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Are Patty Hearst &  the SLA  

Real ly Revolutionaries ?

"Terrorists bow to the spontaneity o f the passionate 
indignation o f the intellectuals who are incapable o f 
linking up the revolutionary struggle with the labor 
movement. . . I t  is very d ifficu lt indeed fo r those who 
have lost their belief, or those who have never be
lieved that this was possible, to find some outlet for 
their indignation and revolutionary energy than ter
ror. "

(V.l. Lenin, What is to Be Done?,)

W h e r e - T H E Y  W O U L D  L E A D  US.

Terrorists in US society: they range all the way from 
the ultra-left political "Weatherman" to the real nuts 
like sociopath Charles Manson and his followers such 
as Lynette "Squeaky" Fromme. Whether their rhe
toric has a "M arxist" ring to it or sounds just plain 
crazy, these terrorists have one thing in common: 
THEY REJECT THE MASS STRUGGLE OF THE 
WORKING CLASS AND RELY INSTEAD ON 
BOMBINGS AND ASSASSINATIONS BY A SMALL 
GROUP.

Terrorism grows out of the fury, frustration and even 
psychosis bred by the ugliness and brutality of our 
society. Marxist-Leninists understand this only too 
well. Lenin himself had a brother who was executed 
after taking part in an attempt to assassinate the Tsar. 
Lenin opposed this type of terrorism which is isolated 
from the mass struggle, not because he had any wish 
to see the Tsar live a long and healthy life, but be
cause all true revolutionaries recognize that the work 
of such terrorists serves the ruling class, not the work
ing class.

It ignores the day-to-day struggles of the working peo
ple, it ignores the need for organization (especially 
the communist vanguard party), it gives all "revolu
tionaries" a bad name, it  terrifies the people it  claims 
to serve, and it gives the police and the government 
a blank check fo r across-the-board repression against 
any and all progressive forces.

Isolated from the day-to-day struggles of the working 
people, terrorists hope to ‘'spark" the revolution by 
setting o ff bombs or carrying out assassinations. 
Marxist-Leninists, however, know that a socialist 
revolution can't be "set o ff"  like it was a stick of dy
namite. It must be carried out steadily and methodic
ally by the strength and unity of the organized and 
conscious working class.

Marxism-Leninism also teaches that the road to revo
lution is a long and dangerous one -- we must go 
through peaceful times and violent times, legal work 
and illegal work. On the one hand, we must fight for 
the day-to-day needs of our class -  better wages, safer 
working conditions, an end to discrimination. But at 
the same time we need to build the organization and 
understanding that w ill in the future enable our class 
to establish socialism.

TERRORISTS DISDAIN 
WORKING CLASS STRUGGLE

Terrorists can’t  understand this. They seek the quick 
and easy recipe for revolution, the Molotov cocktail. 
They shun the unglamorous routine of the shop-floor 
struggle and the union meeting, of study and teach
ing, of collective work and the patient building of or
ganization.

Every idea in class society is the idea of a particular 
class. The kind of terrorism we're talking about is 
the idea of the petty-bourgeoisie "driven to frenzy" 
as Lenin says "by the horrors of capitalism." Essen
tia lly, it is petty bourgeois because while it shows a 
hatred of monopoly capitalism and the ruling class, it 
also shows a disdain for the proletariat. It has no con
fidence in the ability of the working class to wage a 
prolonged, steady and sustained struggle for its libera
tion. For mass action it substitutes the actions of a 
tiny elite.

THE ELITE VS. THE PIGS

Take the example of the SLA (Symbionese Liberation 
Army). This "a rm y" (which was really just a sect or 
cult) was never more than 7 or 8 individuals—white 
youth from middle class backgrounds who blindly 
followed the command of "Cinque," a Black ex-con 
who hoped to change the world by "k illing  the pigs."

But who are the "pigs"? Who is the real enemy who 
must be fought? The SLA certainly had no under
standing of who the enemy of the working and op
pressed people is. Marxist-Leninists see the need for 
communists and the working class to  find allies among 
all progressive forces, to "unite  the many to defeat 
the few." But the SLA viewed reformist Black school 
administrator Marcus Foster the same way they 
viewed multibillionaire William Randolph Hearst.

By killing Foster, the SLA served only to isolate 
themselves and terrify the very people they claimed 
to serve! The SLA certainly found no sympathy 
among Black Philadelphians who remembered Foster 
for his efforts to  improve conditions at Gratz High 
School. True revolutionaries jo in  such movements, 
and point out the limitations of trying to reform the 
capitalist system. If we hope to make a revolution, 
we must win people away from the reformist and 
over to  a revolutionary point of view, not shoot 

everyone who disagrees with us in the head!

"BOURGEOIS FADS"

Lenin says of such "petty  bourgeois revolutionari
ness" that it is easily transformed into "infatuation 
with one or another bourgeois fad." In our decaying 
society-short on values and long on fads-there are 
all kinds of crazy groups, cults and philosophies 
around. Take the Manson bunch, for example. These 
people were very heavily into drugs, flirted with devil 
worship and human sacrifice, and are now into ecolo
gy coupled with political assassination.

Similarly, it seems clear that the SLA and its "p o lit i
cal actions" like bank robbery and murder was no
thing but a fad for the "poor little  rich g ir l" Patty 
Hearst. Disillusioned by her parents who did not 
jump at the chance to trade their billions for her free-Si*M*»»3sa0iai»s3*a»3si*swsi«»**»iw*aî ^

dom, she played "Tania, the Urban Guerilla" tor a 
while, complete with beret, machine gun and "k ill 
the pigs" philosophy. (Certainly this is an insult to 
the memory of the real Tania who fought side by side 
with Che Guevera and others to liberate Cuba.) When 
the glamor and romance of the SLA wore off, Patty 
was only too willing to turn to Daddy to save her 
from prison.

ON LEADERSHIP AND ORGANIZATION

When asked in a TV interview what one thing she 
would do to save the world, Squeaky Fromme replied 
"Get Manson out of ja il. . .he has it all in his head." 
This is just the opposite of what true revolutionaries 
believe; Marxist-Leninists know that the masses of 
people make history. While revolutionary struggles 
produce brilliant leaders such as Lenin, Mao and Ho 
Chi Minh, none of these leaders is seen as an all-know
ing prophet or god. Revolutions are made in the real 
world by millions of real people—not in the imagina
tion o f some prophet.

"Leaders" like Manson and Cinque can only set up a 
top-down, obey-orders, militaristic type of comman- 
dism. Nowhere is there to be found collective work, 
criticism and self-criticism, democracy, education and 
ideological struggle, which are the lifeblood of a real 
communist organization.

Berkeley friends of Patty Hearst pointed out to her 
how sexist this commandist style of leadership was, 
in relegating the women "soldiers" to the role of idol
worshipping robots. In the case of Manson—who 
started his career as a pimp—this sexism was carried 
to a horrifying extreme of unrelenting sexual subju
gation under LSD to bring the women "under his 
thumb."

WHY THE BOURGEOISIE LOVES THE SLA

Why was the SLA in the newspaper headlines across 
the country for weeks on end? Why were some 8,500 
FBI agents (75% of the field force) employed in the 
SLA case at one time or another over two years? 
Surely many a gang of bank robbers have robbed, 
kidnapped, even killed and never received this kind 
of attention!

But the SLA were no "common crim inals"—they 
claimed to be "revolutionaries." This is just what 
the bourgeoisie wants people to th ink revolutionaries 
are: a tiny band of terrorists who make little  or no 
political sense and kill anybody who disagrees with 
them, all in the name of justice. And what of the 
hundreds of leftists and communists who work every 
day in the communities and factories of this country, 
struggling along with the rest of the working people 
and oppressed nationalities, writing, studying, dis
cussing and spreading their ideas on how to make a 
better, more just society? You'd never find a word 
about these revolutionaries in the paper, unless oc
casionally to slander them with lies.

By avoiding looking at the true revolutionaries, the 
media hopes to give the word "revolutionary" a bad 
name. Revolutionaries are either crazy terrorists, or 
they are the subject of "Where are they now?" stories 
of ex-radicals who have settled down to law practice 
and suburban family life, or who have tripped o ff on 
another "bourgeois fad" such as anti-war activist Rer
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The
Bankers’

(continued from page 11

If New York can't pay its debt it w ill default or go 
into bankruptcy. This means that the federal court 
would take over the administration of the city's f i 
nances and take whatever measures it considers neces
sary to insure that the banks get their money.

No one knows exactly what a default would look 
like. But one thing is certain -  it would be a circus to 
end all circuses. It could easily take ten years to un
ravel the mountains of red tape that a default would 
produce. Therefore nobody wanted to see New York 
default.

The banks didn't want a default because it would tie 
up their money for too long.

The municipal and teachers unions didn't want a de
fault because the court is empowered to break cur
rent contracts and renegotiate a new settlement.

to their rescue if things should accidentally get out of 
hand. All the drama was for the benefit of the people > 
of New York and us. it  was supposed to convince us 
that:

1. It was the poor and working people of New York 
that caused this awful crisis, and

What is the solution to this crisis? Some liberal po lit
icians and union leaders say that the solution is more 
federal aid for the cities. As things stand now more 
federal aid will go directly into the coffers of the 
banks to pay o ff the city debt. The people of New 
York wouldn't see a penny.

The federal government, despite Ford's bluffing, did 
not want a default because a default could seriously 
affect The entire national economy. The real impact 
of a default was brought home by a Federal Reserve 
Board report which disclosed that 546 banks nation
wide have invested 20% or more of their capital in 
New York securities. Of the 13 Pennsylvania banks 
mentioned in the report, 5 have more than 50% of 
their capital in New York obligations.

Ford used the threat of a default like a gun at the 
head of the working and poor people of New York 
while the banks were getting the red carpet treat
ment.

While there seemed to be some dramatic moments 
from week to week as we watched New York totter 
on the brink of default on the six o'clock news, the 
banks were never really worried. The Federal Reserve 
Board had quietly assured them that it would come

2. They would now have to take their just punish
ment and "bite the bullet," that is, hand over their 
jobs, health care, education and many of their hopes 
and aspirations.

There are a number of factors that make New York 
different than most other US cities, but the problems 
of New York are not unique. We are destined to see 
financial crises in other major cities in the future and 
those which don't experience their own will feel the 
waves of these economic crises. Already all over the 
country cities are laying o ff workers, quietly phasing 
out poverty programs, reducing public health expend
itures and other social services. And armed with the 
new threat of default and crisis, city governments are 
becoming much tougher in their dealings with teacher 
and municipal worker unions, some have openly be
gun union-busting tactics. The crisis for the working 
class in New York is a crisis <for the working Class' 
Throughout the nafion.

In order to make any real gains in their standard of 
living, the people of New York -  especially the work
ing class and poor -  must insist on a temporary can
cellation of the debt. Furthermore, they must insist 
that not only should reduced educational opportuni
ties and social services be restored, they should be 
expanded to meet the real needs of the people. And 
the real needs of the people include full employment.

Lastly, any federal or state aid must be raised through 
taxes on corporate real estate and profits. More defi
cit spending will only lead to another monetary crisis 
further down the pike.

There is no ultimate solution to the problem of the 
cities under capitalism. They will continue to decay 
and undergo crises. But there is no reason the work
ing and poor people of any city have to be the per
manent "marks" of high-class sharks, swindlers and 
thugs.

(continued from page 16

REMEDIES UNDER NLRA

Under the NLRA, you also have sev
eral remedies, some of which the 
Board can grant itself and some of 
which require going on to federal 
court (the Board itself goes to court 
for you to get its orders enforced).
If the union has breached its duty of 
fair representation, you can ask for a 
cease-and-desist order, reinstatement 
with seniority and back pay, an order 
that your grievance be processed fair
ly, and even revocation of the union's 
certification as bargaining representa
tive in some situations.

What you will get will depend partly 
on "what the discriminatory action was,

So, for example, if what you're claim
ing is that the union failed to process 
your grievance against the company 

because you are Black, all the Board 
may do is order the union to process 
your grievance—which doesn t deal 
with whatever the grievance was about. 
If you were fired and you're claiming 
that both the union and the company 
were guilty of sex discrimination in 
either firing you or failing to fight for 
your rehiring, the Board may order 
the company to rehire you with back 
pay. When the case reaches federal 
court, the two types of remedies avail
able are (as under Title V II) injunctive 
relief and damages to compensate you 
for the harm caused by the illegal 
actions.

Again, you don't need a lawyer to file 
a complaint before the NLRB. If you 
aren't going through the grievance pro
cedures because the union hasn't re
presented you fa irly or won't, then you 
must say that in your complaint. For 
some things you might want to force 
the union to fight for you. Whether to 
go through the grievance procedure or 
arbitration, or to try and bypass it, is 
a tactical question. But you can always 
go to the EEOC, whatever your de
cision about which other tactic would 
be better in terms of your rank-and-file 

struggles within the union.

WORKERS' STRUGGLES 
WON THESE LAWS

Finally, and most important: remem
ber that the federal government d idn't 
just grant us these rights out o f a 
sense of "fa ir play." Workers won

these rights through m ilitant struggle.
It is no coincidence that unemploy
ment compensation became a legal 
right during the uprisings o f the unem
ployed in the 1930's, or that the law 
against racial discrimination in employ
ment was passed in 1964 when Black 
people stepped up their struggles for 
democratic rights. (Ironically, dis
crimination because of sex was inclu
ded under this act because the south
ern Congressman adding it hoped this 
would prevent the civil rights bill's 
passage!)

Only a strong rank-and-file workers' 
movement w ill guarantee that the 
"rights" we have on paper exist in the 
workplace, and only a movement of 
women and men, Black and white, 
will prevent the bosses from using 
anti-discrimination laws to set us 
against each other rather than to unite 
us in the fight against the companies.

MARXISM VS. TERRORISM, Con’t. (continued from page 1 3

UPI

Posters in Berkeley proclaim support for Tania

nie Davis working fo r the Guru Maharaji.

The police and the other law enforcement agencies 
of the state love terrorists as well, for it gives them 
the excuse they need to investigate all left and pro
gressive groups, violating civil liberties in all kinds of 
ways, passing repressive legislation, and making shows 
of force, such as the shoot-out in Los Angeles which 
ended in the deaths of all but three SLA members. 
The response to the police repression by segments of 
the left in California after this massacre was to make 
martyrs of and glorify the dead SLA members. Thus 
the shoot-out gave the SLA more credibility among 
certain sections of the left and in turn gave the left 
less credibility among the masses of people. A more 
correct response would have been to mobilize broad 
coalitions of people against police repression of any 
sort, while criticizing the SLA tactics which gave the 
police a cover fo r such actions.

"ULTRA-LEFTISM " IN OUR MOVEMENT

As surely as the members of the new communist 
movement oppose petty bourgeois terrorism, we 
must look also within our own ranks for less obvious 
forms of "petty bourgeois revolutionariness" or ul
tra-leftism. In the new communist movement too 
there is a tendency to look for the quick and easy an
swer to revolution, to substitute revolutionary phrase
mongering for mass organizing. There are the leftists 
who also disdain the "mere" shop floor struggle, and 
who hope to create a new communist party by simply 
calling a founding convention. And there are the 
workers who won't be bothered going down to the 
union hall—"unless you're going down there to bomb 
the place." Such attitudes are certainly the product 
of frustration ,and indignation, but like terrorism, 
they only serve to sidetrack or sabotage the slow but 
relentless movement of the working class toward the 
day of its liberation. PAGE 17

%
J

.1


	Pages from org-2-1.pdf
	Pages from org-2-1-2.pdf

