of most auto workers
with their leadership was the contro-
versy that raged to the surface over
Woodcock's proposed three-year term
of office. This proposal extended Wood-
cock's final term in office (he mustre-
tire at 65) to 1977, avoiding an elec-
tion for a new leadership during the
contract-terminationyear of 1976. Thus
a "lame-duck" administration will ne-
gotiate the next contract rather than a
new leadership which, like Woodcock
himself in 1970, might have to put
on a militant face and lead a strike
in order to prove itseld.

Woodcock decreed that there would
be one speaker for and one against
from each region to create a facade of
democracy. Delegates did not relish
having to go back to the locals with a
clear record of having supported this
proposal, and in at least one region no
one could be found to speak in favor.
Woodcock supporters such as Frank
Runnels of l.ocal 22 and Joseph Reilly
of Local 906, however, took the oppor-
tunity to denounce "loudmouths” in the
opposition and endear themselvestothe
leadership. Reilly apologizedprofusely
for having said he would not vote for
Woodcock again at the last convention,
and wished he could vote Woodcock a
ten-year extension!

But the democratic facade crumbled
during the voting. The hand vote was
evenly divided, but Vice President Pat
Greathouse, who was chairing, ruledin
favor of the administration until pro-
tests from the floor made him call a
standing division of the house. This was
also evenly divided, and Greathouse
again ruled in favor.

Only a roll call vote could have re-
solved the question, but this wouldhave
put every delegate on record, and thus
surely caused a rejection. Under the
UAW's undemocratic rules, 840dele-
gates are required to callfor arollcall
vote. This number appeared to be ob-
tained, but Greathouse ruled against a
roll call. This provoked shouting from
angry delegates, with many walking out.
This in turn provided the leadership
with the excuse it needed to end the
session.

Having won the three-year term for
International officers over heavy oppo-
sition, Woodcock waited until the last
day of the convention, after the elec-
tion of officers, to ram through another
constitutional change mandating the
three-year term for local officers as
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well. This proposal is nowbeing sprung
on local membership meetings for rati-
fication with little or no prior warning,
by bureaucrats who are all too eager
for the "stability™ achieved by this
undemocratic measure, which protects
their hold on office.

Defending the Sellout Contract

Woodcock's opening address was
very defensive, reflecting the bureauc-
racy's awareness of its narrowbase and
its sensitivity to criticism. He tried to
prove mathematically that the measly
3 percent wage increase in the last
contract had actually been 11 percent,
by adding in past and present cost-of-
living gains. However, he neglected to
mention that real wages are still de-
clining because of inflation andthe lack
of a full sliding scale of wages. He de-
fended the hopelessly inadequate volun-
tary overtime clause, theunion's "one-
at-a-time" strategy barring industry-
wide strikes and the undemocratic
ratification procedure, all against crit-
icism from the left.

The ratification procedure was a
major issue because of the undemo-
cratic handling of the 1973 Ford con-
tract. While skilled tradesmen had un-
ambiguously turned it down, thus
requiring renegotiation under the UAW
constitution, Woodcock had declaredthe
contract ratified on the strength of a
dubious vote of production workers
which was markedby violence and many
re-votes, particularly in the key Local
600. Justifying his failure to submitthe
contract for a new vote after partial
renegotiation, Woodcock reportedly de-
clared before the union's Public Re-
view Board that "even if a majority of
production workers had rejected the
agreement, we would have signed it if
we thought it was in the best interests
of the workers”™! So much for member-
ship ratification rights!

Woodcock explained that the question
of reaffiliation with the AFL-CIO was
not going to be brought to this conven-
tion, because of sharp divisions about
it on the International Executive Board.
This was an open acknowledgement of
a battle between Woodcock, who sup-
ports re-entry, and Emil Mazey, whois
against it. It also showed the fear of
Woodcock's "Adminstration Caucus”to
risk a split at the top.

Fight Protectionism

Woodcock piously stressed "inter-
national labor solidarity" a good deal.
However, this turned out to mean little
more than backing the Histadrut, Isra-
el's phony "union" which includes em-
ployers and discriminates against
Arabs. The Arab Workers Caucus and
various left groups (including the Spar-
tacist League) have demanded that the
UAW break all ties with the Histadrut.
The atmosphere of the convention was

heavily protectionist. Bumper stickers
sold privately at a booth inside the hall
told UAW members, "Buy a Foreign Car
and Put 10 Americans Out of Work.™ The
Amalgamated Clothing Workers booth
urged convention attendees not to buy
foreign goods, while Cesar Chavez of
the Farm Workers asked delegates to
write their Congressmenurging them to
demand the Attorney General start en-
forcing immigrationlaws and deporting
illegal aliens. Chavez made it quite
clear in his speech that he was against
all illegal aliens, not justthose brought
in to scab, but even those, in his words,
"working elsewhere,”

Against this chauvinist background,
and against the International Executive
Board's calls for "temporary" import
quotas on cars, the only answer to be
found was in the Committee for a Mili-

tant UAW (CMUAW) resolution, "For

International Working Class Solidarity
—No Import Quotas." The CMUAW is
a class-struggle grouping in Local
1364 (Fremont, California). This reso-
lution was printed on page 145 of the
proposed resolutions book, but, like
99 percent of these resolutions, was not
allowed on the floor. Typically, none of
the principal opposition groups repre-
sented at the convention spoke out
against the official call for import
quotas. (However, four different reso-
lutions against auto imports were pro-
posed, one of which prohibited UAW
officials from driving foreign cars!})

On the overall question of how to
fight layoffs the Woodcock machine had
nothing to offer (beyond anti-import
legislation) except support for the
Mondale-Ford Bill, which provides for
"studies" of the economic justification
for plant closings and government fi-
nancial aid to the companies. Another
CMUAW resolution {entitled "Union
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Action to Fight Layoffs") which had
been passed by Local 1364 earlier this
year called for fighting layoffs with
"an industry-wide strike, linked up
internationally™ and "shorter hours
with full cost-of-living paid, to make
jobs for all." While several other op-
position groups also call for a shorter
workweek ("30 for 407"), typically they
provide no clue as to how to win it.

Neo-Reutherite UNC

The chief opposition groups at the
convention were the United National
Caucus, the new Auto Workers Action
Caucus and a local group, the Brother-
hood Caucus of Local 1364. None of
them presented any kind of credible
political alternative to the Woodcock
bureaucracy. The UNC is the oldest,
having progressed little from the late
1960's, when it grew out of an earlier
rebellion of skilled trades workers.

It is still based primarily on the
skilled trades in Detroit and is stillan
unprincipled amalgam of would-be bu-
reaucrats, both in and out of office.
Despite the UNC's avowed call for a
labor party, its co-chairman Jordan
Simis, president of Local 961 (Chrys-
ler's Eldon Gear and Axle), sported a
Coleman Young (Democratic mayor of
Detroit) button. His speech nominating
the group's other co-chairman, Pete
Kelly, for UAW president was so un-
political that even the UNC leadership
was visibly annoyed with him.

UNC delegates, numbering as many
as forty, according tovarious exagger-
ated claims, were elected on left-
sounding but clearly reformist pro-
grams. For instance, the "Voice of
Chrysler Workers" (Dodge Main, Local
3), which was successful in electing

continued on page 5
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