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As. the workers and peasants of South-

east Asia are delivering the biggest de-
feat to U.S. imperialism in Laos since
DienBienphu, they are joined by Ameri-
can G.I.s in open mutiny refusing their
orders to go into Laos.

At the same time American workers
are striking independent blows against
imperialism at home. Construction wor-
kers 'in Michigan have called for a inass

" 'march in Washington while other unions
have raised the call for a general strike
against Nixon and his anti-labor policies.
. . So now this movement of the working
class internationally is preparing the de-
feat of imperialism in Southeast Asia.

- But there are those who cover themselves
with -socialist phrases who seek to stop
this movement, who seek to bail out U.S.
imperialism precisely atthe moment when
it is doomed. These are the forces who
are behind the coalition for the April
24th demonstrations, namely the Com-
‘munist Party and the Socialist Workers
Party. i :

As the working class moves forward,
these forces seek to unite with capi~
talism  and its representatives against
the working class. )

This we pointed out would be the
inevitable result -of - the capitulation of
the SWP-YSA to the Stalinists at the
Fehruary Student Mobilization Conference
and the deal worked out for unity between
these forces for April 24th. )

The Socialist  Workers. Party has now
taken this unprincipled alliance to- its
lpgical conclusion with open overtures to
the Democratic

“meaning of its printing without comment

- a letter from-Deémocratic Senator Hartke
to the National Peace Action Coalition in

the March 26th issue of the Militant. .

Hartke “‘‘wholeheartedly’” = endorses the
"NPAC’s “‘program for April 24th.”
Simultaneously a letter has appeared in

the  recent Student Mobilizer written by -

SWPer Don Gurewitz, head of the SMC,

to Senator Edmund Muskie. This letter by =

its tone could very wellhave begun, “Dear
Comrade . Musgkie...’” In - ‘this letter

Gurewitz agrees with'Muskie thatthiswar -
is a war being ‘‘fought among the Viet-.
namese people for politicalends.” Accor--.
_ding' to Gurewitz the war is “‘an unwanted .

invasion into 2 civil war in which we have
no business.” In other words Gurewitz
refuses to take a . class stand with the
workers. and peasants of Southeast Asia
against imperialism. Rather he stands with-

- the man who has been one of the most out-

- spoken advocates of attacks onthe Ameri-
can workers.

This is what lies '»behind‘the People’s

' Peace Treaty movement whose slogan “‘Set
" _-the Date’” has for-all practical purposes:
been agreed to by the SWP in their unity
- statement. SRR ‘ o
| Stalinism seeks to turn-every victory

scored by the workers and peasantson the -

* ‘pattlefields ‘of Indochina into a defeat and
~a victory for imperialism. Leading. this

counterrevolutionary. strategy hasbeenthe
very leadershipin North and South Vietham .

. which has been sending a barrage of state-
‘ments to the U.S. anti~war movement.
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Popular Front, calling for unity of all
‘‘strata belonging to various political ten-

_ dencies, religions and nationalities.’” .

Thus, ‘“Set the Date’’ has become the
rallying point for whole sections of the
capitalist class who know full well the

valuable role played by the Stalinists and -
revisionists, who know full well that the

independent mobilization of the working

class against this war will mean their

overthrow.

The reaction of the American Communist
Party to the tremendous victories being
scored by the workers and peasants of
Southeast .Asia is to push its Popular
Front to head off the struggles of the
working class and youth in the U.S.

According to the Daily World’s editor-
ial of March 23rd the ‘‘utmost urgency”
of the situation is expressed in Senator
Hartke’s - statement. Senator Hartke, of
course, like all his class brothers does
understand the urgency of the situa-
tion—the threat-to his system. That is why

‘he is supporting April 24th,

Trotsky writing in an Open Letter For

The Fourth International in 1935 underthe

heading ‘‘Revolution Alone Can Eliminate
War’' said: “‘The combinations between
working class organizations and petty
bourgeois pacifists render the best service
to imperialism by distracting the attention
of the working class from reality with its

grave struggle and beguiling them instead,’

with impotent parades....

‘‘“The struggle against war is the pre-
paration for revolution thatis to say, the
job of the working class parties of the
Interndtional.’” - : ‘

The ‘April 24th demonstrations will not
only be an impotent parade butone of the
greatest betrayals of the working class

. here and in Southeast Asia in the recent.

period. These Stalinists and revisionists
turn ‘openly to the capitalist class pre-
cisely as  this class prepares for civil
war against the working class. As Lenin
put it ‘the only way to end imperialist

"wars is through the war of the working

class against capitalism..' - o :
This is why the Workers League will

"have absolutely no part of it—will give

absolutely no -support -to April 24th. On

“April -24th the Workers League will or-
* ‘ganize independently mass demonstrations
“in Washington and San Francisco AGAINST

imperialism and all its supporters. -

- These. demonstrations. will be rooted in
the general strike movement in the U.S.
in -the independent action of the working
classto take:it forward, to pit this move-

ment politically against capitalism. At
the center of these demonstrations willbe -

the strategy for the defeat of imperialism.
This ‘means fighting to bring forward an

assembly of the labor movement together 3

with the students; the minorities which will

“fight for a labor party based on asocialist
‘program for the -immediate -and uncondi-

tional withdrawal of all forces from Indo-
china, - for  the ‘wage -offensive, for full
employment. and ‘the -demand for 30 hours

- work -at 40 hours pay, for the nationaliza-

tion ‘'0f - the bankrupt industries ‘under

workers control,. for the class defénse of
‘all political prisoners.
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EDITORIAL

YLP, PRSU Must Oppose
MPI’s Hooligan Attacks

In the March 8th issue of the Bulletin Juan Farinas wrote an
article on the recent formation of an alliance between the MPI
(Movement for Independence) and the Communist Parties of the
United States and Puerto Rico. The article stated:

““The reason why the MPI, which is a nationalist organization,
can have a joint conference and issue a joint statement with the
Stalinist Communist Parties is that, despite all its recent talk
of ‘socialism’ and turning the MPI into a ‘Leninist revolutionary
vanguard,’ it has never fundamentally broken from its nationalist
and middle class past.

“It sees the struggle in Puerto Rico as a ‘patriotic’ one whose
aim is the establishment of an independent republic of Puerto
Rico which, through some unknown process, will eventually move
toward socialism.

““The nationalism of the MPI fits right into the policy of the
Stalinists, who have for ages pushed precisely this kind of per-

“spective in the colonial countries. This perspective of a ‘two-

stage revolution’ (first the fight for independence, later the fight
for socialism) in the colonial countries has brought defeat after
defeat to the international working class.”

Farinas posed in opposition to this perspective the perspective
of the Trotskyist movement which, basing itself on the lessons of
the Russian Revolution, sees independence only being achieved
through a break with the capitalists and the open struggle for
socialism led by the working class. .

Juan Farinas himself is a class fighter who faces two years

- in jail for his opposition to the imperialist war. The MPI is one

of the few organizations which has consistently refusedto support
Farinas against this attack from the imperialist Americangovern-
ment. o ,

Following the publication of this article, the Workers League
and its supporters havebeen suijec—:t toa series of physical threats
and attacks openly directed by the leadership of MPI in New York

aimed at preventing the distribution of the Bulletin. There have .

been physical threats in front of MPI headquarters.

At the recent Bronx march honoring the anniversary of the
Ponce massacre, the MPI first sought to prevent the Workers
* sague contingent from marching. When the other participants
i1. the march would not agree to this, they then physically attacked
Bulletin salesmen at the rally which followed the march. It
became necessary for the Workers League delegation to leave
the rally place in order to avoid a physical confrontation which
could only disrupt the rally. ;

More recently MPI acted to bar Workers League members
from a public meeting at Brooklyn College to which everyone
was invited, a meeting sponsored by the Puerto Rican faculty
and staff. At this meeting Mari Bras spoke once again in favor
of a patriotic unity of all classes in the struggle for indepen-
dence putting forward the same line which the Farinas article
attacked. _ o ' ‘

The MPI will not defend its political line, its differences with

- the Workers League, and its political bloc with the party which

Huey Newton correctly characterized as the American Revisionist
Party. Instead it has resorted to hooligan tactics to preventa
working class tendency from distributing its press. Now it
accuses the Workers League of being ‘‘police agents’ and a

“ ¢¢CIA front’’ in the spirit of the Moscow Trials. It refuses to

defend our comrade Juan Farinas who faces jail for fighting

imperialist war and then accuses us of being imperialist agents!

These attacks are the direct result of its right wing political

- line. It not only advocates unity with the capitalist oppressors
of the Puerto Rican working masses, but it objectively aids the

imperialists by seeking to prevent a socialist newspaper from
being sold. Tl , o : «

~_The role of the Young Lords and ‘the Puerto Rican Student
Union is indefensible. Both groups have attempted to abstain
from confronting this issue and have stood by while MPI hooligans

~have attacked Workers League members. The Young Lords and

the PRSU must take a stand! ;
“ Do you agree with MPI that anti-imperialist militants should

" be physically attacked because their paper expresses differences

with another political group? Do you agree with the MPI that

_the Communist Party is not revisionist but a revolutionary force

with which one should form an alliance? Do you agree with MPI

| that the struggle for the independence of Puerto Rico can go
~forward in a common bloc with the capitalists of Puerto Rico?

Do you agree with MP‘Lr that we mustnot fight for socialism today?
Under no circum..snces will we be intimidated from selling
our paper any time and any piace. We have had much difficulty

‘in establishing this right against harassment from the imperialist
“state and from fascists. We have no intention of allowing this right -
to be taken away by the MPI or anyone else. S - i

'8
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Us, Puppei Troops Routed In Laos

BY DAVID NICHOLS

Nixon

double talks ‘‘Mobile Maneuvering,’”” Thieu and Ky
pretend the operation is over,

the capitalist press whispers

‘“‘retreat,’”” the Stalinists pass around their peace treaty, but

the “‘elite”’

first ARVN Division soldiers of the South Viet-
namese Army, as they cling helplessly onto helicopters,

illus-

trate the rout in Laos that is taking on the proportions of a Dien-

bienphu.

The victory of the workers and
peasants in Southeast Asia cannot be hid-
den by the lies of the capitalists nor
passed over by the Stalinists who are
busy  talking of defeat for the NLF.

For 120 days prior to the invasion of
Laos, B-52s dropped over 100,000 tons
of bombs on the Ho Chi Minh Trail,

" more bombs than were dropped on
Germany during World War Two. The
Air Force, Navy and Marine air corps
sent every available fighter-bomber over
the trail during that same period. U.S.
imperialism used every type of bomb it
had from 2,000 pound bombs guided by
laser beams to time released fragmenta-
tion bombs. But after the smoke cleared
reconnaisance reported that trucks were
still rolling down the road. Reluctantly
the imperialists admitted defeat and
ordered in the best troops Saigon had to
offer. Operation Lam Son 719 (named by
Thieu himself) began.

TRAP

The goals of Lam Son 719 were to cut
the trail that 100,000 tons of bombs could
not. ‘“The initiative no longer belongs to
the enemy in Indochina,’’ Melvin Lairdde-
clared as the elite paratroops, rangers,
and infantry poured across the border
meeting light resistance. Victory was
supposedly in the grasp of the puppet
troops. For two days the workers and
- peasants allowed Saigon’s best to walk
deeper into the trap.

On the third day of the operation, the
resistance began as the workers and pea-
sants had begun in-1956. Small guerilla
bands began planting mines made from
unexpioded American bombs on Route 8,
the road the elites had cleared. But the
unsuspecting generals took this to be a
sign of weakness and began speculating
about the complete decay of the liberation
forces. By the end of the first week of
the invasion Saigdn had progressed to the
point of talking about staying in Laos until
May.

The second week began with stepped up
activity. Saigon became cocky and began
claiming victory. The Air Force began
talking about the iremendous job it -had
done and in Washington rumors of a planned
invasion of North Vietnam were cir-
culating, The Stalinists also stepped up
their activity pleading with everyone {o
please sign the People’s Peace Treaty
before the workers and peasants were
wiped out. At the same time Peking started
hinting about protecting its borders. The
Stalinists in the U.S. started talking about

World War Three to push their counter--

revolutionary deal. But Saigon, Hanoi,
Moscow, Peking and Washington forgot to
consult the workers and peasants of Indo-
china who had no intention of allowing the
puppet troops 2a victory.
The third week marked the beginning of
. larger scale actions on the part of the
workers and peasants. The puppet troops
‘has stretched their supply lines far enough.
The workers and peasants stood in front

of the ‘‘elite’” First Division and heavy
fighting broke out. Out of Saigon came the
report that the drive had temporarily
bogged down. By the middle of the week the
generals were saying ‘‘they can hack it”’
when asked about a counter attack mounted
by the NLF.

By the end of the week attacks had been #
mounted on Hills 30 and 31 and the elite
rangers had been defeated and drivenfrom
their strategic vantage points overlooking
one of the trails. By this time Air Force
officials were saying off the record that
the traffic down the Ho Chi Minh Trail-
had doubled.

The generals did not want their troops
demoralized by any more defeats so they
were airlifted to the town of Tchepone after
it had been declared vacant of any libera-
tion forces. The capture of the town of
Tchepone was hailed as another victory
for the puppettroops.:

The elite troops were aware enough to
see that any town surrounded by hills could
be nothing more than a trap so on their
own began to withdraw. This withdrawal
prompted the Pentagon’s General Vogt

to say ‘“...(Tchepone) is notan objective,”’
and, _later not a ‘‘worthwhile military ob-
jective.’”’ General Vogt, however, was
forced to admit: ‘‘Of course it is the main

hub of all the highways running North and-

South.’’ (Newsweek, March 8)

PANIC

When the withdrawing troops began
getting attacked they panicked and began
their run for the border. All alongthe way
they. were hit from their flanks and all of
their fire support bases came under
attack. Each one of these fell before the
onslaught of the workers and peasants.

“The NVA would like to make this look

like a retreat,”’” said an American mili-
tary observer in Khesanh (Christian
Science Monitor, Friday, March 19), as
troops began arriving hanging onto heli-
copters.

Saigon, in a panic of its own, called
the invasion a success and said the
operation was drawing to a close. They
hoasted that they had killed 11,000 workers
and peasants but added that most had been
killed by American airplanes. They
claimed to have captured 2,000 weapons
which have not been seen outside of a
few old World War I and II weapons

But this talk of an operation being over
cannot hide the fear etched on the faces
of Saigon’s best as they run for the border.

But Saigon’s lies arenothing in compari-
son to the double talking Nixondidon TV on
March 22. He claimed that 75 percent of
the traffic down the trail has been cut. Of

course one could argue that with all of the
supplies left behind by the fleeing troops
of Saigon, the workers and peasants donot
need as much supplies.

But the hard reality of the war exposes
his lies. as supplies continue down the trail
at a much greater rate, so much so that
new attacks have been mounted in Cam-
bodia which have driven the puppet troops
back. from Kratie, another strategic point
the puppet -troops claimed they held.
Nixon’s attempts to-make the operation
appear successful are pathetic.

Of course - the - capitalists - and their
lackeys would like to believe that the
ooperation is over; but it is not. The
operation of Lam Son 719 is just begin-
ning. The beginning of the end. The wor-
kers and peasants are mounting an ever
increasing attack upon the troops now
trapped in Laos. At the same time new
offensives are starting in Cambodia to

_drive the puppet' troops back in South

Vietnam. The workers and peasants are

"not stopping therehowever. They are going
‘to drive them into trap after-trap.

Khesanh will be the site of greater vic-
tories 'as -the ' workers and peasants
surround the Americans and puppet troops. -
Saigon sits like a fat turkey waiting for
the axe that is sure to come, as its
troops are forced more and more on the
defensive. Already Khesanh has been
attacked and these attacks will continue
until the 1mpemahsts are pushed into the
sea.

Marches Commemorate Ponce Massacre’

MPIL,
left, Workers League member being shoved, just before he was thrown o ground and kicked by gang of MPlers.

urmble to -answer political qmshons raised in the Bulletin, launched physical attack on Workers League Above,

a follower of MP1 tearing down banners of Lenin and Trotsky.

“BY HANK PADRO

NEW YORK,

March 23—ILast Sunday demonstrations called by

the Young Lords Party, in conjunction with the Nationalist Party

of Puerto Rico were held here,

in Bridgeport, Philadelphia and

Ponce, Puerto Rico, commemoratmg the massacre in Ponce in

1937.

The demonstrations were supported by
the MPI (Pro-Independence Movement),
the Puerto Rican Student Union, El Comite
and other radical Puerto Rican organzza-—
tions.

At least 3,000 peo;ﬂe mosﬂy Puerto

16 Pager To Be Out Next Week

Starting next week the Bulle-
tin will expand to 16 pages and
at the same time go over to a
different format. The 16 pager
will include an expanded two
page West Coast section edited-
“in ‘San Francisco, a cultural
page,  and expanded interna-
tional coverage.

Throughout the past year a number of

radical papers have experienced diffi-

culties. The Guardian has heen progres-
sing downward towards. a 16 pager. The
" Daily World has dropped color and is
in"  continual financial straits. The
Militant is “having . a  difficult time of
filling its subscription goals. Challenge
has expanded its circulation byt comes
out only every three weeks unable to
achieve that minimum for g serious pub-
lication—z weekly schedule,

It would seem with the sharp develop-
ment of the class struggle over the past
year all these papers would achieve a

~certain growth ~and stability. But the
opposite 15 the case. These papers are

actually rooted in the old middle class
radicalism—precisely that strata which
is thrown into the greatest crisis by the
development of the class struggle. This
development in turn throws them into deep’
crisis. :
STRATEGY

The importance of the development of
the Bulletin is that the Bulletin's pers-
pective is rooted In an understanding of
the iniernational erisis and a strategy
to take forward the siruggle up to and
including the revolution itself, Therefore
its growth is at every point solid and
rooted . in- the . developing situation, hot
in strata rooted in the past. Each move-
ment forward of the working class streng-

thens the Bulletin and in turn reguires
us io deepen the work of the Baulletin.

We move forward to the 16 pager with
a solid financial base for the paper and
solid. plans w0 raise peid owreslation w
G000 by September. &r thur time we
will anngunee further plans gndthencarry
them  out. We have every intention of
moving. from the weekly Bulletin w a
ﬁ.a Iy paper and are la wlans to de so

ght i the o of expanding the weekly
DAPET .

H

Rican youth, assembled in St. Maxy’s
Park in the Bronx for a march to Plaza
Boringuena.
Plaza Borinquena with spirited chants.of
“Pick up the Gun,” ‘Jibaro' Si, 'Yanqui
No,’* **Vivia. Puerto .Rico’ Libre,”’ ‘and

““Free Puerto Rico Right Now.?’ Many of '

the contingents carried Puerto Ricanflags.

A contingeént from the Workers League

merched carrying red flags and two large
banners. One of the banners read “‘Unite
the Class—Black, White; Puerto Rican,

Employed and Unemployed.”” The other

was & huge banner of Lenin and Trotsky
and read in Spanish: “For an Independent
and . Socialist Puertio Rico; Down w1th
Imperialism and Stalinism.”’

MPI :

Although the march was called by the
Young Lords, polltically it was dominated
by MPI, and one of the main speakers at
the Plaza was Juan Mari Bras, leader of
MPI. At the outset of the march, the MPI

demanded that the Workers League not sell

its paper, the Bulletin.
This came after weeks of threats and
attempts to prevent the saleof the Bulletin,

after an article exposing the fact thatMPI .

is mow in’ alliance with. the Cominunist
Party U8 A. and the Communist Party of
Puérto Rico, and warning of the dangers of
Stalinism interpationally.,
At the Plaza Boringuena the marchers
gaﬂwwr& for a rally. ‘When the Workers
ceague  and the Juan Farinas Defense
xwmmzémw had asked for speakers at the
rally. they wers told by the YLP that the

MPI controlied the speakers Hist ami would.

The march moved ‘toward’

nght

not allow them to speak. In Bridgeport at:

" the YLP rally, a Workers L.eague member

who.- had been . scheduled. to speakfv‘rasﬁ'

“informed - at ‘the last minute that he had
“been. taken oif the speakers list, in order .
to preserve the coalition between the YLP

and MPI, because MPI objected to his*'
speaking.

As Workers League members began to
sell. the Bulletin, they were attacked: by:

members of MPI, who grabbed the papers ' .

and ripped them up. Carman ‘Baerga of

the  MPI  seized the microphone from

Fredrico Lora.of El Comlte and accused

-the Workers League of bemg JBIA agents

and provocateurs S
It was only under these condltions that

-MPI felt safe enough-to launch'a physical - i

attack on the’ ‘Workers: League whipping-

i up Stalinist slanders and the Iowest rac1st N
bmting. : :

SOCIALISM . :
But the ‘size. and spirit of the demon-‘

| stration as- a whole shows that thousands @

upon . thousands” of* working -¢lass ‘youth *
are-moving -to’ fight against imperialisr'n
and the atticks of capitalism here in the:
U.8." The fight for theé independence of

_]?uerto Rico is inseparable-from the fight. - -
for socialism mPuerto Rico and the Unlted
States. :

This flght can only be ’caken forward
with - a. program for- the’ independent

- mobitization of the working class in the
“U.8. and Puerto Rico-against imperialism

and agaiost the national bourgeoisie which

“seeks ‘10, tie the rmasses Df ‘the WOrkmg» S
-class to capltahsm :

This isthe program ofTrotskylsm whmh

-the: Workers League put.forward dat-the . -
“Ponce

march - to commemorate - ‘the

massacre,: and it is this program :which .
“the ‘MPI is afraid of, because it is afraid =

of the mdependent nigvement of the workmg K

clasg’ c}f Puerto Rmo and the U. S ’ :
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ritish General Strike Answers Ford, Heath

BY MELODY FARROW

On March 18th,

millions of British workers went out in a

general strike against the Tory government’s anti-union Industrial
Relations Bill. The strike far surpassed the March lst action in

its scope and militancy.

Newspapers, auto plants, shipyards,
engineering - works,docks, andconstruc-
tion sites were shutdown. At.least a mil-
lion workers were on strike in  the
industrial Midlands alone. About 1,000

workers marched through Birmingham in-

pouring rain chanting: ‘““Throw Out the
Bill!” *‘Throw Out the Tories!” ‘‘Tories
Qut!” and “TUC Call a General Strike!”’

At a special meetingofthe Trades Union
Congress (TUC-equivalent to U.S. AFL-
CIO) at Croyden, a 1,000 strong lobby of
workers demonstrated outside. The gene~
ral strike demand very clearly displayed
on the banner of the Socialist Labour
League (British Trotskyists) was taken
up by the majority of those present
drowning out the feeble “Kill the Bill"”
message put over a loudspeaker by the
Stalinist-led Liaison Committee for the
"Defense of the Unions. )

A meeting of over 12,000 workers in
Merseyside sent a telegram to the TUC
demanding that the TUC call a general
strike to force the Tories to resign. This
action. shows the' determination of the
British working class to fight the govern-
ment.

In the front line of the struggle against
the Tory government’s Strategy to cut the
wages of the entire working class and

) destroy their unions has been the Ford

I

L UROUR MGE
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auto workers who have been on strike for
two months now, )

The Transport and General Workers
Union rejected Ford’s stated ‘‘final offer,”’
a four pound ($9.60) weekly increase and
on March 14th. 15,000 Ford workers in
one area voted to continue the strike des-
pite the treat of massive- layoffs. The
strikers are determined there will be no
repeat of the sellout of the postal workers
strike.

" As the strike entered its seventh week,

Henry Ford II himself flew into London .

to confer with Prime Minister Edward
Heath. Ford was clearly worried about
his investments and stated that the situ-
ation is ‘‘becoming increasingly difficult
due to labor problems. The problem is
a British one—no matter what industry
it is.”” To make his position even clearer
he stated “I wasn’t bluffing either when

I said Ford would re-invest elsewhere...

things have to be cleaned up.”’

) The purpose of the meeting of the Tory -
Prime Minister and the international auto
_ baron was to discuss the way to beat back

and defeat the working class. This is what
TFord ~means by ‘cleaning things up.””

The real holders of the purse string of
the British governmentare demanding that
their money be proteécted. Ford is not
simply trying to fnghten the auto workers

into submission with the threat of
unemployment, but is attempting to frigh-
ten the British government with withdrawal
of its investments unless they can defeat
the workers.

Ford comes to Britain with all the
arrogance of a feudal lord visiting his
domains. Through investment of their
capital Ford and other American capi-

talists have attained an enormous power
over the esconomy of other countries. The

American capitalists are the real masters
and issue the orders.

The United States was able to do this
because of the tremendous weakness and
decline of European industry, especially
Britain, which no longer could compete
with the U.S. These investments however
in no way altered the decline of British
capitalism which now forces the British
ruling class to turn on the working class
and drive down its living standards in
order to keep up falling profits.

Ford complains that he is not getting
“as good a return on his investment”
anymore. The demand of the Ford wor-

. kers that their miserable wages beraised

to .the level of parity with other- auto
workers in England must be sacrificed for
Ford’s profits.
This is the sole reason forthe existence
of capitalism which can only thrive off

~ the continued impoverishment of the wor-

king class.
The one factor that is upsetting all of
Ford’s and Heath’s plans is the combativity

" of the workers, not only in Britain, but

all over the world. The British workers
are fighting back against these attacks
i 98 B » - ¢

The Saclahst Labour League (above during March 18 strske) is flghtmg for a general strike to force the Tories fo resign.

"leaders

and threaten not only British capltahsm
but American capitalism as well which
is now closely tied up with the British
economy.

Ford, speaking for the American
capitalist class, is no longer in a position
to bolster Britain. He is willing to plunge
the whole British economy deeper into
crisis to save his own neck. This is the
meaning of the threat to ‘‘re-invest else-
where.”’

The truth is there is nowhere for Henry
Ford to go where his profits will be safe.
The capitalist class is setting its hopes
on the Industrial Relations Bill to enslave
the unions. What Ford recommends for the
British workers is what he will try and
dish out to American workers as well. The
March 18th' general strike made it clear
what the British workers think of these
plans. | '

Just as Trotsky predicted in the 1920s
that the attempt by the Conservative
government to impose a wage cut on the
miners would and did touch off the 1926
General Strike, today the attempt to pass
the Industrial Relations Bill is leading to
an even deeper explosion of a strong and
undefeated working class.

The question facing British workers is
to expose and defeat the trade union
; who {oday propose the same
policies which led to the betrayal of the
1926 General Strike.

The right wing union leaders in the
Trades Union Council have won the praise
of Heath himself with their opposition to
any industrial action againstthe Bill. They
only propose to soften its effects with
some amendments.

The ‘‘left’’ unions suchas the Transport
and General Workers Union are calling
for a series of one day strikes which will
provide an outlet for the militancy of the
more advanced workers but will not go

_beyond a more militant form of pressure.

VICTORY

The way to victory is through the pro-
gram of the Socialist L.abour League which
fights for a general strike to force the
Tories out of office and to re-elect the
Labour Party pledged to full socialist
policies.

At the rally sponsored by the Socialist
Labour League on February l4th, 4,500
workers and youth supported the call for
the general - strike and for the construc-
tion of a revolutionary party in Britain.
The fight for the general strike must be
taken up in the Trades Union Congress
to force them to call this strike
beginning May 3rd.

“sms OF EMERGENCY” DECLARED IN GYION Chilean Government

-out the country.

" ‘extreme, with chronic. shortage of food=
stuffs that Mrs. Bandaranalke ‘has ‘had:
to - 1look around for ‘scapegoats. She has
~used-

the masses from’'the growing shortages.
*“In'aradio broadcast, she declared:’

ments ' bent ‘on creating chaos by: acts
of ‘terrorism- to frighten the peaceful
citizens of this country.”’

Theése new measures present a threat

‘to the entire Ceonnese labor movement.:

: Though swept into power last'May by the !

masses with a mandate to smash imperi-
alist and- domestic reactmn ‘the “United
“Left Front’’ coalition, headed by Mrs

. .Bandaranaike’s: bourgeois. nationalist Sri- ]
. ‘Lanka  Freedom. Party,
- nothing. but

increasing ‘miser
Ceylonese workers and peasants

i SCAPEGOAT .
: M:rs Bandaranmke s. strategy to avert
the mlutancy ‘of the ‘masses-has been'to
‘try to pit the Singhalesé’ ma30r1ty 2

the Tarml minority. ‘Thé economijc crisis v
. has.inow.- got’cen S0 deep that further
" methods

g ‘are’ . needed. The ‘‘state of
i ‘emergency *! with its- scapegoat hunting
that ‘will go ‘deeper and deeper-into the

labor movement is-the local bourgeoisie’ s

newest answer o their problems
~Complicit 'in tms coul

: “Umted Left ‘Front’” ‘coalition ~the ex-
; Trotsky1st 1.SSP and the Stalinists: *
The Pabloites in’ Ceylon (supported b
. ‘the Socialist Workers Party in the U.S.)
. ed: by Bala Tampoe altho th no

“attacks against the Maoist youth -
- group; the People s Freedom Liberation.
- Front,: in“order:to divert-the. attention of

has delivered::

to the :
WO

: 'revolutlonary .
»move are -the'two ‘other ‘Thembers” of the.

“BY MARTY JONAS :

On March 17 Prlme Mlmster Mrs Sirimavo’ Bandarana1ke
: «declared the second state of emergency in two. weeks in Ceylon.
" Troops are guardmg the American ‘embassy and key pomts through

The  crisis in Ceylon has become 80

e shau not allow any dissident ele=

.,nothmg maore durmg this” erisig:than
put presqure on Mrs. Banddranaike. Aftergf ;

:dedad by
‘police: durmg a plantatlon strxke “Tampoe
~.ealled upon Mrs. Bandaranaik ~to bring
forward regulatl,,ons ‘protecting workers i
- from the plantat;on owners and the palice:

Cworkers . were' ‘shot .

: TROTSKYI.STS
Only the Trotskyists; -in the Revo«
lutmnary Communist: L.eague,

- Ionese section of the Internati
mlttee, fight - to br ng tiow the’ coalition
‘government.- -They fight among themasses.
“ 40 build up a movement fo force the: LSSP -
and the Stalinists, the two largestworking . . .
-olass partiés in Ceylon, to break fromthe -
. coalition government. At the same time -
~:{hey ~fight to bu11d revolutlonary cadres..
‘tolead the: masses ~~agamst reformismand”

soc;elist p‘evolutl

" spiring  with

,Bans Anti-Stalinist Film

‘BY LOU BELKIN . n
The government of Salvadore Allende has banned the motion

for  film
reéview). ‘The - film deplcts the trial and

“ordeal of “Artur London, one of the de-

fendants-in the Slansky trlals m Czecho-—

" slovakia in'1952: " .1 ,
The deiendants were accused of antx-

socmhst activity, Trotskylsm and con-
‘ ; imperialism to overthrow
socialist. Czechoslovakia.’”” Although all

- defendants were granted official-pardons
-in 1956, ‘eleven of the fourteen defendants,
! fmcludmg Czech -
.. 'Secretary- -Géneral, Rudolph Slansky,were
- liquidated. '

-Communist - Party

“Initially; the fllm was to be shown:in

~January of this'year: However, the Chilean
Communist Party, which was the first of-
»the Stalmlst parties to’ support. the Soviet
invasion oi Czechoslovakm ‘has attacked.

the film as ‘‘an: instrument of Yankee
1mper1ahsm > ‘Along with the American
Stahmsts, they. have forbidden theiwmom-

E bers from seeing- the film: Because they .-
- are du‘ectly partimpatmg in the Allende
government, they have influenced Allende "
- g0 that he has barred the film from com-
‘mercial exhibition,

BETRAYALS
Costa-Gavras’ previous: f11m Z was
presented in Chile and widely acclalmed

even  in . Slgle, the Chilean Commumst'
: Party paper.” However there are great =
differences in the films. Z is éssentially |

a liberal presentation of the1967 coup.in

“Stalinist youth'bri- . .
gades - in" Chile have threetened vmlence' '
~if the fllm 15 presented (e

jplcture ‘The Confession, from ‘public ex}nbmon in-Chile. This
was announced in the "March 13 1ssue of the New York Times.

: ' The film starszes Montand and Sxmone )
e :ngnoret and was directed by Costa-Gavras '
."(see: Bulletin, March 8, 1971,

Greece. In thatfilm the role of the Greek
CP in relation to the events surrounding
the  coup and. historically, the rmassive
betrayals carried out under Stalin’s

. “leadership particularly during. and after
. the Second World War, are consciously.

left - out. .The: film . seés the coup as
essentially a triumph of evil over good,

“'as a misfortune" which should not have

happened. ~ With liberal- sentiments it

. concludes with the hope  that democracy- k

and righteousness will return tothe Greek -
shores once again.

"The Confession was made by Costa~-
Gavras.and written by J. Semprun. Both
technicians were former CP members in

‘Greece and  Spain respectively. In fact;
vSemprun ‘remained in the CP “in Spain
. during and after the' Civil War. The.two
T eo= stars

Yves  Montand and his .wife,
Simone Signoret, have been Sympathizers
of the French CP for thirty years. For

the production team the film was & pain-

“ful experience. But as Montand expressed
iit, ¢*This. film~ had to be made. I could

not have achieved ‘peace of mind Knowing
that Stalinism had turned socmhsm mto :

‘a’caricature of 1tself '

O : FEAR e
The Confession’s merciless deplctlon

i oi the bureaucracy’s prisons and methods G

of torture expose the counterrevolutmnary :

barbarism of Stalinism in Czechoslovakia. . ! X
The Stalinists in Chile fear: what world =
. Stahmsm as a whole fears: the graphic .

depiction of -its own methods in.degdling
with ﬁghters for socxahsm and enermes

: of Stalm
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AFRICA

by N. MAKANDA

THE ILLEGAL British
occupation of the lands of
the Matabele, Mashona
and other Bantu-speaking
tribes took place by
means of stealth, open
plunder, deceptxon and
large-scale warfare.

The wars against Loben-
gula and the Mashona lasted
for some ten years, during
which British forces mur-
dered tens ‘of thousands of
African peasants and stole
156,000 square miles of land
from the = African tribal
owners in Southern Rhodesia

alone: 14 times the area of

Britain!

The -~wars, conducted by
Cecil Rhodes from the Cape—
Britain’s base in southern
Africa at the time—were
carried out with the help of
the British churches, the Sal-
vation Army under Booth and
the Boy-Scout founder, Baden-
Powell, all of whom were
nmcialiy thanked in the Cape
Town Drill Hall by Rhodes
after the first major Rhodesian
victories in. the 1890s.

-~ In particular, Rhodes
thanked the 'missionaries for
their role in the comquest of
Rhodesia—the same mission-
ary institutions with whose
present - day  apostles  the
African. National Congress is
collaberating and  through
whom the  Anti - Apartheid
Committee insulted = the
memory of thé martyrs of
Sharpeville - by parading and
following an Anglican-Church

Bishop at the Sharpeville rally

at Trafalgar Square on March
21, 1970,

Expansion

The conquest of  Rhodesia
was motivated by the expan-
sion of British interests which
followed upon the opening of
" the Kimberley diamond mines
in the 1870s and the gold
mines of Johannesburg in the
1880s.

The search - for  further
mineral concessions was itself
an immediate and- pressing
cause of the British invasion
of Matabeleland.

In addition, the s;mﬁ itsalf
was to be a prize of war

Finally, the labour of the
;A”ma’x owners . of the

Race laws are

gles in Africa’”’

Labour League.

This is the last of a series
of articles on ‘‘Class Strug-
reprinted
from the Workers Press,
daily paper of the Socialist

Claws which ey

land -

Typical conditions fot African

Bantu education’ means an

had to be exploited and the
first step towards this aim was
the separation of the African
tribal-peasants from their land
by means of forcible dispos-
session.

Having = expropriated  the

' African people by force, hav-

ing stolen the Jand wealth and
cattle of the Africans, the
British cornquerors set about
marshalling, regimenting, con-
trofling, tapping, seizing and
subjecting the labour power of

‘the conguered  people.

The - wars  were primarily
tand . wars. | The 531’&*»5 ‘that
followed were prima:iiy cheap-
labour - laws, o g4 "hﬁ‘. %aﬂd

fand-robbery
Thess

%ars
tand and labour laws,

puplls in South Africa, w!
inferior education desigoed oenly to
create servants for the white masters,

from the begianing, took the
form of colour racialism.

Done before
Smith did nothing

and 'that British governments
had not done vyear in, year

out, all the time from the con-.

quest to the unilateral declar-

ation . of independence, for
nearly three quarters of a.
century. : .

As in South Africa, o too

in Rhodesia, Britain legislated
- on the basis of colour:

From 1880 until 1923 the
faws  wearg muc‘w wnder- the
gegis of

the | British

that
Rhodes had not done before

“South

not new to
Rhodesia

Africa’ Company, founded by'
Rhodes and. granted a charter

by the British government.

This company had colossal
powers, financial, ‘commercial,
mining, Iand»owmng as well .
as political. It had all the legal -
powers  of a state.
monopoly finance caprtal xtself
ruling ‘a colony. :

“White’ - settlers, mamly
from Britain, were' given vast
acreages of }and stolen from
the ' Africans.

Great, - ﬁnanmal _companies..
gxabbed enormouns - mineral
concessions ' (copper, goId
asbestos, iron, coal, chrome).

The country became either -
the private property of British

_settlers and, compames or else

Crown Land.
The Africans were - wholly .

dispossessed in the country of
- their "birth. They were, more- -
over, segregated into Bantu-
stans which were in existence -

under British rule long before:
Verwoerd concocted the term.

Eventually some four million
Africans were allowed to ‘own’
(really - occupy condmonaliy)
four and a half million acres,
while  some 200,000 “whites’
fully owned 50 mxllion acres in
farm land alone.

40 million acres were re- -

served as labour reservoirs for
cheap ' African
concentration camps
less or else.

The whole land situation
Was
Apportionment

which had the fall sanction af
the Bnhsh mrhamem;

This w . -¢ the onl/ aet
of " laws. sanctioned’ b the
‘mother of demmrau
were pass laws {1895},
taxes,”
devices 1o
labour

. the

It was

5 Vwent an all~powerful
" within-a-state’, ,
- Affairs Department, Whlch con- -
“ trolled the lives of the Africans -

dactatorslnp,
labour-rural .
nothing :
‘ - m thlS
frozen - by the. Land .

Acts;  which
were openly mmahstxc and .

ihere -
hut ‘faxes and - other
‘smoke. out’ cheap

from. the  countryside, cajled ghg
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CLASS STRUGGLES IN

to force the Africans to ‘learn
] dignity of ‘labour’, as
Rhodes always put- it—on be-
half of the work-shy whites! ™
“There were Labour Regula-
‘tion Laws, locating, compounds
and the social colour-bar, -
Educational. segregation, car-
ned - out - mainly - by ‘‘the.
-missionaries, ‘became a major -
jnstrument - of  educationdl
starvation " and indoctrination
' —once ‘more, in the hands. of
the . British liberals—the same
. ones who are today the friends

of the ANC and = Anti-Apar- = -

- theid Committee. ,
The missionaries laid the
basis for ‘racial discrimination
‘in education which is: reflected
~in the statistic that European -
children get £150 a year spent .-
on -them by the -state and -
African chaldren in school £8-
a year.. ;
. This ﬁgute is not the aver-
age for ~African; children - of

'school-gomg age-—for 80 per:

cent of these children have .

.always  been denied effective
schooling by ‘civilized’ Britain. < = -
Britain
officially took -over the colony, .

In 1923, . when

a constitution  was  fashioned -
by British ‘democracy’ which.

_placed the local political power .
” exclusxvely in the hands of the
whlte mmonty oy

Tlus British- consntutxon tor5 il

- Rhodesia (amended in 1961 to -
admit. 15 ‘African traitors - as

 window-dressing) was the one
. which. brought Smith to: oﬂice :
~-and later to power. :

A - ‘white’ -controlléd army .
“was -formed, : a ‘white’ . police

'force, 2 ‘white’ judiciary, and a. -

wlnte executive. :
With this machmery of state

from' birth 'to’ death -all the ' -
time, everywhere at all levels, =~

" on the basis of cheap slave-like.
labour and the total denial ot“~ "

- political rights. - =
It was full-blooded racxahst.
" nothing .. less,"
‘nothing " else. ‘And:

~There is: nothmg paradomcali e

Childhood

For British. ‘democracy

as. o
: aiways ‘been a Greek - democ- ¢

racy, in the sense ‘of ancient

Greece, ‘where the slave-owners’ ‘
< were citizens -and the glaves
“were- outside ‘the palée ‘of :the:

famed - ciasswai Graeman d:

mocraey. _
But this was | in! what Marx‘

c}nldhood’ of eivils

‘State<
a Natxve Koy

it; was - ':(
created by British ‘democracy”,
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ization.

British democracy grew up
in the old-age of class civiliza-
tion. It is part of its senility, a
second childhood at best and
most.

But, like the Greek democ-
racy, it rested fair-square on
slavery, wage slavery at home
and, at first, actual slavery in
the colonies, and later on,

colonial slavery, includingsthe '

slavery of apartheid.
. Colonial neo-fascism has
always been the base of British

‘democracy’ and British ‘de-
mocracy’ has always been a
Juxury made possible only by
the colonies. v

This was true of Rhodes and
Victoria. It is equally true of
Smith and the second Eliza-
bethan ‘era’.

It goes without saying that
democracy inside Britain was
not simply “‘granted’, but was
wrung out of the feudal and
capitalist classes by long and
bitter class struggles.

But the point is that the

ruling classes could, for a

while at least, afford to toler--

ate the ‘luxury of democracy’
in the imperialist countries,
because of the wealth pouring
in from the colonies.

It can still afford it only
because this wealth still pours
out of Asia and Africa into
imperialist countries like
Britain,

As for the colonial toilers,
they fought no less hard, for
an equally long period, under
incomparably worse conditions

ONE OF the systematic
propaganda myths per-
petuated by the British
ruling class through its
press, radio, TV and pul-
pits, has been the lie that
the Boers or settlers were
responsible for apartheid
in S Africa and S Rhode-
sia, or that they were
‘worse’ than the Liberals
and the British.

The same falsehood was

repeated during the recent
S African elections.

Sufficient has been said
about S Rhodesia in this
column to show that there
have never been elections
under ,British rule which did
not deny the franchise to the
vast majority of the inhabi-
tants,

Elections to' a ‘Europeans-

only’ parliament are not elec-
tions, nor is such a ‘parliament’.
a parliament. ' .

The same is true of S Africa.
There have never beed. elec-
tions in there under British or
Boer rule, from 1806 wuntil

today. The April, 1970, elec-.

fions 11> Africa were not
elections, except in the Nazi
sense. ‘

The system of political apart-
heid in S Africa, as in S
Rhodesia, was basically created
by Britain, as part of the whole
apartheid structure which it
created, in a basic sense, in
the ‘19th and early 20th cen-
turies. - , :

Britain created the system of
‘native ' reserves’ which- the
present  Nationalist Party re-
named Bantifstansl” ’

Britain created the system of

‘native authorities’ which the

Nagionalists = renamed ‘Bantu

self-rule’.

Britain created the system

of mining, urban and rural

-compounds and locations which

the Nationalists could not even
rename, so stark were these
creations in themselves.

Britain created the industrial

colour bar, backed by the

white workers.

Britain set up the elaborate.
system  of . educational segre-
gation and starvation, through
the British missionary societies..

Britain set up the system of -
judicial segregation (apartheid)

using ‘native law’ as an excuse.
Britain was the major .thief

~of the land of the African

tribal owners during a century
of ‘wars of conquest and dis-

.possession, and on this basis -

the vast system of territorial

‘segregation and apartheid land-

ownership and occupation was

“Set up in S Africa, as in the

Rhodesias.

And it was Britain which
made the basic political apart-
heid law of S Africa, the 1910
Act of Union, which was made
and passed, without dissent, in

the British Houses of Parlia- . k
“ment, at Westminster, London.:

It was this Act which legal-
ized the political dispossession
of the non-Europeans and con-
centrated political power ex-
clusively in the hands of the
Europeans in S Africa, a pat-
tern later followed in Rhodesia.

Servants

It was Britain who first de-
feated the Boers in the Anglo-
Boer War at the turn of the
century and then rehabilitated
them financially, rurally and
politically, in order to make
them political managers of the
enormous British mining, agri-
cultural, financial and indus-
trial estate in S Africa. They
did the same in S Rhodesia,
through the British settlers
there. : .

By this device Britain was
able both to use the Boers and
settlers as powerful, socially
based, agencies of imperialist
rule over the non-European

workers and peasants, and, at

the same time, to avoid all
direct blame and responsibility
for the laws, made in Britain,
but carried out by the Boers
and settlers,

It was one of the most in-
genious and diabolical deceits
in history. And it continues to
this day, as the British press,
radio and TV treatment of the
recent S @ African ‘elections’
showed once again—when it
was claimed that a shift to-
wards the more openly pro-

The first issue of the ‘Govern-

ment Gazette’ proclaiming the

appointment of Lord Gladstone

as  Governor-General of South
) Africa.

British United Party was a

‘leaning to the left’.

It is hard to imagine any-
thing less ‘left’ than the: pro-

" apartheid, - anti-non-European -

United Party whose industrial,
financial' and  mining . sup-

porters base themselves upon: .
_gpartheid.

Apartheid at all levels is the -
cement of. imperialist super-

exploitation of - cheap . non-
European labour in S Africa,
which, like Smith's. Rhodesia,
is'a mainly British semi-colony
kept together by apartheid.

No system of ‘indirect rule’,

‘such as has .worked for im-

perialism in W Africa and E
Africa, is possible or has been
risked by imperialism in south-
ern Africa. '

-Concessions

'’ For them’ it has’long been

clearly understood that the
only alternative to apartheid
is not ‘liberalism’ but com-
munism. This is the basis of
their politics and strategy in
southern Africa.

The reasons for this are deep
and seemingly complex and
will be dealt with ‘periodically
in this column. But briefly they
amount, in essence, to this:
that imperialism has always
based itself on a ‘white’ social
base in S Africa, has deliber-
ately shut out the non-
Europeans from all civil and
political rights, has blocked the
formation of a non-European
petty bourgeoisie and bour-
geoisie, especially among the
Africans. '

Imperialism has frustrated
the formation of a peasantry
and has, this time in vain, tried
to frustrate the development
of a proletariat (i.e. a non-
European proletariat) and this,
its sole failure, has sealed its
doom in advance and pre-
cluded even practical thought
of a major concession.

Even formal equality in S
Africa would signify the col-

‘lapse of imperialism.

Aspirant

Those African Nationalists
who hope to get for their
aspirant class in S Africa what
British and French imperialism
granted in the rest of Africa
are barking up the wrong
historical tree.-

Neither imperialism nor the
proletariat can or will listen to
them. ‘

_The only ‘concession’ pos-
ixbl&: is the abolition of apart-
heid. : .

And this at once .and in- .

evitably means the end of im-

- perialism in S Africa,

It is' not that the Boers do
not want to make concessions.

‘They can’t even if they wanted
to. Nor can the United Party,
which -acted .in no wise differ-
ent from Verwoerd and Vorster
when it was in office.

All parties in S Africa,"as in ‘
S Rhodesia, have been Smith-

like or Vorstertlike. ,
All intensified apartheid.

| Diluted \

Nor could they' do other-
wise. A United Party victory
in S Africa would mean not

‘diluted apartheid’ ' as the
British press claims, but more

apartheid.

There is no other: way for

~imperialism’s agents to rule S

Africa, where the vast mass of

_ its investments in Africa le.

And, as before, any victor-
ious . party ‘elections’ there
exist only on the- basis of im-
perialist investments and inter-
ests and have no way other
than apartheid of - defending
these interests against the S
African revolution—which will
be 'a :social  revolution, ad-
vancing under the banner of

““full democratic tights’.

and hardships, for this same
legal ‘democracy’, but they
never got it, neither before,
during nor after ‘independ-
ence’, . o

They belong to the neo-
fascist camps of imperialist
‘democracy’.

Democracy is not for them.

So it was all over the
colonies, so it was in British
Rhodesia. and so it is under
Britain’s creature, the Smith
regime.

THE PRESENT ‘stand’
of the Catholic Church
in S Rhodesia is not
against  Smith’s  anti-
African land law, but
against any' encroach-
ment of the state on the
preserves of the Church.

The Church ultimatum to
Smith that it would close all
its schools, hospitals and old-

peoples homes is not directed

against apartheid, but against
the danger to the church of
state interference with the
implementation of apartheid .
which the Roman Catholic
Church, like every other
church in S Rhodesia, has
always practised.

There is thus every likelihood
of a ‘compromise’ between Smith
and the Church and it is for the
purpose of such a compromise
that Smith agreed to meet the
Church leaders and that the

- ultimatum itself was issued at

the end of April.
The Roman Catholic Church

in Rhodesia has, for half a -

century, carried out the various

.anti-African land laws made by

Britain. .

This Church, like the Anglican
Church, has - practised every
form of apartheid law made by
Britain during its fong and brutal

direct rule over S Rhodesia. Its

recent protest cannot therefore
in any way be interpreted as
Aanti-apartheid, - . - . -
In  particular the Churches
were the main agencies of
educational apartheid and star-

" vation from the very beginning

of British rule until the present
day.

They have owned and man-
aged special inferior schools into
which they segregated African
children even when there was no
law to enforce such segregation.

At the same time they have
owned - and managed - séparate,
luxurious = ‘Europeans only’
schools, old people’s homes and
hospital services. .

.They are the oldest masters
of apartheid in S Rhodesia. It
was not for nothing that Rhodes’
special thanks went out to them
in the . 1890s—already after the

defeat of the Matabele and

Mashona by Britain..

. The Catholic and other major’
- imperialist churches—for that is

what they are in the modern
epoch — have - always practised
and also preached the apartheid
they now pretend to condemn
in order to curry bogus favour
with- the ‘independent’ African
states  and - to . divert anti-
imperialist struggle into liberal,
pro-imperialist diversions.

A lock at the -educational
position in - § ' Rhodesia makes
the role of the missionaries in
this respect clear enough..

.. One hand-book says of the
..‘present, Smith: period: S

Tangwena tribesmen fleeing their
ancestral home, designated as
‘white’ under Rhodesian Land-
Apportionment Act.

‘Most schools in S Rhodesia
are run by missions, grant aided
by government {e.g., A, Gordon-
Brown). Since the ,educational
system in S Rhodesia is notor-
iously segregationist, the missions
bear the main direct respon-
sibility for this apartheid.’

The missionaries were experts
in the practice of educational
apartheid and starvation.

Their main role was to
regiment and starve ‘African
education’. They were the major
party to the fact that up to
1939 there was no secondary
school at all for "any African
children in Nyasaland, S Rhodesia
or N Rhodesia.

For the ‘European’ child there
was a luxurious system of
separate well-equipped schools.

The purpose of the mission

- schools was to indoctrinate the

African child with a slave
mentality. The purpose of the
European schools was to prepare
the ‘white’ child to be a master.

These purposes were often
openly stated as British state

.policy in S Rhodesia, as they

had been in S Africa.

By 1939 the missionaries who
are now loudly ‘protesting’
against Smith were mainly re-
sponsible for a ‘system’ of
‘education’ which starved the
African child by means of a
state expenditure of 1s 5d per
African child, compared with £6
(2 year) for each European child

~—a discrimination of about 80

to 1 practised by the holy
missionaries themselves.

By the time of ‘independence’
for Malawi and Zambia there
was the grand total- of 3,300
Africans in secondary schools in
S Rhodesia  (with some million
people classified by the British
racial classifiers), 2,108 " in
N Rhodesia and 1,300 in
Nyasaland.

The ' total -for ° ‘European’
children was 21,671 (for some
quarter million ‘Europeans’}—a
racial discrimination of over 100
to 1.

The .Churches participated fully
in the running of this apartheid
system " of education starvation
for the African <¢olonial slaves
and of . fraining . for ‘white
supremacy’ for the' children of
the ‘whites’ of all classes.

School
colour

ONE OF the many
colour bars introduced
into Rhodesia by Britain,
long before Smith, was
the system of school fees.

By 1960 not only was
Britain spending £103 a year
on each ‘white’ educand
(compared with £8 per
African educand in South
Rhodesia, £9 in North
Rhodesia and £3 in Nyasa-
land), but fees constituted

L
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Every major law which permits the Smith government to persecute

an almost insuperable barrier.

‘British hypocrisy’

This barrier affected only the
African since the ‘white’ parents’
income was invariably subsidized
by the super-profits made by
cheap African labour. The fees
system was a colour bar in ail
but name—an absolutely typical
example of ‘British hypocrisy’.

Like the S African government,
the British government claimed
that African education was a
burden on the British tax-payer.
This was the old story of ‘white
man’s burden'—the burden of the
packhorse on the rider.

The fact is that the British tax-
paver in S Rhodesia and in
Britain contributed not a penny
to African education, but had his
own education and much more
besides subsidized by super-
profits sweated out of cheap
colonial labour, including that in
S Rhodesia.

Nor did the situation change
after ‘independence’ for Malawi,
Zambia and other semi-colonies
of British- imperialism.

Myth

The myth of the British tax-
payer was and remains one of
‘the deceptions of the people’.

In reality the children of the
African workers and peasants
were starved of education by
Britain.

Part of this starvation con~
sisted of the system of missionary
schools and of segregated educa-
tion.

Another part consisted of the
colour discrimination in educa-
tional expenditure between white
and non-white educands.

Yet another part was the fees
system, These fees ranged from
£3 to £60 a vear for Africans—
and this, in turn, was the equiva-
lent of from one month’s to
several years' income for 99 per
cent of the African people.

Not only were such fees of
little consequence to  white
parents, because of their earnings,
which are subsidized by African
{ebour, but, in addition, no fees
at all had to be paid by whites,
who received a subsidy for their
education from Britain.

Britain, in turp, got this sub-
sidy out of the super-profits
created by cheap African labour
toiling for British companies in
& Rhodesia.

Difficulty

Whereas white children had no
lifficulty in entering high schools,
at one college alone there were
16 applicants for one African
place.

The colour discriminationr of
the British state was well illus-

African workers was introduced by the British government
before UDL Abcove: A specially-trained dog attacks a passing

African worker.

trated in 1962 when the British

government gave its S Rhodesian
regime a loan of £3.5-million, of
which £200,000 (about 6 per
cent) was earmarked for African
education. -~

Repay

this ‘gesture’ was worth
exactly 2s per African child of
schoolgoing age. To repay this

loan the African worker had tof .

refund to Britain 30 times what!
he ‘received’.

The ‘civilizing influence’ or
British rule in Rhodesia was no
different from that of Smith’s
dictatorship.

The British claimed that by
1953 there were 263,223 in school
and that by 1962 this figure had
risen to 600,000, including
60,000 European children.

All European children were
educated, compared with a third
of the African children.

But while the European child-
ren spent & full span at school,
African children who did go to
school spent a short period in
school before being ‘spewed onto
the labour market'' by British
rule. (This phrase was commonly
used by the anti-apartheid
Teachers’ Leagué. of S Africa, a
non-racial teachers’ union.)

While the European child was
taught in modern, over-staffed
institutions, the 16,243 African
teachers (1963 figures) taught in
overcrowded, inferior, segregated
schools, including 662 ‘farm
schools” (child labour camps).

School career

Out of a total of some 3,300
schools, 58 were secondary
schools, holding 6,000 pupils.

In 1964 75 per cent of all

European children reached form
1V, compared with 5 per cent of
all African children in
Rhodesia, Zambia and Malawi.

The average length of a school
career for those Africans who
antered schools at all was less
than two years.

Cut of 80,0600 African children
entering the British mission
schools in S Rbodesia only 13
reached form IV. (In Zambia the
figure was 28 out of 28,000 ie.,
one in a thousand.)

In the British semi-toony of
Malawi, the British ‘civilizing
influence’ was such that by 1960
only 80 Africans emerged out of
the secondary schools. (The
Malawi Minister of Education,
Chiume, set a target of 1,000 for
1965, to overcome the backward-
ness introduced by British rule in
Nyasaland.)

For all practical purposes the
British state and churches intro-
duced almost no educational
systermn for the African children
in S Rhodesia and what they did
‘ntroduce was starved and segre-
sated. Smith ocould not con-
ceivably have done ‘worse’.

‘Protested”

His regime thus has a long-
standing comunon denominator
with the Roman Catholic and
other missions who recently ‘pro-
tested’ against the effects of the
latest Land Bill and then entered
into ‘talks’ with Smith.

What they were protesting
against was not the effects of this
or any other law on the Africans,
but on themselves—that is, on
their ‘freedom’ to continue to
administer and control the sys-
tem of educational and ‘health’
starvation and segregation which
these missionaries have intro-
duced and operated ever since
they came to S Rhodesia,

As the Mau Mau general,
Dedan Kimathi, was to sav before
he was executed by the British
in Kenva:

‘Before the coming of the
missionaries, we had the land and
they had the bible—now we have
the hible and they have the land."

It is for this reason that in S
Rhodesia, as elsewhere in British
Africa, the struggle azainst the
biblebearers  necessarily  plays
such a vital part in the anti-
imperialist movement.

o,

in & Rhodesia the majority of the population die
before they are 40 years old. A half to a third of
babies die before they are one year oid.

LIVING in a British colony
or semi-colony means prema-
ture death for the workers
and peasants super-exploited
by British companies and the
British state, through invest-
ments and ‘aid’.

In S Rhodesia, for éxample,
the majority of the population
die before they are 40 years old.

Furthermore, a half to a third
of the babies die before they are
oné year old,

Such is ‘life’ in a British semi-
colony, whether this be an in-
ependent African state, or a
‘White Republic’ like Smith’s
British-made Rhodesia, or S
Africa.

The short life of the Africans
in S Rhodesia is due to his
super-exploitation by British im-
perialism and to his oppression
by the political arm of British
imperialism, whether this srm be
a Crown Colony dictatorsl_zig, or
the dictatorship of Jan Smith,

Average Income

The average income of an
African worker or peasant in S
Rhodesia is one tenth of the
averagé wage in Britain,

As a result the conditions of
living  become conditions = of
dying, They bear comparison
only with the most terrible crisis

years of the industrial revolution

in England and the Irish famine.

British ‘democracy’ has meant
that the majority of the people
of ‘British Africa’ have been
systematically murdered by Brit-
ish monopoly capital and the
British state—sa genocide which
is measured by the British

‘statistics themselves,

Health statistics are but one
reflection of the extent to which
British rule has produced ‘back-
ward countries’ or ‘undér-de.
veloped states’ in Africa.

Such  ‘civilization” as Britain
brought was either confined to

the Britishers and other Euro-

peans who seftled like social
locusts on the lands stolen from
the African tribes in dévastating
wars of conquest, or else has to
be measured relative to the total
destruction of life and of the
means of life by the British con-
quest, disposséssion and ensiave-
ment of the conguered and dis-
possessed,

‘Civilization’s’ price

For every non-European treated
. a (segregated) missionary or
state hospital, 13 died of super-
éxploitation and lack of hospital
facilities,

No European died for lack of
hospitals. For every non-Eurc-
pean admitted to a mission hos-
pital, thousands were killed by
the Briush conguest and rule,
‘The destruction  of life itself
wrought by Britzin was almost
infinite in comparison with the
lives ‘saved’ by the imperialist
‘civilizing m™issions’,

The prwe of civilization can

hardly be measured i other
spheres as well

How many Africans wére not
killed by British troops and

police in the struggle for educa-

tion for their children (a major
issue for a long time in Rhodesin
and Nyasaland, in which British
forces murdered great numbers
of parents and children)?

What price the inferior, segre-
gated, starved ‘education’ given
in return for this slaughter and
much more by the missionaries
and state of Britain? Even today,
ten children are killed off by
super-exploitation for évery ome
in school for a few years. :

Medicai ‘aid’

Since the average life-span of
an African in S Rhodésia under
Britain or Smith is half a nor-
mally expected span in the 20th
‘century, it is not an exaggeration
to say that British impérialism
regularly and systematically mur-
?al_‘s half the Rhodesian popu-
ation. .

The press and pulpit, other-
wise so vocal about ‘genocide’,
say nothing of this. :

It is against this mass killing
of semi-colonial people by the
imperialist system of super-
éxploitaion that medical and
other ‘aid’ has to be measured
— apart from the -enormous
profits made by British investors
?'*ﬁ the British state through this
“aid’,

As for the hospital services

provided by Britain, these hardly
exist for the African popu]a;ﬁpn:

Moreover the gemeral state of
bealth among the dis)
is far lower under British rule
than it was under the old tribal
system.

In S Rhodesia there was one
doctor for every 3,600 inhabitants
—a ‘better’ ratio, compared with
the 8,000 in N Rhodesia and
35,000 in Nyasaland. :

This ratio was entirely due to
separate, ' superior, services for
the ‘white” settlers, the number
of doctors being almost directly
proportional in the three. terri-
taries to the number of Furoe.
peans.

Doctors ‘reserved’

In: the United States the num- -

ber of inhabitants per doctor.
about 750, per »

In, British ‘tropical Africe®

there are abowt 25,000 Africans
per doctor and the latter is
usually reserved, firstly, for his
European patients.

’I‘herie 3&30 one h}o;sp%’%lo bed fox
every peop “in the
USA) and this bed is, firstly, for
Europeans only in well-equipped
mission and state hospitals,
health services in British

Rhodesia -having been entirely -

segregated along racial lines, »
In addition to the starvation
of medical facilities for Africans

and hospital egation, hos~

z Segr s
pital fees of 10s to 18s a day
{for mimor treatment) effectively
excluded the population from
medical treatment, for this was

the average weekly wage of e
Rhodesian  wage-slave  ‘enjoying’
British rule, as they do umder
Smith today.

This is how British rule in’
S Rhodesia denied and deprived

the African workers and peasants
of even the most elementary

benefits of world civilization. . . . -

i
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ization.

British democracy grew up
in the old-age of class civiliza-
tion. It is part of its senility, a
second childhood at best and
most.

But, like the Greek democ-
racy, it rested fair-square on
slavery, wage slavery at home
and, at first, actual slavery in
the colonies, and later on,
colonial slavery, including.the
slavery of apartheid.

. Colonial neo-fascism has
always been the base of British

‘democracy’ and British ‘de-
mocracy’ has always been a
luxury made possible only by
the colonies. .

This was true of Rhodes and
Victoria. It is equally true of
Smith and the second Eliza-
bethan ‘era’.

It goes without saying that
democracy inside Britain was
not simply “‘granted’, but was
wrung out of the feudal and
capitalist classes by long and
bitter class struggles.

But the point is that the

- imperialist

-ruling classes could, for a

while at least, afford to toler--
ate the ‘luxury of democracy’
in the imperialist countries,
because of the wealth pouring
in from the colonies.

It can still afford it only
because this wealth still pours
out of Asia and Africa into
countries like
Britain.

As for the colonial toilers,
they fought no less hard, for
an equally long period, under
incomparably worse condijtions

ONE OF the systematic
propaganda myths per-
petuated by the British
ruling class through its
press, radio, TV and pul-
pits, has been the lie that
the Boers or settlers were

responsible for apartheid

in S Africa and S Rhode-
sia, or that they were
‘worse’ than the Liberals
and the British.

The same falsehood was
repeated during  the recent
S African elections.

Sufficient has been said
about § Rhodesia in this
column to show that there
have never been elections
under , British rule which did
not deny the franchise-to the

vast majority of the inhabi-

tants.

Elestions “to- a ‘Europeans-
only” parliament are not elec-
tions, nor is such a ‘parliament’.
a parliament. .

The same is true of S Africa.
There have never beed elec-
tons in there under British or
Boer rule, from 1806 wuntil

today. The April, 1970, elec-.

fions 1u '3 Alfrica were not
elections, except in the Nazi
sense.

 The system of political apart-
heid in S Africa, as in
Rhodesia, was basically created
by Britain, as part of the whole
apartheid * structure which it
created, in a basic sense, in
the 19th and early 20th cen-
turies.

Britain created the system of
‘native ' reserves’ which the
present Nationalist Party re-
namied BantifStans?”

Britain created the system of
‘native authorities’ which the
Nagionalists renamed ‘Bantu
~ self-rule’. '

Britain created the system
of mining, urban and rural
‘compounds and locations which
the Nationalists could not even
rename, so stark were these
creations in themselves.

Britgin created the industrial
colour bar, backed by the
white workers.

" Britain set up the elaborate
system of educational segre-
gation and starvation, through
the British missionary societies.

Britain set up the system of -

judicial segregation (apartheid)
using ‘native law’ as an excuse.

Britain was: the major thief
of the land of the African
tribal owners during a century
of wars of conquest and dis-
Jpossession, and on this basis
the vast system .of . territorial
segregation and apartheid land-
ownership and occupation was
Set up in S Africa, as in the
Rhodesias.
© And it was Britain which
made the basic political apart-
heid law of S Africa, the 1910
Act of Union, which was made
and passed,. without dissent, in
the “British Houses' of Parlia~

ment, at ‘Westminster, London, -

~ apartheid,

It was this Act which legal-
ized the political disposscssion
of the non-Europeans and con-
centrated political power ex-
clusively in the hands of the
Europeans in S Africa, a pat-
tern later followed in Rhodesia.

Servants

It was Britain who first de-
feated the Boers in the Anglo-
Boer War at the turn of the
century and then rehabilitated
them financially, rurally and
politically, in order to make
them political managers of the
enormous British mining, agri-
cultural, financial and indus-
trial estate in S Africa. They
did the same in S Rhodesia,
through the British settlers
there. : .

By this device Britain was
able both to use the Boers and
settlers as powerful, socially
based, agencies of imperialist
rule over the non-European

workers and peasants, and, at

the same time, to avoid ail

.direct blame and responsibility

for the laws, made in Britain,
but carried out by the Boers
and settlers. ,

It was one of the most in-
genious and diabolical deceits
in history. And it continues to
this day, as the British press,
radio and TV treatment of the
recent S African ‘elections’
showed once again—when it
was claimed that a shift to-

wards the more openly pro- .

The first issue of the ‘Govers-
ment Gazette’ proclaiming the

. appointment of Lord Gladstone

as Governor-General of South
. - Africa. :

British = United Party was a

‘leaning to the left'.
It is hard to imagine any-

thing less ‘left’” than the pro-
" anti-non-European " .

United Party whose industrial,
financial and mining sup-
porters base. themselves upon

~ gpartheid.

Apartheid at all levels is the
cement of imperialist super--
exploitation of cheap non-

- European labour in S Africa,

which, like Smith’s. Rhodesia,

“is a'mainly British- semi-colony

kept together by apartheid.

No system of ‘indirect rule’,
such -as has worked for im-
perialism in W Africa and E
Africa, is possible or has been
risked by imperialism in south-~

ern Africa.

- “Concessions

" For them it has ‘long been

clearly understood that the
only alternative to apartheid
is not ‘liberalism’ but com-
munism. This is the basis of
their politics and strategy in
southern Africa.

The reasons for this are deep
and seemingly complex and
will be dealt with ‘periodically
in this column, But briefly they
amount, in essence, to this:
that imperialism has always
based itself on a ‘white’ social
base in S Africa, has deliber-
ately shut out the non-
Europeans from all civil and
political rights, has blocked the
formation of a non-European
petty bourgeoisie and bour-
geoisie, especially among the
Africans. ‘

Imperialism has frustrated
the formation of a peasantry
and has, this time in vain, tried
to frustrate the development
of a proletariat (i.e. a non-
European proletariat) and this,
its sole failure, has sealed its
doom in advance and. pre-
cluded even practical thought
of a major concession, '

Even formal equality in 8§
Africa would signify the col-

‘lapse of imperialism.

Aspirant

- Those African Nationalists
who hope to get for their
aspirant class in S Africa what
British and French imperialism
granted in the.rest of Africa
are barking up the wrong
historical tree. .

Neither imperialism nor the
proletariat can or will listen to
them.

The only ‘concession’ pos-
%Lblg is the abolition of apart-
éid. -

; And  this at once .and in~ .
evitably means the end of im-

perialism in S Africa,

It is not that the Boers do
not want to make concessions.
They can’t even if they wanted
to.'Nor can the United Party,
which -acted in ‘no wise differ-

_ent from Verwoerd and Vorster

when it was in office.

* All parties in S Africa, as in
S Rhodesia, have been Smith-

like or Vorster-like.
All intensified apartheid.

' Diluted

Nor could they do other-
wise. A United Party victory
in S Africa would mean not
‘diluted = apartheid’ ‘- as the

British press claims, but more

apartheid. -

There is no other way for
imperialism’s ‘agents to rule S
Africa, where the vast mass of
its investments in Africa lie.

And, as before, any victor-
ious - party ‘elections’ there
exist only on the basis of im-

perialist investments and inter-

ests and have no -way other
than apartheid of - defending
these  interests against the S
African revolution—which will
be ‘a social revolution, ad-
vancing under the banner of

“full democratic tights’. -

and hardships, for this same
legal ‘democracy’, but they
never got it, neither before,
during nor after ‘independ-
ence’. - ‘

They belong to the neo-
fascist camps of imperialist
‘democracy’.

Democracy is not for them.

So it was all over the
colonies, so it was in British
Rhodesia. and so it is under
Britain’s creature, the Smith
regime.

THE PRESENT ‘stand’
of the Catholic Church

in S Rhodesia
against  Smith’s
African land law, but
against any encroach-
ment of the state on the
preserves of the Church.

is not
anti-

- The Church ultimatum to
Smith that it would close all
its schools, hospitals and old-

peoples homes is not directed .

against apartheid, but against
the danger to the church of
state interference with the

implementation of apartheid

which the Roman Catholic
Church, like every other
church in § Rhodesia, has
always practised.

There is thus every likelihood
of a ‘compromise’ between Smith

~ and the Church and it is for the

purpose of such a compromise

that Smith agreed to meet the -

Church leaders and that the

- ultimatum itself was issued at

the end of April.

The Roman Catholic Church
in Rhodesia has,
century, carried out the various

_anti-African land laws made by

Britain. .

This Church, like the Anglican
Church, has practised every
form of apartheid law made by
Britain during its fong and brutal

direct rule over S Rhodesia. Its.
recent protest cannot therefore.

in any way be interpreted as
anti-apartheid, . . - -

In ' particular the - Churches
were . the 'main “agencies = of
educational apantheid and  star-
vation from the very beginning
of British rule until the ptesent

y.
They have owned and man-

aged special inferior schools into

which they segregated African
children even when there was no
law to enforce such segregation.

At the same time they have
owned and' managed sepamate,
luxurious . ‘Europeans 'only’
schools, old people’s homes and
hospital services, )

.They are the oldest masters
of apartheid in S Rhodesia. It
was not for nothing that Rhodes’

. ‘special thanks went out to them

in the 1890s—already after the
defeat  of the Matabele and
Mashona by Britain. g

The Catholic and othe: major
imperialist churches—for that is
what they are in the modern
epoch —have always practised
and also preached the apartheid
they now pretend to .condemn
in order to -curry bogus favour
with the ‘independent’ African
states and -~ to divert anti-
imperialist struggle into liberal,
pro-imperialist- diversions.

A’ look at the educational
position in S Rhodesia makes
the role of the missionaries in
this- respect clear enough. .

- One hand-book says of the .
.- present, Smith. period: B

for- half a -

Tangwena tribesmen fleeing their
ancestral home, designated as
‘white’ under Rhodesian Land-
Apportionment Act.

‘Most schools in S Rhodesia
are run by missions, grant aided
by government (e.g., A. Gordon-
Brown). Since the ,educational
system in S Rhodesia is notor-
iously segregationist, the missions
bear the main direct respon-
sibility for this apartheid.

The missionaries were experts
in  the practice of educational
apartheid and starvation.

Their main role was to
regiment and starve ‘African
education’. They were the major
party to the fact that up to
1939 there was no secondary
school at all for any African
children in Nyasaland, S Rhodesia
or N Rhodesia. ‘

For the ‘European’ child there
was a luxurious system of
separate well-equipped schools.

The purpose of the mission
schools was to indoctrinate the
African child with a slave
mentality, The purpose of the
European schools was to prepare
the ‘white’ child to be a master.

These purposes were often
openly stated as British state

-policy. in § Rhodesia, as they

had been in § Africa.

By 1939 the missionaries who
are  now loudly ‘protesting’
against Smith were mainly re-
sponsible for a ‘system’ of
‘education’ which starved the
African child by means of a
state expenditure of 1s 5d per
African child, compared with £6
(a year) for each European child
~—a discrimination of about 80
to 1 practised by the holy
missionarjes themselves.

By the time of ‘independence’
for Malawi and Zambia there
was the grand total- of 3,300
Africans in secondary schools in
S Rhodesia (with some million
people classified by the British

racial  classifiers), 2,108 * in
N Rhodesia  and 1,300 in
Nyasaland.

The ' total -for ' ‘European’

children was 21,671 (for some
quarter million ‘Europeans’)—a
raci:ld discrimination of over 100
to 1.

The .Churches participated fully
in the running of this apartheid
system of education starvation
for ‘the African c¢olonial slaves
and of fraining for ‘white

“supremacy’ for the children of

the ‘whites’ of all classes.
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colour

ONE OF the many
colour bars introduced
into Rhodesia by Britain,
long before Smith, was
the system of school fees.

By 1960 not only was
Britain spending £103 a year
on each ‘white’ educand

(compared with £8 per
African educand in South
Rhodesia, £9 in North

Rhodesia and £3 in Nyasa-
land), but fees constituted

g U S i
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an almost insuperable barrier.

‘British hypocrisy’

This barrier affected only the
African since the ‘white’ parents’
income was invariably subsidized
by the super-profits made by
cheap African labour. The fees
system was a oolour bar in all
but name—an absolutely typical
example of ‘British hypocrisy’.

Like the S African government,
the British government claimed
that African education was a
burden on the British tax-payer.
This was the old storv of ‘white
man’s burden’-—the burden of the
packhorse on the rider.

The fact is that the British tax-
payver in S Rhodesia and in
Britain contributed not a penny
to African education, but had his
own education and much more
besides subsidized by super-
profits sweated out of cheap
colonial lubour, including that in
S Rhodesia.

Nor did the situation change
after ‘independence’ for Malawi,
Zambia and other semi-colonies
of British imperialism.

Myth

The myth of the British tax-
paver was and remains one of
‘the deceptions of the people’.

In reality the children of the
African workers and peasants
were starved of education by
Britain.

Part of this starvation con-
sisted of the system of missionary
schools and of segregated educa-
tion.

Another part consisted of the
colour discrimination in educa-
tional expenditure between white
and non-white educands.

Yet another part was the fees
system. These fees ranged from
£3 to £60 a vear for Africans—
and this, in turn, was the equiva-
lent of from one month’s to
several years' income for 99 per
cent of the African people.

Not only were such fees of
little consequence to  white
parents, because of their earnings,
which are subsidized by African
tabour, but, in addition, no fees
at all had to be paid by whites,
who received a subsidy for their
education from Britain.

Brigain, in turn, got this sub-
sidy out of the super-profits
created by cheap African labour
toiling for British companies in
S Rhodesia.

Difficulty

Whereas white children had no
lifficulty in entering high schools,
at one college alone there were
16 applicants for one African
place.

The colour discrimination of
the British state was well illus-

Every major law which permits the Smith government to persecute

African workers was introduced by the British government
before UDIL. Abeve: A specially-traived dog atfacks a passiog

African worker.

“duced almost neo

trated in 1962 when the British
government gave_its S Rhodesian
regime a loan of £3.5-million, of
which £200,000 {about 6 per
cent) was earmarked for African
education. °

Repay

this ‘gesture’ was worth
exactly 2s per African child of
schoolgoing age. To repay this

loan the African worker had tf .

refund to Britain 30 times what
he ‘received’.

The ‘civilizing influence’ o:
British rule in Rhodesia was no
different from that of Smith’s
dictatorship.

The British claimed that by
1953 there were 263,223 in schoaol
and that by 1962 this figure had
risen to 600,000, including
60,000 European children.

All European children were
educated, compared with a third
of the African children.

But while the European child-
ren spent a full span at school,
African children who did go to
school spent a ‘short period in
school before being ‘spewed onto
the labour market'' by British
rule. (This phrase was commonly
used by the anti-apartheid
Teachers’ Leagué of S Africa, a
non-racial teachers’ union.)

While the European child was
taught in modern, over-staffed
institutions, the 16,243 African
teachers (1963 figures) taught in
overcrowded, inferior, segregated
schools, including 662 ‘farm
schools™ (child labour camps).

School career

Qut of a total of some 3,300
schools, 58 were secon
schools, holding 6,000 pupils.

In 1964 75 per cent of all
European children reached form
IV, compared with 5 per cent of
all African children in S
Rhodesia, Zambia and Malawi.

The average length of a school
career for those Africans who
antered schools at all was less
than two years.

Out of 80,000 African children
entering the British mission
schools in S Rhodesia only 15
reached form IV. {In Zambia the
figure was 28 out of 28,000 ie.,
one in a thousand.)

In the British semi-c.ony of
Malawi, the British ‘civilizing
influence’ was such that by 1960
only 80 Africans emerged out of
the secondary schools. (The
Malawi Minister of Education,
Chiume, set a target of 1,000 for
1965, to overcome the backward-
ness introduced by British rule in
Nyasaland.)

For all practical purposes the
British state and churches intro-
educational
system for the African children
in S Rhodesia and what they did
‘ntroduce was starved and segre-
sated. Smith could mnot con-
ceivably have done ‘worse’.

‘Protested’.

His regime thus has a long-
standing common denominator
with the Roman <Catholic and
other missions who recently ‘pro-
tested’ against the effects of the
latest Land Bill and then entered
into ‘talks’ with Smith.

What they were protesting
against was not the effects of this
or any other law on the Africans,
but on themselves—that is, on
their ‘freedom’ to continue to
administer and control the sys-
tem of educational and ‘health’
starvation and segregation which
k misstonaries have intro-
duced and operated ever since
they came to S Rhodesia.

As the Mau Mau general,
Dedan Kimathi, was to say before
he was executed by the British
in Kenya:

‘Before the coming of the
missionaries, we hed the land and
they had the bible—now we have
the bible and they have the land.”

It is for this reason that in S
Rhodesia, as elsewhere in British
Africa, the struggle against the
biblebearers necessarily . plays
such a vital part in the anti-
imperialist movement.

W

in 8 Rhodesia the majority of the population die

before they are 40 vyears old. A half to a third of
babiss die befcre they are one year old.

LIVING in a British colony
or semi-colony means prema-
ture death for the workers
and peasants super-exploited
by British companies and the
British state, through invest-
ments and ‘aid’.

In S Rhodesia, for eéxample,
the majority of the population
die before they are 40 years old.

Furthermore, a half to a thixd
of the babies die before they are
oné year old.

Such is ‘life’ in a British semi-
colony, whether this be an in~
dependent African state, or a
‘White Republic’ like Smith's
British-made -Rhodesia, or
Africa.

The short life of the Africans
in S Rhodesia is ‘due to his
super-exploitation by British im-
perialism ‘and to his oppression
by the political arm of British
inrperialism, whether this arm be
a Crown Colony dictatorship, or
the dictatorship of Yan Smith.

Average income

The average income of an
African worker or peasant in S
Rhodesia is one tenth of the
averagé wage in Britain,

As a result the conditions of
living become conditions of
dying. They bear comparison
only with the most terrible crisis
years of the industrial revolution

in England and the Irish famine,

British ‘democracy’ has meant
that the majority of the people
of ‘British Africa® have been

systematically murdered by Brit-

ish ‘monopoly capital and the
British state—a genocide which
is measured by the British
statistics themselves,

Health statistics -are but one
reflection of the extent to which
British rule has produced ‘back-
ward countries’ or ‘undér-de-
veloped states’ in Africa.

Such ‘civilization’ - as Britain
brought was either confined to

the Britishers and other Euro--

peans who settled like social
locusts on the lands stolen from
the African tribes in deévastating
wars of conquest, or else has to
be measured relative to the total
destruction of life and of the
means of life by the British con.

quest, disposséssion and enslave- -

ment of the conquered and dis-
possessed,

‘Civilization’s’ price

For every non-European treated
. & (segregated) missionary or
state hospital, 13 died of super-
éxploitation and lack of hospital
facilities. »

No European died for lack of
hospitals. For every npon-Euro~

pean admitted to a mission hos-

pital, thousands were killed by
the Briush congquest and rule.

The destruction of life itself

wrought by Britain was almost
infinite in comparison with the
lives ‘saved’ by the imperialist
‘civilizing missions’.

The price of civilization can
hardly -‘be measured iu  other
spheres as well.

How many Africans were not
killed by British troops and

police in the struggle for ,e@uqatg

tion for their children (a major
issue for a long time in Rhodesin
and Nyasaland, in which British
forces murdered great numbers
of parents and children)?

What price thé inferior, segre-
gated, starved ‘education’ given
in return for this slaughter and
much more by the missionaries
and state of Britain? Even today,
ten children are Kkilled off by
super-exploitation for évery one
in school for a few years.

~Medicai ‘aid’

Since the average life-span of
an African in S. Rhodeésia under
Britain or Smith is half a nor
méilly expected span in the 20th
_Century, it is not an exaggeration
to say that British impérialism
regularly and systematically mur-
iiers half the Rhodesian popu-
ation, N :

The press and pulpit, other-
wise so vocal about ‘genocide’,
say nothing of this.

It is against this mass killing
of semi-colonial people by the
imperialist - system of super-
éxploitaion that medical and
other ‘aid’ has to be measured
~— apart from the .enormous
profits made by, British investors
;:u;d'the British state through this

fgid

As for the hospital services
provided: by Britain, these hardly
exist for the Afnmn populartign.

 Moreover -the general state of
health among the  -dispossessed
is far lower under British rule
than it was under the old tribal

In § Rhodesia there was one
-doctor for every 3,600 inhabitants
—a ‘better” ratio, compared with
the 8,000 in N Rhodesia and
35,000 in Nyasaland.

This ratio was entirely due to
separate, superior, services for
the ‘white’ settlers, the number
of doctors being almost. directly
‘proportional in the three terri-
tories to the mumber of Euro-.
peans.

‘Doctors ‘reserved’

In the United States th -
ber of inhabitants per docbore mmils
about 750, .

In. British ‘tropical - Africe’
there are about 25,000 Africans
per  doctor and the latter . is

usually reserved, firstly, for his
European patients.

There is one hospital bed for
every 1,300 people (100 in the
USA) and this bed .is, firstly, for
Europeans only in well-equipped
mission and - state - hospitals,
health ‘services. in British .
Rhodesia -baving been  entirely

segregated along racial lines.

In addition to the starvation .
of medical facilities for Africans
and  hospital segregation, hos-
pital fees of 10s to- 18s a day
(for minor treatment) effectively

- excluded ithe population from “

medical treatment, for this was
the average weekly wage of a
Rhodesian wage-slave  ‘enjoying’
British rule, as. they do under
Smith ‘today.

is how British rule in
S Rhodesia denied and deprivi:ﬁ
the African workers and peasanis
of even the most elementary
benefits of world. civilization.., ...,
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Labour bureaucrats

and bourgeois nationalists

A Chad peasant guerriila hel&‘prlsonér'by a French

soldler In October 1959.

'MOZAMBIQUE AND

ANGOLA

THE KEY sexﬁi-colony of
imperialism © is -$°

British i .
Africa. It is by far the major
_trading, investment - and

Africa,

For Britain it is a third of
" Africa in. these economic terms.

_ Strategically, for Britain, W

“utmost importance. _ :
~For this reason all imperialist

.countries dare wmot disturb the -

‘basic apartheid system'fashioned

long ago for S Africa ‘byk Britain

in the Victorian era;

apartheid by the imperialists are

:designed not. to replace apamt-

Jheid; but simply to ease relations
with those African ‘independent
‘governments managing: imperialist
affairs in the rest of Africa. ==

‘To maintain its S-African bas-
tion, imperialism . has, with  the

active - participation of ‘the  Vor- -
N regime,  drawn the -ex~

" "Protectorates -and ‘Malawi closer -
to -direct S African’ supervision. -

“.This control has -gone so: far

that the S African frontier police;.

. for  practical ‘vurposes, operate

ster

" inside the borders, for . example,
of ‘independent” Botswana.

" They are ‘able to arrest, Kid- .
nap and-arraign in S Africa anti-

. apartheid refugees taking.refuge -
A inc Botswana. SR .

_For Lesotho, which under

. Moeshoeshoe ‘acentury ago put -

~up a long and heroic resistance

. gainst Victoria “and ' the Boers,
~the .8  African police control s
“interwoven . with  persecution "of |

‘ , fighters - by the .

: - Jonathan regfme. .~ T
" ‘Thesesactivities relating to ‘the
i “neighbouring ‘independent’ states;

anti-apartheid’ -

" Europe and the USA, it is of the

ependent’ -

- to Africans. .

‘are combined with a strategy of

* the ‘white belt’ protecting -apart-

~'heid . imperialism’ — namely S
‘Rbodesia - -and ' the

" colonies. of Angola  and Mozam-

L oo biqueso ‘ T

- profit-yielding ‘semi-colony in-. =

“Sandwiched between the Por-

-tuguese, S' Africans'and Rhodes--
- ians is _the active agent ‘of apart-'

heid, 'Hastings -Banda, head: of -
- ‘independent’ Malawi. = < .

" The Portuguese situation is-fm-.

- portant and. difficult for imperial-

ism, ‘Guinea ‘is.mot a ‘problem,
probably mot . for Portugal’ itself,

perialists can find. a" facé-saving

“formula“ to ‘grant’ independence -
- instead of admitting almost in--
: o 1o e evitable: defeat by the . African
"' The verbal protestationsagainst .. o

guerrilla armies “in - Guinea.

But “Angola and Mozambique -
-do: not 'presenqt:.\suqh a'tejaztively

.easy - solution,

In ‘relation to . the ‘economic

size ‘of Portugal, both are major

" .colonies ~and ~sources - of ' super-
‘ -profits, even though a slice’ of
these -are takem off: by . Britain,

the USA- and other . partners in
Angola and: Mozambique. -

bique ‘and of  late ‘there -have

“been circles in high' quarters' of
-‘Lisbon which . have -been urging
ssome form of ‘independence’ for

Angola- and - Mézambique, with

“power in the hands of the local

“Whites' and “some ‘concessions’

In . ‘Beira, a’

£ensors, * ..o

asplit. iz FRELIMO  and the
Angoela guerilla_movements, |

Portuguese -

-frightening Britain :
whose eyes are always firstly om’

In the second place, there are
~.some - 600,000 Portuguese
‘settlers” in' Angold: and Mozam-

n B Portuguese
" businessman - has - put” forward
~such. 'views without - the ~ usial
‘interference by the Portuguese

The plan has the advantage =
“ito Portugei of trying to’ createl’

THE PROMINENCE given
to recent diplomatic visits
suggests that Britain and
France are becoming increas-
ingly interested in each
other’s former spheres of
influence. :

‘These reports noted the so--

called tribal Toubou clashes with
French soldiers in Chad and the
visit .of the President of Gabon
to Britain in October. Another
noted Kaunda’s visit to Pompidou.

Presidents Bongo of Gabon,
Tsiranana of Malagasy, Banda of
Malawi and Ojukwu of former
Biafra all openly advocate African
collaboration with ‘white’ South
Africa. :

- Bongo ‘toasted Vorster before

sending doctors' to 'S Africa in
exchange for .visits from Chris-

tiaan Barnard, the heart surgeon:

and the plastic surgeon, Penn.

Essentially they follow the
‘open-door’ policy of ‘critical’
contact with ‘white’ Africa

pursued by the Anglican Church
of England.

After -criticizing arms. sales to
S Africa, Dr Michael Ramsey

. is' due to visit his segregated,

racialistic, discriminatory, anti-
African, Anglican  ‘diocese’ this

~ month. .

This' is the same apartheid
Africa which the Anglican
missionaries and Church had such

a major hand in forming; the.
Anglican Church whose -

same
Canon  Collins and - Bishop of
‘Woolwich. spoke at the so-called
anti-apartheid committee rally at
Trafalgar Square on October 25.

- It .is - only because they aré
defined by .the race-classifiers of
Britain, S° Africa, W Europe and
the USA as “black’ that Bongo,

" Banda, and company are regarded

as collaborgtors with apartheid.

A similar colour prejudice was
manifested towards Kaunda and
the OAU during their recent
tour of . Rome, London, New

“iron fist,

Twin servant
perialism

York and Paris.. .

The Kaundas were either
patronized in' a negrophilistic
manner by their social democratic
mentors, or weare ridiculed as
‘black bourgeois’ and snubbed
by- their white’ masters.

In fact, the Kaundas represent

a4 nationalistic - semi-colonial
bourgeoisie too petty and small
in size -and capital to match

- wealth with the tradé union and

labour bureaucracy of the USA,
UK and W Europe. The two are
identical twin servants of -the
same boss—imperialism.

The nature of this semi-colonial
bourgeoisie makes it necessary
for the far more ‘bourgeois’
social democratic labour bureau-
crats of the USA, Britain and

W Europe to place them -under

ideological tutelage, and for the
imperialist- bosses of both to
rule the semi-colonies with an
and not with the
‘luxury of democracy’ that it can,
albeit decreasingly, afford in the
imperialist Grecian democracies
themselves. -

An exarriple of this direct
tyranny is shown ‘in the. recent
events  of the ex-French colony

“of Chad in former Egquatorial

Africa. o

There the French Army had
to guard French groundnut, tin,
and cotton interests because the
weak Tombalbaye regime could
not stand up to the struggle for
real and not paper independence
being ~demanded by its people.

Francois Tombalbaye ‘was the
Quisling whom France -installed
to rule after ‘independence’ was
granted in 1960 —to Chad—
within ‘the French Community.

Over 2,500 French troops were
stationed at Fort Lamy and else-
where to protect French invest-
ments against the workers -and
peasants whom France derided
as ‘tribalists’ and whom all
French governments, including
the - Stalinist-backed = Popular
Front government of the 1936-
1938 period, and that of Thorez
and de Gaulle after the 1939-

span  in France);

. But the disadvantages are so
high that the Portuguese regime
can do -no more than allow

some preliminary kite-flying - of -

the ‘Beira idea’. . :
The major - disadvantages are

- twio-fold. .
as fong as the Portuguese im- =

Firstly, even under the fraud@-
lent’ ‘assimilado’  system, Porta-
gal did not allow the, rise and

‘formation of 4 significant African,
-petty bourgeoisie from which

‘independent”

could arise' am

- government serving Portugal, as
-Kenya -
,ins,ﬁance;

serves Brimnv, for

_ ‘Majotity rule’ in Angola or
Mozambique © could “become a
social-political reality amd. mot a

: fraud. and is a  double-edged

sword  for Lisbon, apart from
and = USA,
5 Africa. = o

“Secondly, the - local  ‘White'
population, - being- 99 per .cent
racialist, cuuld . be as much of a

.problem to°-Lisbon as the OAS
~was in Algeria to de Gaulle and
‘as Smith’s UDI remains today. -

“White’ power exists anyway

/in.‘Angola and Mozambique, but - -

if it -existed in the form of local
‘White- rule’, ‘it would ‘upset the

political  balance - both ‘to the -
- South and to the North of the

Angola - Rhodesia - ‘Mo‘zamb\iqqe‘

“White belt’.

i Asia cresult the ‘Beira - plan’
- {reported to. the writer by first-
“-hand. sources in Beira, Mozam-
~bigie, "in  June 1970} has’ no
«chance :of acceptance in Lisbom,
ol Wasdhington ore Londeni ;

situation.

‘ment.

~approi -

‘necessarily | he

“This leaves Portugal with no
options  at in “the present

The = dilemma of Portuguese
imperialism = s not = omly  that
Angola and =~ Mozambique are
major colonies for Portugal, but
also. ‘that they lie on the
northern ‘border of imperialisin’s
greater - semi-colony in -Africa—
apartheid S Africa.’ o

So . unless’ ‘an incalculable

- element enters the scene,  the '

struggle against Portugal cannot
proceed along the lines of the
‘independence’
and E Africa simply by renew-
ing and: intensifying imperialism

through the device of ‘granted

independence’.

- It is a ‘bitter-end’ strﬁggle in. .

Angola and Mozambique.

And - the
Portugal’s. ' dilemma  and her

allies is also the dilemima of the

anti-Portuguese  liberation move-

dilemma other. than the syste-
matic construction of a party
basing - - the  anti-imperialist

struggle for independence, land, -

democracy, education and pation-

‘alizatizn on - the tried, proven
and- totally practicable theory- of
the: Permanent' Revolution, : first.

enunciated by Marx. and Engels

and Yater: worked out bv Leon:
0 acknowledued and

“rotsky

Of this theory .

column] ot only fof Angela and

Mozambique,” but for the . rest

~of Africa as weil. : ‘Ffa'aaais Tombalbaye

struggles in W'

conseguence - of

. There is no resolution of this -

this

1945 war, repressed murderously.

Early in OQctober 1970 the
French press lamiented the death
of some 11 French soldiers at
the hands of the N Chad peasant-
guerrillas who were falsely de-:
scribed as ‘tribes’ but who lost
a reported 40 men in what the
Algiers Chad Resistance Move-
ment described as a guerrilla
victory against France.

The French Army could not
take this humiliation lying down
and on October 26 claimed to
have killed over 100 ‘Toubou
rebels’ as a reprisal for the earlier
‘defeat of the French.

Reports

It is certain that the reports
of the, French press cannot be
taken at face value, but equally
clear that French ‘independence’
is not having an easy passage at
the hands of its worker and
peasant victims. ‘ :

Their position under French
domination is shown by the fact
that 99 per cent of the 3.3 million
people of Chad live no more than
29 years (less than half the life-
have a per
capita annual income of under
£30 (about 1/15th that of France);
have under 20 per cent of their
children in primary schools and
less than 5 per cent of those who
should be at secondary school
are in such schools. -

Such is ‘life’ under French
‘civilization” in Chad. And it is.
against this that the ‘backward,
savage, tribes’ are fighting today.

‘Independence’ was a man-
oeuvre of the French ‘socialists’
and de Gaullists to prevent a
Dien Bien Phu in Africa.

Already in 1947 there had been
a massive rising in Madagascar
(Malagasy) which France, with
typical democratic genteelness,
overcame by massacring some
150,000 people.

" Tsiranana came to power as
the French puppet to mask the
muderous role - of the French
Army and only recently helped
France to hold naval exercises
off Malagasy. His support for
‘contact” with Vorster is merely
an extension of the French arms
sales ‘to Vorster—who, unfortun-
ately for France, happens to be.
the local manager of what is
90 per cent a British estate.

But French capital has been
creeping into Africa - and
Mozambique and has hopes of
slightly undermining the immense
fortress of British - interests in
S Africa, Rhodesia and Zambia.

 This: is the reason’ for Pom-
pidou’s’ double-handed deal with
Kaunda in. Paris after Kaunda's

- empty-handed but still servile
" return from his rebuff by Nixon.

and Heath.
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As Contract Deadline Approaches
BUG Ranks Demand Living Wage

BY A LOCAL 101 MEMBER
BROOKLYN—At a demonstration here on March 19th in front of
the Brooklyn Union Gas Montague Street office, the rank and file

of Local 101,

whose contract expires at the end of the month,

clearly expressed their willingness to fight for a living wage

and job security.

Chants of “‘Strike! Strike!”’ and loud
boos were hurledat supervisory personnel
as they left the building. At another point
a strong protest arose from the ranks,
turning back two postal trucks and dri-
vers when an attempt was made to cross
the picket lines.

Throughout the demonstratwn the Liocal
101 Rank and File Caucus contingent inter-
vened with placards, leaflets and slogans
calling for ‘‘“Two dollars an hour or
strike,”’ ““We want a mass meeting,”’ and
“Light the flame under Kirrane,”’ which
were taken up by some of the workers.
At the end of the demonstration, the head
of Local 101, Kirrane, sent a goon squad
to physically harass and red bait caucus
members.

Such foul methods plainly show for all
to see the depths to which the Kirrane
leadership will stoop to crush any and
all opposition to. its bankrupt sellout
policies. Indeed it is no surprise that
Kirrane has even stooped to the level of
trying to split the union along raciallines.

The bureaucracy is so frightened by the
rank and file that they are spreading the
story that the Rank-and File Caucus is
an affiliate of the Black Panther Party
in an- attempt to stir up racism and to
split the white and Black workers.
Kirrane is using this as a guise to
cover up the issues.

- his. complete prostration before the
Brooklyn Union Gas (BUG) bosses and

Bobby Seale
Trial Opens

BY KLAUS KNIGHT
NEW HAVEN, March 19—The
trial of Bobby Seale and Ericka
Huggins of the Black Panther
Party began yesterday in Super-

ior Court, after four- months’

of pre-trial proceedings.

Bobby Seale and Ericka Huggins face
"the electric chair ;on trumped up charges
of murder and conspiracy to murder.
Both. have = been imprisoned 'on these

..charges since the middle of 1969. Seale |

and Huggins have been accused of ‘‘master-
minding’’ ‘the murder of Alex Rackley,
a Connecticut * Panther whose body was
-found in a river in May, ;969.

The prosecution is.based on the testi-
mony of a police informer .within the
Black Panther Party, ‘George Sams, who
claims that Bobby Seale ordered him to
kill Rackley. .

- PUIf is on Sams testlmony that the state
is trying to railroad Bobby Seale. and
‘Ericka Huggins to: their death. The only
‘‘evidence’’ -which the prosecutlon has:is

" the admission of a mentally-~ disturbed.

paid informer that he h1mse1f murdered
... Rackleyl :
-The flimsiness of the state s ev1dence

and ‘their- ‘persistence in trying to frame, "
jail and murder Pantﬁér teaders. is shown

by the fact that they had to release three

. . other -Panthers facing lesser charges in

_the case, and that they offered four other

* “defendants iminunity if they- would testify'

- against Bobby and Ericka.

Margaret Hudgins, a Panther who had .

~“testified earlier for Lonnie McLucas in
- his " trial, was grabbed .as she entered.
~court and” subpoenaed to: testify : for the
prosecutmn ~But, her . testimony  rmakes
: absolutely o connection’ ‘between Bobby
.. .Seale and Ericka Huggms and the death
. of Alex Rackley.
 The'ruling classhas deliberately created

‘an. atmosphere . of repression and racist

: ‘hysterla through their press against ‘the

the New York Times magazine of last

” week, ‘which tries to use the split inthe .}
b Panthers as a’ way of attacking the de-

- "fense of Bobby Seale and Ericka Huggins,
and’ obscurmg the meanmg of this trial:
The 'attacks and ‘witchhunts and sham
“trials  of the . Black Panthers and: other
militants are a preparation for the ‘whole-

sale attacks by the capitalist class against .

the “working - class.: The fight to. defend
. Bobby Seale, Ericka Huggins and all poli-
5 tlcal ‘prisoners is the fight to build a
“-Marxist movement to bring the workmg

S »class to power,

It is a cover for .

and- in” articles  like those in -

their starvation contract offer.

Kirrane ignored the petition of over
500 signatures collected by the Rank and
File Caucus in supportofa mass member-
ship meeting and dragged his feet waiting
for a settlement at Con Edison. This is
all abuildup to the zerohour andan attempt
to get a deal from the bottom of the deck.

With the BUG bosses sticking to their
measly wage offer of 12% over three years
and with the militancy of the union
members expressed at the demonstration,
Kirrane, as one worker from the Canarsie
plant expressed it, is in ‘‘a hell ofa posi-
tion.”” He has promised the men that the
union will not accept a three year contract
and the men will definitely not swallow
another one..

DEMANDS

This clearly poses to the rankstheneed
for a strong caucus within the union, a
caucus that will fight for the only demands
which will beat back inflation, the attacks
of the BUG bosses on jobs and conditions
and the underhanded deals of the Kirrane
leadership. . ) :

The rank and file must go all out for
the March 31st mass meeting to fight for
nothing less than:

¢ $2.00 per hour increase over two
years!

s Full cost of living escalator clause!

e 'Two man crews in dangerousareas!

e No layoffs or forced transfers!

e Same benefits as TWU Local 100!

BY TOM GORDON

NEW YORK—International Longshore-
men’s Association (ILA) leaders, Teddy
Gleason and Tony Scotto, are competing
to see who can offer the most outrageous
sellout. Earlier this year Scotto refused
to.allow Brooklyn longshoremen to honor
even an ILA official strike against the
LASH Turkiye, which shipped a scab
crew on its maiden voyage,

Gleason was in the thick of settling
that dispute, working out a deal by which
LASH will be accepted in maritime,
although it really requires no longshore~
men at all—barges can simply be nudged
into place by tugs and loaded on board
ship by a few men.

Gleason’s ‘‘deal’” of getting full long-
shoremen’s gangs on each barge -leaves
untouched  the principle of LASH—that
‘each ship can replace five or more con-
ventional ships and -will certainly lead
to massive unemployment on the docks.
The only reason LASH is being used
at all is to .cut down on manpower,

Now Gleason is taking forward this
sellout by trying to prove the ‘‘compa-
tability’’  of LASH to' the interests of
both owners. and -dockers. In’ return he is
proposing -that they: do not use. the Taft-

- Hartley law against the ILA in this fall’s
contract negotiations. -

- ~Earlier ‘this month, he ‘spoke at the
Rudder Club giving assurances that there
would be no strike at the expiration of
the contract on September 30. }

Tony Scotto is going: even further than
Gleason. ‘This “‘militant” spoke earlier
this month at the Maritime Management
Institate seminar in New York saying that

Brooklyn Union Gas workers, members of Local 101, demonstrate against Company’s. '

breaking off negotiations, and attempts to slash wages, destroy job security conditions.

ILA Leaders Accept LASH Job Cuts

the New York Shipping Association has a
“rough time’’ meeting the ILA assess-
ments for the pay guarantee and container
bonus. He then stated that it would not be
necessary to depend onthe guarantee ifthe

union could guard ‘its work jurisdiction.

This would mean giving up the guarantee

in - return for - keeping strlppmg and‘

stuffing rules for containers.

The very nextday the Maritime Manage-
ment Institute,. mouthpiece for - the
shippers, made clear its hostility to any
compromise by attacking just what Scotto
proposed to. ‘“defend’’ by giving up the

* guarantee.” A speaker stated that it was
just- the stripping -and . stuffing of con- .

tainers, -along with- other work rules that
had to be smashed.

The Nixon Admuu::trauon 1tself through
the = Federal- ‘Maritime. Commissmn,
stepped ‘into the shippers-ILA- battle by
taking’ up- complaints by -Transamerican
Trailer Transport that it could not pay
the ILA assessment in New York that is

Solidarity House

BY A BULLETIN REPORTER..

"DETROIT—In' the last few months news
- concerning the auto mdustry has been

dominated by ‘the ~strike of the General
Motors' wbrkers and the contract the auto
workers herereceived,

For the last.week’ the 350 members of.
‘the Officeand Personnel Employees Union, .
' Local 42, have been: pxcketmg Solidarity
House, the headquarters of the UAW. They -

are mostly the secretaries: that work: in

* Solidarity House. ‘Theissueis: wages They

want.a $10 85 a week mcrease and. vacatmn

~agaifst

.. , GHT
SO(II\USN

| ?mgreﬁﬂvewof foly

—~ INCLUDING
’ gsumissm

| DISCUSSION
OF TROTSKY

Labor P““cailbhi, Inc, -
135 West 14 St. 6th Floor

BY Lucy ST:JOHN i
Lo et sk 4 demandst Mazey: is clearly reflecting the |

. bureaucracy’s attltude
i ‘.kers demands\

: U A 3 oppOsxtlon He argued

4 bosses ‘and they’l} think like bosses. "
“So. true. o convincingly proved by Mazey -

: workers
Woodcock, ‘Mazey:

-.Nm York NY, 10011

used to ‘pay out {for the wage guarantees.

. The bossés have made ‘it clear that they
intend to’ knock out the guarantee and ‘

the  work rules won in the last contract.
The - shippers are at war against the
ILA. In this battle the strongest weapon

build a new leadership. The wage guaran-
tee must be defended and taken forward

with a contract granting a big wage hike.

the first year. The container money must

'be  pajd out in full ‘and at once to all

men in the ILA. The;work week must be

Toeut ‘to thirty nours at full pay -to gwe

more employment.’

Gleason’s phony - LASH “vxctory” must
bé turned into 2 boycott of all LASH ships
which, ‘ander. bosses’ control, can only:

. “eat’up more jobs. The shippers such as’ =

U.S.  Lines “and ~American  Export-
Isbrantdsen who are going broke must be
nationalized ‘without' compensatmn and run
by the workers % i

Emp loyees Smke UAW

pay. The SUAW, bureaucracy 1soffermg

them $8. 05 aweek.

" 'The' strike “‘is ngmﬁcant because it

‘,"shows the extreme crisis the bureaucracy.
“faces: In the'next few months; Woodcock,

Mazey, ' and Company will be facing &
wave of -strikes ‘throughout auto: Grie~

'vances -and absenteeism are raging if the

plants: - The. ‘afternoon shift of Local 124
Figher Body has asked thé union bureau-

) rcracy for.a: stnke vote over working con-
- ditions .

_.'The strlke by Local 42 shows that no

“section” 0f ' the  autd jndustry, no -matfer
-~ how close to' the ‘bureaucracy, will a.c:cept :
A declme in 1iving standards andworsening
o workmg conditions without a strike;

-

Secondly, the 'strike shows again the

: freactxcmary character of the UAW lea-
dership.:
- ,Treasurer of ‘the UAW, publicly referred

Emil 'Mazey, the Secretary-

to- the. stnkers’ ‘demands as ‘‘selfish and

greedy.’” It is. only the mast vicious and -
‘vile- of the hourgeois press that use this

termmolagy in- refeérring “to- the strike

At the1942° conventlon ‘of the UAW a'

. raise in'salary for union officers was pro-
posed. Mazey, then a. militant, rose in

“Pay them- like

now in: the UAW bureaucracy.

This should ‘be~a lesson to all auta(
They will - get ‘nothing from ',

and . Company: Tms‘
,bureaucracy must be topplecl

the rank and . file is 'the ILA -~
_bureaucracy :itself. The fight mow is {0

toward thew0r~ :

RN
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Haitian Revolutionaries Must Fight For Socialism

, BY JACQUES GAGNON
-NEW YORK~—On March 27th, 100 years since the Paris Commune,
the Haitian opposition will hold a demonstration against Duvalier.
It is critical that this demonstration take a new direction which
reflects a complete break with the bourgeois classes. This is, of
course, the meaning of the Commune.

Previous demonstrations in New York
and .Washington show the way forward in
that they represent the beginnings of a
break with underground propaganda circle
activity and a2 movement towards mass
struggle. The old exile politics are bank-
rupt but what is now required is not.only
mass struggle but a political development
which means 2 complete break from the
class policies of Duvalier. We do not want
to replace one Duvalier with another!

. GROUPS )

The .‘‘Haitian Resistance’’ since the
coming to power of Francois Duvalier,
became the focal peint of all political
trends, including leftists, militarists and
even the anarchists. This siteation poses
the need for a deep analysis of the role
played by each tendency and the dangers
that they represent.

The MR 12N (Revolutlonary Movement
of November 12th) is a pro-fascist move-
ment. It is the last gasp of the ancient
aristocracy which ceased to be revolu-
tionary upon independence. The compo~

" nents of this " group. are diverse. It
includes the old bourgeoisie, the elite of
the .old, and-the new army, and of course,
the anarchists.

. Recently, this group formed a bloc with
the ‘‘Gerald Baker Brigade'’ to prepare
for armed struggle against Duvalier with
the aid of the United Nations and American

-imperialism. This. totally desperate per- |

spective expresses the anxious character
of the decaying bourgeoisie; searching for
a4 'new lease on  life in adventurism.
It is dominated by the ex-officers of
: Duvaller s, army,  the darlings of the
reactionaries. who escaped the occasional
" . purges of the dictator. Hunters of mili-
tants -in. Haiti on Duvalier’s side, they
become the champions of national unity
against Duvalier in New ' York with the
militants. This flip flopping between right
and left atvarioustimes is quite revealing;
it is the building block of fascism,

NATIONAL

‘National unity, in its-essence is reac~
‘tionary, This concept. is counterrevolu-.
tionary since its main objective is class

- unity, i.e., the sublimated union of anta-
gonistic classes. Nevertheless, this con-
cept is not new. It is based on Duvalier-

. sim- in-all "its nakedness..It comes from
Duvalier and it is followed by his most

. “devoted: disciples, Francois Benoit and

" Yves Volel.

If there is any doubt about that letus
hear the dictator through Rodger Gaulard

in relationship to the problems of classes
“Their existence is a fact, their strug-

v

of 'its classes,’ on the condition of course:
. that the champion of this. union shall be
" the larger class, led by leaders who think
“that “‘class’-.will - lead - of necessity to
to ‘nation. il (Duvalxer, Essentxal Works,
Volume 1, p: 893):

“The only relatlonslup ‘that can possibly

ex1st between the bourgeoisie and the pro- "

o ‘letariat is exploltatlon It is true that their,

" existence cannot be taken for. granted.

' Haitian dictator

~gle can"lead the nation to the abyss, but
the - latter .can save itself by the  union”

X They do not exlst separately exther There !

is ‘a dialectic that links' them. This
dialectic, through clash, not unity, always
ends by a transformation of the entire
society or by the mutual destruction of
both classes. .

"'Papa- Doc"’

Duvalier,

Our militarists do not accept this latter
position because it does not correspond to
their fascistic dream. F. Benoit, the
theoretician of the group, informs us that

it is impossible to make a revolution with

the ‘‘illiterate masses.’” The revolution
has to come from ‘‘above.’’ The alliance
of the progressive section ofthearmy
with the intelligentsia is required for the
overthrow of the present regime and the

establishment of a ‘‘nationalist govern- -

ment based on the army.’” To think bour-

geois in the Duvalier sense is tantamount
to thinking nation.

with his son Jean, who is to follow him.

Nationalism is a bourgeoisideology.
Among the discontented middle classes
and lumpen elements, like those around
the ‘““Brigade’’ it serves as a basis for
fascism. . The feeble Haitian bourgeoisie
cannot complete this revolution. It is
reactionary in every way.

It will take a proletariat revolution in
Haiti in order to make full use of the
productive forces and lay the groundwork

‘for socialism. All militant workers and

youth should beware of such slogans as
‘‘National Unity,”’ ‘‘Honor’’ and ‘‘Patriot-
ism.’”” These abstractions were used by
Duvalier before he was elected president.
They are still being used by Nixon and
Agnew to divide the working class on the
question of racism and anti-patriotism.
The Hitler and Franco regimes sprang
from these very conceptions. -

" Haitian chauvinism is to be fought by
mobilizing the working masses around a

‘class program not national unity. A class

program - cannot be abstractly conceived
outside the construction ofa revolut1onary
party.

This party must be based on Bol-
shevism-~Trotskyism. The national strug-
gle of Haitians is not separated from the
internatjonal class struggle. Only with the
participation in the international struggle
of the Fourth International can we acquire
the necessary strength to defeat Duvalier,
the nationalist-fascists and imperialism.

Only through the socialist revolution can
Haiti free itself from imperialism and
poverty. What is now required of Haitians
in New York is to participate as part of
the "Workers League to build arevo-
lutionary party here to bring about the
unity of the working class.in America

' including its Haitian section. At the same

time a party must be constructed to take
forward the struggle for socialism now
in exile and soon in Haiti itself.

CP SABOTAGES DAVIS, MAGEE DEFENSE

BY PAT CONNOLLY .

The judge in the Angela
Davis-Ruchell " Magee case,
Judge John McMurray, dlsqua-
lified 'himself on March 17th
after Ruchell Magee made a
motion that'the entire procee-
dings take place in ‘Federal
‘Court, and moved that the judge
disqualify himself as pre-
judlced

. Both Magee and Davis are charged with
'murder kidnapping and criminal conspi-
racy. growing out of the Marin County
courthouse incident last summer, in which

. Jonathan Jackson, two prison inmates from

San: Quentin,- and a ‘judge died. Magee is

. accused. of killing the judge, and Davis is
-accused of buying and supplymg the guns

“to Jonathan Jackson:

phere. Magee: enters ~the courtroom
chained and is chained to hlS chalr sur-
- rounded by: guards.

-+ On:March I7th, when Magee made the
motmns the heavﬂy guarded court was in

the ‘middle ‘of . hearing ‘arguments on.'a -

~motion. " to “have the mdlctment agamst
xistence 'is a fact but the fact of their . 5

,Dav1s dlsmlssed
-The complete bankruptcy of the pohc1es
of ‘the Communist Party are -exposed in

ubcbe sk tothe

weekly orgon of Ihe workers Ieugue

i

‘Q;umow or SCHOOL. .
‘ Send to:

BULLET!N 6th' Fanr
Make checks payable to Latmr Pub

OBEYEARFOR%DO
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...............
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thls case. While Angela Davis’ battery of
lawyers are moving for bail, Magee, with
two court appointed lawyers is fighting
alone for the right to defend himself. He

‘had no chance to guestion or challenge

the appointed lawyers and wants tobeable
to present his own case.

After Magee made the motions he was
led ‘in chains from the courtroom into a
separate room where he was to hear the
court proceedings through electronic
equipment. When he: stamped his feet in
protest at being moved from the courtroom

itself, the radio connecting his room and

the court was shut off so his rattling
chains could not be heard in the court.
After this motion, Angela’s lawyers
moved for a bail hearing for her. .
' In its paper the Daily World, the CP
clearly expressed its point of view. Under
‘“‘Magee’s Attitude,”” in the
March 19 issue the CP states:
““Though Miss. Davis and Magee have
been' made co-defendants by the state,

_their cases cpntain different elements.
The pretrial motions are takmg place R

© in a Highly charged and repressive atmos-

" ““Magee who has been in prison many
years on an indeterminate sentence, had
a bitter experience with some -attorneys
and came to the conclusion that no-law-

‘yer is to be trusted, On that ground he

/insists on defending himself. "

The - article  then . goes on to - say:

““The indictment links Miss Davis to
the Magee case and the alleged conspiracy
to: kidnap .the judge because, according to
the prosecution theory, she bought and
registered the guns allegedly brought into
court by Jackson. She was no where near

~.the scene and there is not an iota of
“evidence' in the-indictment to show that )
~ Miss: Davis had anything to do with theu-

: ,fuse in that cour‘c "o

.~ MORALITY ,
What the Communist Party is doing is

: “defendmg” Angela Davis  on the basis

of “bourgeois legality and morahty, and

_civil:liberties.: They want to forget about

Ruchell Magee, treat him like a political
leper, because he cannot be defended on

- the ‘basis of bourgeois. morality. He can
only-be defended on a class basis. This is.
©" . what the Daily World means when'it speaks

‘of ‘the two. cases as havmg “dlfferent

~.elements.’’ o
But ‘the question is m}t whether Angela‘

‘Davis is ‘‘innocent’’ or *‘guiliy’* by bour-
geois law. What does the CP say about
Jonathan Jackson? By bourgenis law he
was guilty -of ‘all that’ Magee and Davis
are charged with. His onlv nse, had

he: ‘survived- the brutal cnsmught of thc: ‘
police,
-insurreetion, 4 defeme oi 1evnlut1cman

would  have -been’d defénse

struggie

. Ruchell Magee.

In the eyes of the working class of the
world, Jonathan Jackson, Ruchell Magee
and- Angela Davis are innocent of crime—
the judges who enforce class rule, and
the  capitalists ‘ih “whose interest it is
made, are the criminals.

This is what the Stalinist CP will not
confront, cannot confront, because of its
stake not only in bourgems legality, but'in
the preservation. of capitalism itself.
Jonathan. Jackson’s action went completely
against the policies of peaceful coexis-
tence, class compromise and class col-

‘laboratmn of the Stalinists. This is why

they ‘cannot defend those who survived
the Marin County Courthouse shoot-out.

Magee has more than legitimate grounds
to distrust lawyers, and in particular,
state-appointed  lawyers. He has every

~right to have the lawyers he 'wants or
‘to - defend -himself, just as Bobby Seale
fought to do in Chicago and like-  Bobby ~

Seale he is being chained and gagged and
subjected to the most vicious treatment.

CLASS )
The Stalinists’ policies of class col-

~laboration and ‘‘peaceful coexistence’ will

mean- defeat, not just for Angela Davis

~-and ‘Ruchell Magee. but for the wor lsme:

class as a whole.
The fight 1o free Rucheil Magee and
Angela Davis and all political prisoners

“must be  based on the movement of the

working class and-the fight for fhe warking
class to:smash cap*mhsm o end exploi-
tation and oppregsion. . ”

»
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PARIS COMMUNE -- THE LESSONS FOR TODAY

BY A BULLETIN REPORTER

NEW YORK, March 18—Nearly 125 people crowded

into the

Workers League commemoration meeting on the 100th anniversary
of the Paris Commune. At the side of the meeting hall were large
portraits of Marx and Engels. At the front of the hall was a huge
hammer and sickle and the closing sentences from an article
written by Lenin in 1911 on the Commune:

‘““The cause of the Commune is the
cause of the social revolution, the cause
of the complete political and economic
emancipation of the toilers. It isthe cause
of the proletariat of the whole world, and
in this sense it is immortal.”

The main speaker was Fred Mueller.
Comrade Mueller began by referring to
these sentences of Lenin, and stressing
that just as importantto our understanding
of the Commune was the way he had ended
an article in 1908, referring to both the
Commune and the Russian Revolution of
1905: ““‘And although these magnificant
uprisings of the working class were
crushed, there will be another uprising,
in face of which the forces of the enemies
of the proletariat will prove ineffective,
and from which the socialist proletariat
will emerge completely victorious.”’

For us the Commune is alive because
we prepare for a new Commune, on a
vastly greater, more powerful scale, and
one which will succeed. The lessons of
the Commune are more urgent than ever
because of the tremendous revolutionary
struggles we have entered into.

ALIVE

This is the meaning of the British
general strike involving over two million
workers which took place onthe day of this
commemoration meeting. This is the
meaning of the tremendous capitalist
crisis, the May-June events in France
which brought that country to the brink
of revolution, and the determined
struggle of the workers in Poland and in
the other countries ruled by the Stalinist
bureaucracy.

In Southeast Asia, the speaker said,
‘“For 25 years the military might of
French and then American imperialism,
and the diplomatic maneuvers and sell-
outs assisted so crucially at every point
by the Stalinist traitors, have failed to
stop the struggles of the Vietnamese
workers and peasants.”’

In the U.S. itself, we no longer have
just national strikes encompassing one
section of the working class, but strike
action drawing in many sections at once,
strikes posing sharply the very existence
of the labor movement, and calls from
the union movement for general strike
action against the ruling class andgovern-
ment attacks.

The Commune is alive because the con-
ditions that gave rise to it not only still
exist, but have deepened and matured.

Paris 1871 was the firsttime the working
class took power in its own name. The
immediate background to the Commune
was the Second Empire of Louis Napoleon,
who took governmental power out of the
direct control of the capitalist class in
‘order to serve the long range interests
of this class.

The bankrupt Bonapartist regime sought
to  extend French frontiers at all costs.
The final result was the war between
France and Germany in 1870, which led
to a series of rapid defeats for the French.

. After the surrender of Napoleon in
September 1970, the Third Republic was
set up, and a “Govarnment .0f National
Defense’’ was formed to continue thewar.
This quickly became a ‘*Government of
National Defection,” in Marx's words,
since the bourgeoisie feared its own
working class 100 times more than it
feared the foreign enemy.

But the Parisian workers were armed
in the National Guard, and when Paris
surrendered on January 8; 1871, it was
under the unprecedented conditions of the
workers retaining their arms and the con-
querors not daring to enter Paris.

The French government was now headed
by Thiers, who was to become the
notorious butcher of the Commune. Thiers
knew what had to be done, and he did not
shrink from the moves necessary to defend
capitalism. On March 18, 1871, he sent
troops to confiscate the arms of the
National Guard. He was repulsed, civil
war was declared, and Thiers and his
government fled to Versailles.

: POWER
This was the beginning of the Commune.
Power had been thrust into the hands of
the workers and their leaders, who had
no clear idea of what was happening.
The Commune had no clear program

" in - the  beginning. The deepening class

struggle had burst to the surface in the

wake of the war and the treachery of
the capitalists. But the measures taken
by the Commune in self-defense were to
clarify its class character.

The Commune abolished conscription

Fred Mueller speaks

on the meaning of the

rule for a day without fooling the masses,
using ‘‘socialist’’ and ‘‘communist”’
phraseology through its agents within the
working class.

The Stalinist bureaucracy and the Com-
munist Parties around the world carry
on the dirty work of trickery and betrayal
on a far far larger scale than it was done
in the days of the Communeor the Russian
Revolution.

The privileged bureaucracy destroyed
the Bolshevik Party, endangers all the
gains of the Revolution, and covers up
and distorts the meaning of the Commune.

Paris Commune of . 1871 and its

lessons for the working class today at packed meeting in Labor Hall in New York.

and the standing army. The Central
Committee appealed to the voters to “‘avoid
the property owners, foritisan extremely
rare occurrence when a person who is
well-off is inclined to consider a worker
as his brother.”” The Commune declared
that 6,000 francs was to be the highest
salary of its functionaries. It decreed the
separation of church and state, it des-
troyed the Victory Column of Place Ven-
dome, the first Napoleon’s symbol of
chauvinism and national hatred. It began
the tabulation of factories closed by their
previous owners and made plans to have
them run by the workers.

The Versailles government gradually
took the upper hand in the civil war, with
the crucial aid of Bismarck himself. But
the Commune did not go down without a
fight. In spite of treachery, against all
the odds, the workers fought to the end
because they understood they had noother
choice. It took eight days offierce fighting
in the east end of Paris to finally vanquish
the Communards.

MARX

Marx and Engels were participants in
this revolutionary struggle. Supporters of
the First International were among the
most active participants in Paris.

Marx understood the Commune as part
of the forward movement of the working
class, the actual movement of reality and
the class struggle, a new source of know-
ledge, inspiration and above all of theory.

The Commune began as a defense of
the Republic and the working classagainst
the treachery of the bourgeoisie. It was
forced by the logic of events to take
measures against capitalism, but it did
not win because it lacked conscious revo-
lutionary leadership.

The Commune proved the necessity of
smashing the old state apparatus, and
it showed what this apparatus was to be
replaced by, a new form of rule, a
workers state.

BOLSHEVIKS

The Commune did not die with its
defeat. Basing themselves on an under-
standing of the Commune, the leaders
of the Russian Revolution proved in
practice that it was not dead. The Bol-
sheviks built the party which the Com-
munards did not have, they avenged the
Commune. The Soviets came to power
in October, 1917, expropriated the capi-
talists, instituted the monopoly of

foreign trade, built the Red Army and

defeated the enemy, and appealed for the
extension of the revolution on a world
scale.

The.leaders of the Russian Revolution,
Lenin and Trotsky, built the revolutionary
party through the most ruthless struggle
on the economic, theoretical and political
fronts, the most ruthless struggle against
the theory and philosophy of the class
enemy as if was expressedin the workers'
movement. That is how a party was built
which could wage the necessary ruthless
struggle against the murderous heirs of
Thiers.

The bourgeoisie could not coniinue to

The meaning of the strugglebetween
Stalinism and Trotskyism today is the
fight for the lessons of the Commune
against these traitors. The most critical
question facing the working class today
in every country is this question, the
understanding of its own history. .

STALINISTS
The Stalinists have taken all means
necessary to strangle the movement of
the working class, in order to protect
their privileges and try to achieve co-

existence with imperialism. They try to,

cover over this role with immense
scholastic orthodoxy, with thousands of
articles devoted to proving their revolu-
tionary credentials because without this

cover the bureaucracy cannot continue to

rule and to fool the masses.

But the real face of the Stalinists is
shown in every struggle, and most brutally
when the working class takes the road of the
Commune, as it did in Hungary in 1956.
The bureaucracy crushed the Hungarian

workers revolution and the struggles of

the Czech workers in 1968, and it will
do this again and again until it is over-
thrown.

The deer.nmg crisis exposes the
counterrevolutionary character of Stalin-
ism and opens up the opportunity of des~
troying its power which is based upon the

. Bob Jackson speaks at meetmg commemorating Pans Commune

continued existence of capitalism and a
precarious balance between the working
class and imperialism.

The pressure of the ruling class takes
another form within the revolutionary
movement, the Trotskyist movement. Here
a retreat from theory turnsall thelessons
of the Commune into their opposite. The
revisionists of the Socialist Workers Party
utilize the same method as the Stalinists
in adapting to surface movements rather
than struggling to lead the working class,
This expresses a complete capitulation
to the Stalinists and the bourgeoisie.

This is the meaning of the revisionist

theory of neo-capitalism, the conception -

that the capitalists can postpone their
crisis indefinitely, that the working class
is no longer the decisive revolutionary
force and that it is no longer necessaryto
build a revolutionary party based upon
the working class and in struggle against
Stalinism and revisionism.

In 1871 the workers were forced to take
the power when the odds were against
them. In 1971 we are faced with a vastly
different situation, with the choice posed
more sharply than ever before—socialism
or Dbarbarism. Yet the Stalinists and
revisionists want to deny this, want to
keep the working class within the limits
of capitalism, want to throw the working
class back before 1871 in terms of theory
and understanding. This isthe full meaning
of their counterrevolutionary politics.

While the question of civil war is posed
once more, the revisionists base their
perspective  entirely on nationalism,
women’s liberation and every bankrupt
middle class movement. They feed the
betrayals of the Stalinists, who now come
forward more and more aggressively to
tie the struggles of the working class and
the ~ youth ~ to the liberal bourgeoisie.

On every front of the class struggle the
Stalinists put forward the line of the
popular front. They call onthe ‘‘American
people’’ to ‘defend. Angela Davis, they
completely . support the liberals in the
Democratic Party and the trade- union
bureaucracy, they derail the militant
struggles of : the youth into reformist
channels, and they present their People’s
Peace Treaty campaign as a means of
achieving  unity with the capitalists

dlrected against the workers,
- And

the revisionists line up behind the
Staluusts at each crucial moment. This
is shown clearly in the plans for the
April 24th march on Washington, where
both Stalinists and revisionists are,now

working closely to mobilize hundreds of

thousands behind the protest of the liberals
at- Nixon's policies ‘in  Southeast Asia.

The . struggle for the Commune in the
U.S. today is the fight for power. The
Workers League is fighting for a mass
convocation’ of labor to tike forward the
general  strike ‘movement against the
attacks .of Nixon and ‘the bosses and the
building-of a labor party to take up the
political - struggle = and pose.the only
solution - possible, the ‘solution of the

’Commune, workers power.

Meehng was

sponsored by the Workers League and the University of Minnesota Workers League

club, ~ The “'Workers Press“

and
discussion foﬂowed. s

Youth lnternahonal" fllms were shown and

t_,
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San Jose Cops Hit Youth

With Arresis

BY A BULLETIN REPORTER
SAN JOSE—Acting in accor-
dance with its stated objective
of crushing left movements in
San Jose, the San Jose Police
Department has in recent days

arrested a total of nineteen
members of 1local radical
groups.

‘Most of those jailed face multiple mis-
demeanors and felony charges stemming

SF TachersSirk - All Clly lBor Must Go Out!

BY A LOCAL 400 MEMBER
SAN FRANCISCO—Last week Mayor Alioto sucked enough
‘“blood out of a turnip’’ in a vain attempt to re-assert his image
as ‘““Friend of Labor.’”” On March 18 he sng;ned a 4% pay raise

for city employees into law.

““I realize that this increase doesn’t
match the increase in the cost of living,
but the taxpayers simply cannot afford
more at this time,” he -said, while
notably omitting any reference to his

friends in the Chamber of Commerce.’

He acknowledged that a mere 4%
increase is ‘‘not generous in relation
to the cost of living, but in relation to
what is happening in other cities, where
salartes have been cut and employees

laid off.
Labor Council Executlve Secretary,

George Johns, refused togive strike sanc-
tion to the Hospital Workers and Janitors
last Tuesday on the basis thgt city wor-
kers really do not want to strike. But
the fact is that despite the fear of another
sellout by union leaders, those two unions
voted to strike. Whereas Local 400 did
vote ‘“no’’ much of the discontent was
over the strike demands. Months before
the strike vote .many sections tried to
amend the demands to include a fight
against layoffs, but the union leaders
refused to open up discussion on the
demands. Many conjecture that if this
demand had been taken up seriously the

i vote would bave been ‘‘yes.”’ !

In his statement.on TV, Johns was quick
to add that the ‘‘no” vote-was ‘not to
‘be interpreted as rebellion against the
union leadership.’’ But nine out of ten
city workers will tell anyone just the
opposite.

Last week at a building meetmg, one'

- city department voted for a resolution
that read, ‘“We feel that the ‘no’ vote at
the strike meeting is a vote of no confi-
dence in our leadership and we demand

the resignation of Executive Secretary -

John Jeffrey.’” More sections are meeting

in -the next few weeks .to discuss this .

resolution - and . to prepare for a new
leadership that will fight City Hall.

Union -elections come up this springand g

the Rank and File Caucus of Local 400

“-will fight for one of the central issues to

NTU Leaders

"BY BOB MICHAELSON

NEWARK, March 23—As the’
teachers strike goes into its
~eighth week here, a sellout on

the contract is all but accom- .

p11shed

The leade'rsh:ip of the Newark Teachers
Union, - for- all its militant rhetoric, ‘has

. accepted Gibson’s wage offer of no money

the first. year and $500 in the second year,

All that needs to be done now is to make’
the contract palatable to the: membershlp '

“ The NTU leaders are trying to maneuver

“-around the question of wagesby sayingthat
“‘we didn’t start this strike over money .
anyway’’ and by claiming that the major

question  now facing the union is that of
binding arbitration
cedures.

"MAJOR

- But the major  question in the strxke
revolves preciselyaroundthe wage issues.

With Nixon’s cutbacks in spending on edu-
cation, the city government of Newark, like
those in the rest of the country, is trying
to make the workers pay for the: crisis of

_.capitalism. Thus, it is forced toattacknot

only educational standards, but also the

‘in.grievance pro-.

STOP PRESS: March 24—The teachers in
the city of San Francisco have gone out
on strike. A number of other unions—jan-
itors, transit, hospital and clerks—have
voted to go out on strike. What must
now take place is a general strike of all
city labor supported by the entire labor
movement. Local 400, which has just
received a measily 4% wage raise, must
reverse itself and vote to strike as well.

be the building of ‘a labor party, that
Local 400 fight in the Labor Council

Juan. Farinas,
Francisco. , :
campuses, -Farinas will continue his tour in the Midwest next week.

now  on a  national tour,
After meetings in Los Angeles,

for the San Francisco labor movement
to take up this question now.

Meanwhile SSEU, the organization that
disaffiliated itself from the ‘‘corruption’’
of the AFL-CIO, issues leaflets congra-
tulating members of Local 400 for
‘‘asserting good sense’’ in accepting a
6% decrease and invite$ its members

~to a ‘“rap session’ to discuss ‘‘alter-
natives to honoring picket lines.”’

While SSEU attacks the bureaucrats in
Local 400 for their policy of trying to
influence City Hall politicians, their
answer is to testify at countless hearings
and commission meetings, which means
essentially doing the same thing—
attempting to co-exist with the status
quo.

The only alternative is the program of
the Local 400 Rank and File Caucus.

speaking “{above) before a meeting in San
San Jose, San Diego and on various

And Raids

from an incident at San Jose State College,
on March 4th, where anti-recruiter
demonstrators fought dozens of San Jose
uniformed tactical squaders, plainclothes-
men, and campus security forces.
Originally, a confrontation between police
and a small group of demonstrators who
were carrying a mock oil derrick to the
entrance of the room where Standard Oil
was recruiting resulted in the injury of
five policemen gand the arrest of several
of the militants.

This action was met by the call for
thirty plainclothesmen whoarriveda short
time before the appearance of riot-geared
tactical squad police. Eye witnessesandan
Associated . Student Body investigating
board determined that it was this body,
“fired up’’ by the original scuffles, whose
imposing presence and intimidation insti-
gated the major outbreaks of violence.
Beatings and macings ensued as a number
of the demonstrators and surprised by-
standers were arrested and taken away.

ARMADA

With thirteen demonstrators then jailed,
the police were apparently not satiated as
the following days saw continued repres-
sion throughout the city. Five more people
were arrested as police in a seven-car
armada raided houses, both kickingin
doors and searching houses without pre-
senting warrants, while rounding up those
accused of crimes during anti-recruiting
demonstrations as long ago as February
23.

At the same time, four more people
were arrested at another local college,
San Jose City College, for presenting
the ‘‘possibility (!) of creating a dis-
turbance’’ and ‘‘trespassing’” (on a
public campus). It appears that with such
attacks the groundwork is being laid for
further repression of every radical and
left group in San Jose.

REPRESSION

The repression here can only be seen
in the context of the offensive of the
capitalists to drive back the living stan-
dards of the American working class. Any
militant or organization which fights these
attacks faces the same viciousness which
the San Jose Lberation Front and the
Revolutionary Union have recently col-
lided with.

_ When analyzed on this class basis it
will be evident that those arrested in
San Jose ‘are political prisoners and are
victims of the same attacks that put
Angela Davis, Juan Farinas, and all other
political prisoners in the hands of Nixon’s
courts.

An answer to the blatant attacks and to
the metropolitan squad police who have
vowed that ‘““We’re going to crush the
San Jose Liberation Front and the Revo-
lutionary Union in San Jose by summer,”’
students here must fight for a student
strike based on class demands against
the war, repression, educational cutbacks
and unemployment, with the perspective
of building toward a general strike of
the entire labor movement.

Accepf Gibson’s Offer, Prepare Sellout

teachers union and this of necessity takes -

“on a-political form.
Because the NTU leadershlp begins with

a blind -acceptance of the crisis and the’

-need to work- within its confines; these
leaders must logically give in to Glbson s
demands. “And because they accept the
““legality’’- of the imprisonment of three

‘0f their leaders, they see no reason to

fight these Jalhngs

PROSTRATION.,
.. This political prostration before Gibson
.and his hirelings on thepartof theNTU
leadership :which sees this strike as an

_-isolated trade union struggle now leads to. "
Newark

an  outright-

betrayal of the
teachers. :

This must be. stopped now! The road
being taken by the NTU leaders must be
reversed. ‘A rankandfilecommittee must
be formed which will lead the fight for
-4 strategy that will win the strike. Only
the harshest fight can now prevent the
strike from collapsmg into a complete
defeat.

Teachers -and trade unionists cannot
afford the bootlicking of the Communist
Party and the Labor: Committee in their
uncritical support to the betrayals being

developed by the NTU bureaucracy.

The line-up of the Labor Committee
and its paper, New Solidarity, with the
Stalinists of the CP only gives the NTU
bureaucrats a militant ‘‘left’’ cover which
they use to hide their preparations for
the sellout,

GENERAL
Only the Workers League has consis-
tently fought for a program of victory
for the NTU by calling for a general

strike of the labor movement of Newark
to last until all the union’s demands are
met, including $1,000 first year raise,
no bmdmg arbitration;, free the jailed
NTU leaders.

Only a general strike aimedat defeating
Gibson’s attack can begin to prepare the
working class for its struggles ahead.
Marciante and the AFL-CIO must be made
to call this strike. The outcome of the
NTU strike will effect all future struggles
of the labor movement.

Can Pact DangerTo Steel Ranks

BY AN INDUSTRIAL REPORTER
* Some 36,0000 members of the United

Steelworkers have now ended a month

long strike against three of the four major
can manufacturers. The strike begau on
February 15.

The contract accepted by the union’s
Can Industry Conference is based on that
made with National Can, where agreement
was reached at the last minute without
a strike.

1t ‘includes wage increases going from
75 cents to $1.023 over three years, a
full cost of living -clause beginning in
1972, and pension increases. ‘

But.what those Steelworkers who struck

American Can, Continental Canand Crown

Cork and Seal now want to know is this:
if they could get this with no strike at
National Can, why could not four weeks
of strike action force the other three
companies to make a better settlement?

Equally important, why was the demand
for a shorter work week, supposedly USWA
policy, never seriously raised in the can
negotiations?

What this all means is that the Steel-
workers International leadership intends
to use the can contracts as their pattern
for the upcoming contracts in aluminum,
copper and basic steel.

What Steelworkers must now take up
is the fight to build a strong rank and fiie
movement that can prevent their present

leadership. from imposing such setie-
ments.




	Untitled-01
	Untitled-02
	Untitled-03
	Untitled-04
	Untitled-05
	Untitled-06
	Untitled-07
	Untitled-08
	Untitled-09
	Untitled-10
	Untitled-11
	Untitled-13
	Untitled-14
	Untitled-15
	Untitled-16
	Untitled-17
	Untitled-18

