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Election Babble Begins

Ford Budget Debate
Covers Real Attacks

Opening saivoes are being fired for the upccming"
elections in Nevember. In January, President Ford
delivered his State of the Union message and proposed
his budget for the upcoming year. These stand as a
statement of the political program he will be running
on for the election.

in response to his nationwide address, the Demo-
crats immediately got into the act. Two days after
Ford's speech, Senator Muskie went on TV and gave
the official Democratic Party response. And other
Presidential hopefuls like Humphrey have been in the
forefront in criticizing Ford’s program.

All this highly publicized campaigning, which will
be in the [imelight even more in the upcoming months,
is taking place at a time when the capitalist system is
in its worst crisis since the ‘30s. Unemployment, al-
ready massive and long term, continues at very high
levels. Prices tower over wages and millions find it
increasingly difficult to make ends meet. /At the same
time the struggle of the people is growing.

Given this situation all the politicians are pretend-
ing to speak to the problems of the people and to

offer solutions. Things are so bad that both the Demo-

crats and the Republicans have been forced to admit
there is a crisis and to base their campaign promises
largely around questions like unemployment and in-
flation. Each one would have us believe that he alone
is different and that electing him and implementing
his programs will solve these problems.

But while all the Democrats and Republicans try
to sell their programs under different advertising
signs, they all have the same c/ass content. They re-
flect attempts by the bourgeoisie to solve its profit
crisis at our expense. The ‘‘solutions” offered by the
politicians boil down to two: efforts to get more pro-
fits by increasing the exploitation of the working
class in this country and preparations for a war to
defend and expand U.S. investments overseas.

Despite their promises to solve the crisis, these
solutions can only lay the basis for still deeper crises
and more misery and impoverishment for the masses

in the future.
Jobs

One of the hottest issues this election year is the
question of jobs. What do the Democrats and Repub-
licans say about this?

President Ford starts out saying “Five out of six
jobs in this country are in private industry.” “Com- -
mon sense tells us this is the place to look for more
jobs, and to find them faster.”” So what he proposes
is more government money pumped into private in-
dustry. Businesses would be given a big tax break—
totaling $6.2 billion in 1977 alone, and probably
more in later years. One result: the Treasury Depart-
ment would be paying $10 out of every $100 invested
in new machinery and equipment. Ford says this
will stimulate private industry and create more jobs.

At the same time Ford proposes a direct attack on
workers collecting unemployment benefits. Job
training, employment and labor services would be
slashed 25.7%. Unemployment benefits would be
chopped down from a maximum of 65 weeks to
39 weeks. All this to save the government money and
to force the unemployed into the supposedly newly
opening jobs.

This program is designed to stimulate only

one kind of “recovery’‘—a recovery of the profits for
the capitalists. But this can only be at the expense of
the working class.

New machinery, financed in part by government
tax breaks, will be used to get even more work out of
fewer and fewer workers. Forcing some of the un-
employed off unemployment benefits will tend to
drive wages down for the entire working class and be
used by the capitalists to increase speedup and general
labor discipline on the job. The idea that this govern-
ment give-away for the purpose of exploitation will
somehow result in more jobs is nothing but the old
1930’ “trickle-down theory of President Herbert
Hoover, which came to be despised and hated by mil-
lions of workers in the Great Depression,.

An example of what this kind of “recovery’’ pro-

gram means in practice is the auto industry. The auto
companies are ‘‘recovering,’” with production in many
places being pushed back up to the level of September,
1974 (before all the huge 1975 layoffs). But this is
being accomplished mainly by grinding speedup. The
auto companies are calling back as few workers as
possible.

The end result of Ford’s job program will be the
same. There is no guarantee of more jobs. There is
only the attempt to increase the profits of the cap-
italists through even more exploitation of the work-
ing class.

The policies proposed by the Democrats for jobs,
while slightly different than Ford'’s, have the same
content. They make the question of jobs the main
thrust of their attack on Ford. So what do they offer
as an alternative?

Democrats—More of Same

Despite their loud attacks on the Republicans, the
Democrats want basically the same tax cut to stimul-
ate profits in private industry. In fact the Democratic
controlled Congress already has passed a temporary
law giving corporations a 7% tax cut until 1977. So
right from the start, the Democrats and Republicans
agree on the same scheme which increases the profits
of the capitalists at the expense of the working class.

Their "big'* difference with the Republicans boils

Continued on page 10

Battlie Brews In

The opening battle was signaled on February 2, in
this year's contract struggle between clothing man-
ufacturers and over 200,000 garment workers in
the International Ladies” Garment Workers' Union
(ILGWU), the Amalgamated Clothing Workers
Union and some other smaller unions. The ILGWU
leadership announced that a settiement had been
reached for 55,000 New York and East Coast work-
ers with employers’ associations of the Women's
Dress Manufacturers.

Union officials called the settlement “revolu-
tionary!’ and predicted it would be a pacesetter for
ILGWU contracts covering about 60,000 workers yet
to be negotiated with women’s coat and suit manu-
facturers (expires May 31) and women'’s knit goods
manufacturers (expires July 31). The central feature
of this so-called “landmark agreement™ is a plan to
give the bosses greater profits through stepped up
productivity at the expense of the workers" wages,
conditions and jobs. °

Although the union leadership may have enough
control to block a rejection of their settlement this
time, it is clear that they have gotten a |ot stronger
reaction against the contract then they counted on.
As of February 13, none Jf the locals had okayed the
contract, and a similar agreement was recently voted
down by Local 102 garmént truckers at their first
meeting. -

Garment workers have expressed bitter opposition
and anger at the sell-out terms. The Garment Workers

Committee of the United Workers Organization (UWO),

the garment section of the new area wide workers or-
ganization in New York and nothern New Jersey,
has launched a campaign to vote down the contract
and to build the fight against the union leadership

 Garment Industry

attempts to impose this “‘pacesetter’ on upcoming
contracts.

Rank and file workers are sick and tired of work-
ing for pennies in garment sweatshops. There has
been strong support for the Committee’s proclama-
tion that a “‘no’’ vote in each local is not only a
vote against a lousy contract but a call to all other
workers voting on their contract. It is also a state-
ment for the contract and battles to come that
garment workers intend to fight the rotten wages and
lousy conditions that the company and the union
are trying to jam down their throats. The struggles
around these contracts are vital in building a strong
rank and file organization among garment workers, as
part of a class wide movement against the capitalists.

Intense Exploitation

For generations the garment industry has been
infamous for its vicious exploitation of workers.
But the struggles of garment workers against miser-
able wages and sweatshop conditions have marked some
of the proudest moments of the history of our class.
The uprising of 20,000 women shirtwaist makers on
March 8, 1908, sparked strikes by tens of thousands
of New York garment workers in the following years
and built the base for the |ILGWU. This strike was
the inspiration for communists and other workers
throughout the world to proclaim March 8 Interna-
tional Women's Day.

Today the exploitation in the garment industry
is no less intense than it was at the turn of the cen-
tury. Garment workers are among the lowest paid
industrial workers. The system of piece work is ram-

Continued on page 16
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The Detroit busing plan is a sharp attack and was widely opposed by the people of Derro;r‘t. The demonstration
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above was organized by the Committee to Fight the Attacks on our Schools on January 26, the day the plan

went into effect.

Kids Get Dirty Deal

People Resist
Detroit Busing Plan

On Jaunuary 26 the Detroit school busing plan
started. Since then the ruling class has been crowing
over how it went over “‘without a hitch.” Contrary
to this lie, the working class in Detroit hated the bus-
ing plan and put up a real fight against it. Fighting
this attack was no easy task—the ruling class went all
out to push it through. They offered the working
class two alternatives, either take their poison peace-
fully, or end up fighting each other. Organizations
like PRO Detroit, crammed full of people like Ger-
stenberg, ex-head of GM, other big Detroit financiers
and former and present mayors, and all their mouth-
pieces, went on and on about how they “didn’t want
to have another Boston."” The working class, however,
had no intention of fighting each other. But they
had plenty of fight when it came to the busing plan.

The Detroit busing plan bused 26,000 kids and
“reassigned’* 30,000 others. The plan has been in and
out of the courts for b years, when, in the spring of
‘75, it was announced that it would be implemented.
Workers of all nationalities spontaneously said “‘No
way!““—they didn’t want their. kids bused and this
plan had nothing to do with equal or quality educa-
tion. The ruling class was forced to back off and re-
group and then come right back with a plan called
“reassignment’’ instead of busing, and all frosted up
with “components’’ that were supposed to make the
plan for ""quality and equal education.”

But the ruling class had neither the intention nor
the ability to deal with either of these. As in Boston
and Louisville, their busing plan was aimed at dividing
the working class, getting us fighting over the shrink-
ing “‘educational pie'* at a time when we need unity.
At the same time this busing plan especially was a
cover for planned attacks and cutbacks in the schools.

A look at Detroit tells something about where this
plan is coming from. The crisis has hit deep, struggle
and resistance is brewing among the workers of all
nationalities. Unemployment is everywhere and for
youth especially, there are no jobs. They city has
been cutting back in services and offering wage cuts
and layoffs to.city workers. And in the schools, edu-
cation is going from bad to worse throughout the
city, with schools in many Black areas even harder
hit.

In the midst of all this the ruling class has slated
several schools to be shut altogether under the plan.
All schoel construction has been halted since the
courts eagerly agreed toa 1971 NAACP suit demand-
ing that no money be spent on construction to insure
there would be enough money for busing. In one
neighborhood on the east side of Detroit, where par-
ents had gotten together and fought to get o school
built, funds were cut off and the new “school’” stands
asan empty shell. A much needed addition to North-
west High School was also curtailed. This is how bus-
ing is supposed to bring better education to the child-
ren of Detroit.

As for equality, the busing plan had nothing to do
with that either. The only equality the ruling class is
talking about is equal misery, grabbing the opportun-
ity to drive a/f of the children’s education into the
dirt.

Neither integration nor real equality will be given

to the working class through court orders. The work-
ing class fights for integration by opposing discrimin-
ation in housing, the realtors’ and banks’ policies of
“red-lining,’” demanding new schools be built in areas
accessible to children of different nationalities and
adjusting boundaries of school districts where such
adjustment corresponded to the interests and desires
of the families affected.

United Against the Plan

PRO Detroit and their class wanted desperately to
get this plan over and to make Detroit an example of
the working class taking their busing plan lying down.
The truth is there was a lot of struggle, both spontan-
eous and organized. Hundreds of parents came out to
schoolboard meetings to oppose the plan. At the
Franklin school in a multinational neighborhood,
Black, white and Latino parents fought like hell to
keep their kids from being ‘‘reorganized.’” At one
meeting when the schoolboard tried to put them
down and was whining about how the busing issue was

dividing the community, one mother shouted, “We‘re

not divided, we ‘re united against this busing plan.*

In Region One, which is the central city dis-
trict and mainly, but not entirely, Black, some of
the worst schools in the city are located. These
schools, according to the ruling class, are not being
reorganized or bused, but many schools are slated
to close and four already have, forcing the children to
walk long distances to school. For the most part these
schools are old and should be closed but only when
new and better ones are built in their place. When
the parents in Region One got wind of these attacks,

Picket line at the Maybury School, January 19.
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hundreds attended meetings demanding that their

schools be kept open. They circulated petitions de-
manding the same. Chrysler has its money down on
the property for at least two of the closing schools.

When Black students who would have gone to
Pershing, a predominantly Black high school on the
north side, were told'they were being “reassigned” to
Northern, in the central city, 100% Black and one of
the two worst schools in the city, hell broke loose.
Three hundred outraged parents turned out to a com-
munity meeting to protest. One angry narent said,
“The NAACP has a lot of nerve saying 1.1is is about
better education.”

Because of actions like these, when the final bus-
ing order came down it was forced to include some
concessions to the struggle of the masses.

"The Committee to Fight the Attacks on Our
Schoals (CFAS), an organization of working people
of all nationalities, played an important role in build-
ing the struggle of the workers against the busing plan.
The committee’s slogans—Stop the busing plan! Fight
attacks on our schools!—became the slogans of hun-
dreds of workers. The committee wrote a broadsheet
to take out broadly among the masses. It said, in part,

“The rich class tries to cover up that they
are the cause of inequality—and segregation.
They own the companies that drive Black people
into the lowest paying jobs. It's their banks and
insurance companies that “red-line’” whole neigh-
borhoods. |t's their real-estate companies that
live by block-busting and discrimination. They
own the housing and services of the inner city
that are in total decay.

“They try to play up the differences bet-
ween the schools. Everyone knows that the
inner-city schools are the worst of a bad lot.

But the fight of the people is to make a// the
schools better, not equally lousy. Yes, there
are differences in Detroit schools, but compare
any Detroit schools with one of the exclusive
private schools the rich send their kids to with
money they stole from our sweat.

“No, the deteriorating conditions in our
schools aren’t the fault of the people, Black or
white. The ruling class throws out some measly
crumbs and tells us ‘that’s all there is—fight over
it." But it is a war between us and them, and in
a war it is deadly to think of friends as enemies
and enemies as friends."’

10,000 copies were passed out at plants, shopping
centers and schools. Several thousand signatures were
collected on a petition demanding an end to the bus-
ing plan and calling on people to unite and fight to
stop it. Leaflets, petitions and bumper stickers were
taken door to door in some neighborhoods. Commit-
tee members were out at the schools when parents
dropped off and picked up the children, talking to
them about organizing to fight, sometimes sending
home leaflets with the children. The committee went
to schoolboard meetings, held several picket lines, and
all the time put the heat on the ruling class. Workers
came forward to join the committee because of its
fighting line and its call for a// workers to unite.

Organizing to Fight

Workers would pick up the CFAS flyer and say
“these are the people we need to get in touch with."’
The committee, along with people from the comrnunity,
held neighborhood meetings in several areas, some with
as many as 35-40 people. These meetings were “‘speak
bitterness' sessions and got down about how to fight
the plan, which unleashed the initiative of the partici-
pants. From there they went out all over their neigh-
borhoods to spread the word that we could fight the
busing plan. People went to the schools to which
their schools were paired, to pass out committee lit-
erature and talk to the parents about getting organized.
They came back with the same message, “They don’t
like it either, but how can we fight if?*

CFAS led a one day school boycott in southwest
Detroit, a mainly white and Latino working class
neighborhood, which was 95% effective. Sixty par-
ents came out in 5 degree weather to picket the school.;
The first committee newsletter carried news of the
struggle and was taken ouf*broadly to workers. This
newsletter carried up to date information about the
struggle to stop the busing plan and tried to answer
important questions arising in the course of struggle.
Although the busing plan has begun, the newsletter
continues to be a force among the masses in spread-
ing the committee’s line and the struggle. -Even heigh-
borhood kids went door to door, and put the news-
letter into their paper routes. Inall there were about
17,000 newsletters in three editions that have been
distributed.

In the southwest and on the east side hotlines were
set up, in addition to the main CFAS hotline, and they
rang off the hook with parents and other workers call-
ing to discuss how to stop the busing plan.

Where the committee’s line did get out, it was en-
thusiastically picked up by the masses. If it had been
able to get out even more broadly, the committee
would have been able to play a greater role in leading

Continued on page 14
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Cuba: The Evaporation of a Myth
From Anti-imperialist Revolution
To Pawn of Social-imperialism

Cuba’s role in the world today makes it increasingly
important to expose the class nature of its leaders and
the real character of Cuban society.

In words, Cuba is socialist. Its thousands of troops
fighting in Africa under Soviet leadership are said to be
there to advance the cause of proletarian internationa-

ism. But the American paid for mercenaries fighting

there also wave banners of freedom and “‘anti-imperia-
lism.” Obviously it is necessary to go beneath the
appearance of things to understand what's really going
on inthe world. To understand a country we have to
ask what class is in power there. And to understand a

country’s politics we have to ask what class these poli-
tics serve.

The revolution led by Fidel Castro in 1959 was a
tremendous step forward for Cuba, clearing away the
rule of the U.S. imperialists and the Cuban landlords,
dependent capitalists and all their parasites, pimps and
gangsters. Because of this, and because of the revolu-
tionary goals that Castro and those around him pro-
claimed, many people all over the world looked to
Cuba for inspiration and guidance in their struggles.

But the class outlook, political line and methods
that the leadership promoted have led to nothing but
setbacks and defeat everywhere in the world they've
been taken up. They have proved wrong and harmful
to the development of the revolutionary struggle.

In Cuba, too, the revolution has turned into its

opposite. Cuba today is as much a colony of the Soviet

Unian as it once was of the U.S., its economy domina-
“ted by sugar, and its working people wage-slaves labor-
ing to pay off an endless mortgage to the USSR. The
leaders of the anti-imperialist revolution of 1959 have
now themselves become a new dependent capitalist
class.

The question of Cuba is particularly sharp right now
for two reasons. Internationally, the Soviet Union,
which is itself an imperialist country trying to upset
the applecart of U.S. domination in order to grab up
the apples for itself, is making.increasing use of Cuba.
It uses Cuba as both a carrot and a stick. In Angola,
Cuban troops spearhead the Soviet drive to conquer
that country under the cover of opposing U.S. imper-
ialism (which is trying to do the same}, while the
Soviets point to Cuba as an example of how Soviet
“aid” has bought socialism for Cuba and offer the
same deal to Angola and other countries. This combi-
nation of “anti-imperialist” rubles and “‘anti-imperia-
list” tanks is key to the Soviet social-imperialists’
efforts to F‘eplace_ the U.S. as the world’s main imper-
ialist power, and for that Cuba is invaluable to the
Soviets.

Humble Words at Party Congress

Within Cuba, the first congress of the country’s revi-
sionist “Communist” Party in December, 1975, marked
the economic and political consolidation of Cuba into
the Soviet bloc and the formal emergence of capitalist
relations into the sunlight in Cuba, after years of being
hidden under “revolutionary’ rhetoric.

This congress ratified Cuba’s new “Economic Plan-
ning and Management System,” sanctifying “the pro-
fitability criterion’ as the country’s highest principle.
It also featured a long self-criticism by Castro for not
coming around to the Soviet’s way of thinking sooner,
a “self-criticism” in which he tries to justify Cuba’s
present situation and bows down so low before the
Mew Tsars that it serves as an outstanding indication
of Cuba’s present neo-colonial status.

““Had we been humbler, had we not had excessive
self-esteem,”” Castro explained, “we would have been
able to understand that revolutionary theory was not
sufficiently developed in our country and that we
actually lacked profound economists and scientists of
Marxism to make really significant contributions to the
theory and practice of building socialism. .."” (Castro’s
speeches and other congress documents can be found
in'Granma, the official Cuban publication.)

Humble words indeed from the Cuban leadership
who, not that many years ago, were portraying them-
selves as the lighthouse of revolution for the Third
World and elsewhere in contrast to what they consi-
dered the “conservatism’’ of the revisionists, and what
they standered as the "dogmatism™ of the genuine
Marxist-Leninists.

In the 1960s the Cuban leadership had actually be-
come humbler and humbler in serving as’a Soviet poli-
tical errand boy whenever it was necessary to pay the
rent—for instance, by attacking China and Mao Tse-
tung'in 1966, backing the Soviet invasion of Czecho-
slovakia in 1968 and so on. But at that time the
Cubans did try to maintain some distance between

themselves and the Soviets, if only to. maintain Cuba's
prestige and “ultra-revolutionary' image at a time when
the new Soviet capitalist ruling class was beginning to
smell worse and worse to a growing number of revolu-
tionary-minded people.

But now the Soviet strings which hold up the Cuban
regime have been pulled very tight, and the Cuban
leadership is to be more “humble’ than ever. Today,
Castro says, Cuba’s foreign policy is based “in the
first place, on staunch friendship with the Soviet Union,
the bastion of world progress.”

The use to which the Soviets have put the "‘staunch
friendship” of Cuba has changed over the years. Inan
earlier period the weaker Soviet imperialists’ relation-
ship with the U.S. imperialists tended more towards
surrender and collaboration. Now with their compe-
tition with the U.S. becoming sharper and more violent
every day, the Soviets’ use of so-called ‘‘detente” is
mainly as a cover for Soviet aggression and preparations
for war—while the U.S. imperialists use it for the same
purpose themselves. Times have changed. But it
seems anything the Soviet rulers want is fine with
Cuba.

Castro goes out of his way to make this point un-
mistakably clear by going back over the 1962 missile
crisis, when the USSR rashly set up long-range missiles
iin Cuba, and then, when challenged by the U.S. imper-
ialists, not only capitulated completely by taking the.
missles out, but also promised the U.S. it could inspect-
Cuba to make sure that they were gone—without ask-
ing the Cuban government. At that time, Castro cor-
rectly denounced the Soviets for it.

Now, Castro says, he was wrong for “‘not under-

-standing” that this cowardly use of Cuba as a bar-
gaining chip with the U.S. was “objectively’’ a “vic-
tory for the socialist camp.’”

But this is not the only crow Castro was forced to
eat at the congress. Not only should the Cuban leader-
ship have been “humbler’’ regarding Soviet foreign
policy, they also should have been “applying correctly
the main useful experiences in the sphere of economic
management”’ in the Soviet Union.

Laws of Capitalism Govern Cuban Economy

What experience does he mean? That “‘economic
laws’ (especially the law of value) “govern socialist
construction,” and that “‘money, prices, finances, bud-
gets, taxes, credit, interest and other commodity cate-
gories should function as indispensable instruments. . .
to decide on which investment is the most advanta-
geous; to decide which enterprises, which units, which
collective of workers performs best, and which performs
worst, and so be able to take relevant measures’’
(Speech at Party Congress).

This, Castro claims, is dictated by “reality,” but
it's not the reality of socialism. The working class
must take these laws and categories into account so
that it can'consciously restrict and limit their sphere
of operation and develop the conditions to do away
with them once and for all. But socialism can’t be
governed-by the economic laws of capitalism or else
there wouldn‘t be any difference between the two
systen'ws! Castro’s words here are taken lock, stock and
profit margin from recent Soviet economic textbooks—
summing up the experience of restoring capitalism in
the Soviet Union.

The “new economic system’” Castro goes on to des-
cribe is based on the same principles that do govern all
capitalist countries, especially in the form of state
capitalism: that prices be fixed according to the cost
of production; that the factories and industries which
produce the highest rate of return on their investment
should be the areas of most expansion; that the mana-
gers of these units should be paid according to their
sacial position and also the profitability of their enter-
prises; that workers be paid according to the profita-
bility of the enterprises they work for and lose their
jobs if production would be cheaper without them;
and furthermore, that workers be paid strictly accor-
ding to their productivity as measured by piecework
{which, Castro reported, now determines the wages
of 20% of Cuban workers)br by whether or not they
meet the production quot_g set for their jobs—in other
words, whether they make rate (this is already in
force for 48% of Cuba’s workers).

Thisiis truly capitalism in its full glory. Nowhere
is this more ugly than when Castro says that he’s sorry
that there’s such a terrible housing shortage in Cuba,
but “the revolution hasn’t been able to do much’*
about it—while later revealing that the government is
building 14 new tourist hotels and expanding others.
Clearly, the consideration isn‘t what people need, but

. what’s most profitable. Of course, Castro doesn’t call

this capitalism, any more than do the present capitalist
rulers of the USSR. All the revisionists claim that this
kind of thing is just a little more ‘“realistic”* version of

socialism.

Cuba’s $5 Billion Mortgage

The irony of it is that for many years the Cuban
leadership argued that Soviet aid and sugar purchases
were allowing them to buy everything they needed to
“build socialism and communism simultaneously in
Cuba.” Now, with the island $5 billion in hock to the
USSR and more dependent on it econamically than
ever, it's pretty clear that what really happened was
exactly the opposite—the USSR was able to buy itself
a neo-colony. This development also makes it clearer
than ever that the Cuban leadership’s strategy had
nothing to do with the working class’ strategy for
building socialism—that in fact Cuba was never a socia-
list country. It raises the question of what kind of
revolution Cuba did have and why it was turned into
its opposite, so that, far from being socialist, Cuba
today has not even won its independence and national
liberation.

Petty Bourgeoisie
Comes to Power

This isnt the first time that an imperialist power
has taken advantage of the Cuban people’s struggle for
national liberation in order to take over the country
for itself. The Soviet rulers’ present tricks are.nothing
new in the world—although painted red, they are fun-
damentally no different from what the U.S. imperialists
have been doing for years.

In 1898, when the Cuban people were on the verge
of winning their independence from Spain after many
years of fighting, the U.S. stepped in under the pretext
of helping Cuba against Spanish colonialism and there-
by seized the island as a neo-colony for the U.S. With
monopoly capitalism only recently established in the
U.S., this was the U.S.’s first imperialist war to open
up new areas for the export of American capital and
sources of raw materials.

The flood of U.S. investment to Cuba re-enforced
the colonial and semi-feudal nature of Cuban society
that centuries of Spanish colonialism had created in
Cuba. The U.S. imperialists propped up the rule of the
landowners in Cuba and created a handful of capitalists
dependent on U.S. capital, thus transforming Cuba
from a colony of Spain to a neo-colony of the U.S.,
stifling all possibilities of progress. At the time of the
1959 revolution the system of the ownership of land
in Cuba had remained almost unchanged since the days
of the Spanish empire, and the country’s one-crop eco-
nomy had long been stagnant.

This system laid the most crushing burden on the
urban and rural working class and the landless and
small peasants. At the same time, it also held back the
fortunes of all but the richest landowners—the small
and very weak national bourgeoisie (confined to manu-
facturing the few things not made by U.S. subsidiaries
or imported), and the relatively large urban petty bour-
geoisie.

Throughout most of these years, Cuba’s workers
played a leading role in the country’s fight for indepen-
dence and national liberation, as well as fighting bitterly
for their own immediate interests. This reached a high |
point in the 1930s, when under the leadership of the
then existing Communist Party the working class and
its allies unleashed a huge wave of strikes and demon-
strations, including armed uprisings and the establish-
ment of soviets (revolutionary workers’ councils) in
the sugar mills.

The existing U.S. puppet government was over-
thrown, but it was soon replaced by an army coup led
by Fulgencio Batista. Although the struggle was very
intense for the next several years, the working class was
not able to consolidate its advances and eventually was
driven back. As some of its previous errors came to
the fore, the Communist Party became more and more
revisionist. In the 1940s its leadership accepted a part-
nership in the Batista government, then, when Batista
dropped them, crawled into the woodwork, where
they remained until the eve of the 1959 revolution.
This contributed areatly to the weakening of the wor-
kers’ movement as a conscious and organized force,

Continued on page 4
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although the workers never stopped fighting their
conditions:

Volatile Petty Bourgeoisie

By the 1950s the petty bourgeoisie had become the
most volatile class in Cuba, and the best organized to .
fight for its interests. Castro’s July 26th Movement
arose from the urban petty bourgeoisie, 25% of Cuba’s
population—the tens of thousands of businessmen
with no business, salesmen with no sales, teachers with
no one to teach, lawyers and doctors with few patients

- and clients, architects and engineers for whom there
was little work, and so on. In its 1956 “Program—
Manifesto,’ it defined itself as “quided by the ideals
of democracy, nationalism and social justice, . . . [of]
Jeffersonian democracy,” and declared, “‘democracy
cannot be the government of a race, class or religion,
it must be a government of all the people.”

This certainly expressed the outlook of the petty
bourgeoisie, with its hatred for the big bourgeoisie that
held it down, its repugnance for the revolution of the
working class, and its dreams of a “"democracy”’ above
classes. Its practical program aimed at restricting the
U.S. and the landlords by ending the quota system
under which the U.S. controlled Cuban sugar cane pro-
duetion, restricting the domination of the biggest land-
lords over the medium-sized growers, distributing un-
used and'stolen farmland to the small peasants, and a
profit-sharing scheme for urban workers to expand the
market for domestic manufactures and new investment.

With this program, Castro and a small group took
up arms against the Batista government in the Sierra-
Maestra mountains, while other-young intellectuals and
professionals organized resistance in the cities. This
war won support from nearly every other class except
the tiny handful of people directly tied to the land-
lords and the U.S. Many workers supported it and
joined in. In the fighting itself, the most decisive
force was the rural petty bourgeoisie, especially the
small peasants for whom armed struggle was the only
way to defend their land from the landlords and the
army. Made up largely of peasants itself, Batista's aiiny
soon began to fall apart.

The Batista government disintegrated after two
years of fighting involving only a few hundred armed
rebels. In the last months, even the U.S. government
dropped some of its support for the Batista govern-
ment, believing that it was more likely that the
July 26th Movement would agree to come to terms
than that the Batista government could survive.

Just after seizing power in 1959, Castro went to
the U.S. on a ““good will tour,” declaring in New York,
“} have clearly and definitely stated that we are not
communists. . . The gates are open for private invest-
ment that contributes to the development of Cuba.”
He even called for a massive U.S. foreign aid program
for Latin America, “in order to avoid the danger of
communism.” But these words weren’t enough to
reassure the U.S. ruling class.

Despite Castro’s proclaimed desire to get along with
the U.S. government and the U.S. imperialists’ desire
to get Castro to support their interests, nothing could
change in Cuba without seizing the sugar estates and
mills and ending the monopoly American business held
there. These were the pillars of the economic and poli-
tical system that had given rise to the rebellion. To
challenge them meant challenging the whole colonial
system and its master, but to retreat in the face of
them was not possible without abandoning everything.

When Castro proclaimed the first agrarian reform
law which limited the size of the biggest estates (many
of them owned by U.S. sugar companies), all hell broke
loose. The U.S. began applying economic and politi-
cal pressure to topple the rebel army—which in effect
now was the government—and in turn the Cubans be-
gan to take over the property of those forces whose
interests were opposed to the island’s independence.
By 1961, the government found itself in possession of
key sections of the economy, while the U.S. had im-
posed an economic blockade. In April, the U.S.
launched the futile Bay of Pigs invasion.

Fidel Castro: Secret ““Marxist-Leninist’

Early in that year the USSR had sent its first trade
delegation to Cuba, and Khruschev had offered to pro-
tect Cuba with Soviet missiles. On May 1, Castro an-
nounced that henceforth Cuba would be a socialist
country. Later that year he declared that he was and
always had been a Marxist-Leninist, explaining, “Natu-
rally if we had stood on the top of Pico Turquino (in
the Sierras) when we were a handful of men, and said
we were Marxist- Lenmnsts we might never have gotten
down to the plain.”

The U.S. imperialists used this deuelopment to say
that the revolution’s leadership had hidden its real in-
tentions all along and came to power under false pre-

tenses—in other words, to find some excuse other than
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Cuban pnsaners freed from Batista’s ;an's on Jan. 1, 1959 as troops of rhe Jufy 26 th Movement marched into Havana.
The masses of Cuban people enthusiastically hailed the revolution that swept the U.S. imperialists and their agents
from the island and wanted to tear down the old social order. [nstead, the Cuban leadership has ended up
maintaining the old class relationships, in a new form, while proclaiming that socialism is being built.

naked self-interest for why they had opposed the
Cuban revolution the minute it had touched their pro-
perty. And they also used Castro’s sudden announce-
ment to slander communism, by saying that this was
how communists operate, by sneaking their system in
through the back door without bothering to tell the
masses what’s going on, and that communists don‘t
really rety on the masses but operate as “‘masters of
deceit.”

The great majority of Cuban workers and peasants
were strong supporters of the revolution, and very
much in favor of the measures it had taken, such as
taking over the estates and mills and guaranteeing
small peasants the right to their land (and in many
cases giving them more), reducing rent, electricity and
other prices, putting thousands of unemployed workers
to work constructing hospitals, roads, schools, etc.,
launching a tremendous literacy campaign, and other
steps which removed some of the weight from the
masses’ backs and atlowed their enthusiasm for change
to show itself in action. And many were enthusiastic
about the idea of going on to socialism.

But socialism is not just an idea, nor a matter of
words, nor just a government take-over. It'sa social
revolution, a revolution in the relations of classes so
that the working class is not just the owner of things
in theory, but also in practice the actual master of
production and society, through the leadership of its
own Marxist-Leninist party, and its political rule—the
dictatorship of the proletariat. On this basis the work-
ing class can lead repeated and successful struggles a-
gainst the bourgeoisie and in the process it is able to
transform material conditions and itself, so as to gradu-
ally do away with classes altogether.

This is not the road that Castro and those around
him took despite all their rhetoric to the contrary.
They had rebelled against the neo-colonial, semi-feudal
conditions of old Cuba, but their petty-bourgeois posi-
tion and outlook which had given rise to the longing
for a quick and radical change in their status also gave
rise to the ambition to retain—and strengthen—their

. Castro embraces Khruschev at the UN in 1960. The So-
viets continued to tighten their grip ever since.

privileged position above the masses of workers and
peasants. This only capitalism could give them. This
same class outlook also caused them to hate and fear
the difficult class struggle and long years of hard work
that proletarian rule and the real transformation of
Cuba would mean. While the petty-bourgeois intel-
ligentsia did hate the ugly features of capitalism, espe-
cially as it had oppressed them, they didn’t want to
change society's division of labor, which had placed
them above the masses, free to develop their careers
instead of laboring as wage slaves.

In the early years following the revolution, their
class position and outlook was manifested in an idealist
political line. This line reflected the desire of the petty
bourgeois revolutionary intellectuals to see a world
without oppression. But it also reflected their con-
tempt and fear for the only force in society that can
lead the process of transforming the world, the work-
ing class.

This so-called “Cuban line’’ reflected the impetuo-
sity of the petty bourgeoisie in wanting their “ideal
society'’ right away and without class struggle, espe-
cially without the dictatorship of the proletariat. The
Cuban leaders talked as if communism was right around
the corner and as if the classes were eliminated simply
by expropriation of individually owned property.

In fact the essense of utopian socialism, an early
form that the idealist world outlook took among the
Cuban leaders, is that the building of socialism depends
on “enlightened’ rulers with the interests of the masses
at heart. The Cuban leaders, who viewed themselves as
among the most enlightened ‘‘saviors’* of the masses of
all time, believed they could impose their wishes on
society. In fact this whole line had great appeal for
many revolutionary minded people from the petty-
bourgeoisie in this country and around the world who
wanted to see a better society but shared the Cuban
leadership’s view of the working class.

The same “left’’ political line stemming from the
idealism of the petty-bourgeoisie was manifested in
the activities of the Cuban leadership in international
affairs. They developed the so-called “foco theory” in
which small bands of armed men begin waging guerilla
struggle in the countryside, and rise up and more or
less spontaneously overthrow the old regime, putting
the “heroic guerilla’ in power.

This is against the experience of every successful
communist revolution, which is based on the conscious
and organized struggle of the masses. In China, for

" example, this meant people’s war: mobilizing the

peasantry, under the leadership of the working class,
establishing base areas in the countryside, and waging
a protracted war. When Che Guevara tried to put this
foco theory’” into practice in Bolivia, he was killed,
the whole operation a complete fiasco.

People, Not Things, Are Decisive

Underneath the petty-bourgeois “left’* political
line and coming more and more to the surface was un-
disguised revisionism. Instead of mobilizing and rely-
ing.on the working class to change the actual class rela-
tionships that existed in Cuba, to eliminate the warped
economy. that imperialist plunder had created in Cuba,
and on this basis to develop the productive forces, the
Cuban leaders looked for something that could substi-
tute for the masses and class struggle. Despite the
rhetoric of building the “new man,” they more and
more based themselves on the line common to all revi:
sionists, that things, not people, are decisive; that in
order for their version of “socialism’ to triumph in

Cuba, productive capacity had to be obtained from
Continued on page 5
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abroad. Their class outlook insured they could never
understand that revolutionizing the relations of pro-
duction is the key to developing the productive forces.
Still less could they understand that in Marx's words,
the “greatest productive power is the revolutionary
class itself.” In place of the conscious struggle of the
masses the Cuban leaders sought to purchase socialism
by mortgaging the economy to the Soviet Union.

Lenin said, “Clearly, in order to abolish classes com-
pletely, it is not enough to overthrow the exploiters,
the landlords and capitalists, not enough to abolish
their rights of ownership; it is necessary also to abolish
all private ownership of the means of production, it is
necessary to abolish the distinction between town and
country, as well as the distinction between manual
workers and brain workers. This requires a very long
period of time.""(A Great Beginning)

This is the line of the working class in building so-
cialism and carrying on the revolution for communism.
In Cuba it certainly would have meant mobilizing the
workers to break down the divisions of labor inherited
from the old semi-colonial society. This would espe-
cially mean changing the organization of the island,
which served the almost single purpose of producing
sugar for the imperialist world market. But the Cuban
leaders, because of their petty bourgeois position and
outlook, rejected this path.

Castro said that the main problem facing the revo-
lution was how “to produce the abundance necessary
for communism’*—meaning, to him; trading sugar for
the means of production and machinery that he felt
the working class could never produce by relying on
its own efforts. And to do this the Cuban leaders’ plan
amounted to putting the substance of the old relations
of production, in somewhat altered form, soclety’s old
division of labor and its sugar plantations, to work at
top speed to produce the goods to sell to get this wealth.
Now the buyer and “provider” was no longer to be the
U.S., but the Soviet Union. '

Once this line was adopted, the enthusiasm of the
masses for changing the old society was increasingly
perverted so that the role of the working class, rather
than revolutionizing society, was reduced to working
hard to produce the necessary cash. Thus the basic
capitalist relation of production was preserved and
strengthened—the subardination of the working class
to production for profit. Rather than a new socialist
society, and still less communism, this was, in essence,
the same old society with new masters. The workers’
role was to work hard. The Cuban leaders more and
more became bureaucratic state capitalists dependent .
‘on a foreign imperialist power.

Even the revelutionary fervor and desire of the Cu-
ban: people to support anti-imperialist struggles, exem-
plified by their support for the people of Vietnam,
was twisted to support Soviet adventures abroad against
their U.S. rivals, as in Bangladesh and currently in
Angola.

Onee the basic political road was taken of purcha-
sing “socialism’’ instead of relying on and mobilizing
the class struggle of the working class and masses which
alone could revolutionize society, the basic economic
policy of the Cuban revisionists followed as surely as
night follows day. The cash that Castro sought could
only be obtained by preserving and strengthening the
very lopsided and semi-colonial economy that had led
to the Cuban revolution in the first place. The produc-
tion of sugar for sale to the Soviet Union became the
basis of economic policy, which all the get-rich-quick
schemes, “'socialist’” proclamations and gimmicks de-
pended on and served. And this economic dependency,
in turn, became the basis for the further development
of the political line of the Cuban leadership.

Sugar Coated Road
To Neo onialism
To Neo-Col i

Sugar had been a curse on Cuba. The U.S. had used
its control of the sugar market to control Cuba, The
American and Cuban sugar lords had tried to keep the
people from growing food on the unused land in order
to keep them impoverished and witHout property, with
no choice but to work in the sugar. The sugar lords
tied the whole island to producing sugar for export,
while this fertile tropical country ended up importing
much of its food. This was the most profitable ar-
rangement for the landowners and imperialists. Be-
cause food was so expensive, the majority of Cuban
workers and peasants ate only rice, beans and'roots.

In the first few vears of the revolution, as the land
and, above all, those who worked it, began to break
free of this system, crops were diversified, with sugar
production continuing where it had been planted in the
past, while other land was used for other crops. These
were the years of greatest improvement in the living

standards of the masses, as working people and materi-
al resources that had been kept idle were freed up. The
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Cuba was chained to sugar production under Spanish
colonialism , served as a sugar plantation for US imperial-
ism, and today sugar remains the main pillar of the neo-
colonial economy under Saviet domfp_gtion.

development of some industry was initiated and the
construction of schools, hospitals and other projects
were begun. ' :

In the early 60s the U.S. closed off Cuba’s former
sugar market, so the purchases by the USSR and China
helped Cuba out of a jam. In early 1963, as the eco-
nomy's advance began to falter and shortages appeared,
Castro went to the Soviet Union for talks with Khrus-
chev and other Soviet leaders. When he came back, he
had a new plan. /nstead of diversifying agriculture,
Cuba would produce more sugar.

By then Cuba had borrowed quite a bit from other
countries. The USSR offered to substantially increase
its loans to Cuba and buy up to five million tons a year
of Cuban sugar—more than the country was then pro-
ducing—at higher than the world market price at that
time, so that Cuba could buy goods from the Soviets.
The “aid’* was the bait, and sugar the hook—and the
Cuban leaders swallowed it.

Behind Soviet '{Ai’d"

For the rulers of the Soviet Union this was good bus-
iness. Having overthrown the rule of the working class
in the USSR, these new capitalists were increasingly dri-
ven by the laws of imperialism: the need to monopolize
sources of raw materials, export capital for the purpose
of extracting superprofits and to contend with imperial-
ist rivals for world domination. They saw that in tying
Cuba into their imperialist orbit they would be able to
extract great wealth out of Cuba over the years and use
Cuba as a political tool in their contention with their
U.S. rivals.

Like any good dope pusher, the Soviets gave the
fi__rst samples at a low price. The first couple of years

Zﬂough the efforts b the U.S. fmperfa!ts to reassert their control over Cuba met with fgnominious defeat at the
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of “aid"’ were [oar\uad interest-free, later they began char-
ging 2.5% interest. Their actual rate of profit was much
higher than this. In the original agreement, 80% of the
USSR's credit and money had to be used for purchas-
ing-Soviet products at highly inflated prices. (As in
the case of interest rates, once the dependency of Cuba
had been established, the Soviets upped the ante, requi-
ring all credit to be used on Soviet products.) Accord-
ing to an author with access to Cuban statistics, the
USSR was charging Cuba 11% to 53% more for machin-
ery than the price of comparable machines in the West.
And makingithis robbery even more outrageous,
although at first the Soviets paid Cuba more for its sugar
than the world market price at the time (you guessed
it, they stopped this practice too), they turned around
and resold much of this sugar at an even higher price
to Eastern Europe. ;

This is standard Soviet practice throughout the world.

- ““It s through unequal trade that the Soviet Union real-

izes the surplus value generated by the export of capital. .
In essepce, it is little more than a book keeping arrange-
ment as to whether the profit comies back to the USSR
in the form of interest or in the form of super-profits
from sales when the sales are tied by trade agreement to
the export of capital.”” (From Red Papers 7: How Capi-
talism Has Been Restored in the Soviet Union And What
This Means for the World Struggle, emphasis in the or-
iginal)

But the Soviet Union has much bigger ambitions than
mere domination of Cuba. Like all imperialist powers
their appetite continually grows and they seek world
domination. *For the Soviets Cuba represented tremen-
dous political ““capital” with which to penetrate other
countries in Latin America and throughout the world, by
hiding behind Cuba’s “revolutionary’” image. Because
of the tremendous importance of gaining a foothold in
Latin America and in hopes of making even greater pol-
itical (and eventually military) use of Cuba in their strug-
gle with the U.S. for world hegemony, the Soviets were
willing to give Cuba a better “‘deal’’ than other coun-
tries under their grip.

Self Sufficiency Not “Convenient”

The reasoning of the Cuban®leadership for mortga-
ging their country to the Soviets went like this: Cuba
had extensive sugar fields and mills, and unused land
besides. It had relatively few factories, low grade iron
ore and little facilities for making steel. Sugar was

~very profitable to grow and sell on the international

market, whereas diversifying agriculture and building
industry would be slow and expensive.

As Castro explained in a speech, “To become self-
sufficient in rice...we would have to use 330,000 more
acres of irrigated land and invest in them our scarce
water supply...Undoubtably, it wouldn’t be convenient
for our country to stop producing one and one half
million tons of sugar, which is what we could produce
on 330,000 acres of irrigated land planted to sugar cane,
and which would increase our purchasing power abroad
by mare than $150 million, in order to produce on this
land, with the same effort, rice valued as $25 million."

Why not take land out of rice production and plant
cane, and use the money to buy rice with a good bit
left over? This is the course the government followed
with a vengeance. In 1964 Cuba decided to up its pro-
duction of sugar cane from 3.9'million tons to 10
million tons a year by 1970.

All this made perfect economic sense—very "'con-
venient”—according to capitalist economics.

Objectively, this was a decision to develop Cuba ex-
actly as the U.S. imperialists had developed it—in a lop-

Continued on page 17

‘of Pigs it j j ] President
Bay of Pigs in 1961, they have not given up their hopes of someday. recapturing Cuba far _themse!ves. He{e i
Ke.}r’medyfcaepts the banner of the U.S. backed and organized invasion force at the Miami Orange Bowl/ in 1962. He
promised “'to return the banner to the brigade in a free Havana.”
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Important
Workers
Organization
Formed In
NY-NJ Area

On January 20, 200 workers met in a day long con-
ference which formed, amid stormy applause, the New
York-Northern New Jersey United Workers Organiza-
tion. The organizing committee for the conference
was made up of workers organizations which have
grown up in several different industries in the area, like
QOutlaw in the post office, On the Line in auto, and
Temperature’s Rising in hospital. These groups, to-
gether with individual workers, joined together to form
the new United Workers Organization, which will strive
to take up all the major questions facing the proletariat
and masses, while continuing to have sections in var-
ious industries to carry on the struggle there as part of
the overall struggle of the class.

The conference was a working conference with a lot
of time spent in workshops discussing key battles a-
round which the masses of workers can be. mobilized.
The UWO is planninag aggressive campaigns, which will
help,make it a real social force in the ciass and among
the masses. There were four workshops—on the fight
for jobs, the 1976 contract fights; the New York City
crisis, and the capitalists® productivity offensive. The
new organization also enthusiastically endorsed and
pledged to build for the July 4 Bicentennial demonstra-
tion in Philadelphia.

Although just formed, the United Workers Organiza-
tion is in action already, planning work around layoffs
in North Jersey. Three big plants there are slated to
close in the near future, runaways, and large scale lay-
offs are in the works at two others. Metal, electrical and
auto workers are all affected, and UWO plans to base
the struggle in these industries and help spread it
throughout the class.

Individual sections are also moving ahead, like the
garment committee which is organizing against the re-
cent | LGWU sellout and in preparation for large con-
tracts this spring. The office workers committee is
building support for the strike against a giant produc-
tivity drive at Group Health Insurance, and a number
of GHI workers have joined UWO. The new united
organization has also already been able to move on for-
ming new committees where there had not previously
been industry wide organization, like electrical.

The United Workers Organization is the second such
organization to be built. The first, the May First Work-
ers Organization (MTWO) in the San Francisco Bay
Area is also advancing. It has been holding reqular
meetings, spreading experience and taking up key ques-
tions facing the class like “Buy American,” and attacks
on childcare. Just this month, M1WO mobilized boldly
in Bay Area plants to build a powerful demonstration
around indicting the cops who murdered Tyrone Guy-
ton in Oakland. (see page 11)

Both the United Workers Organization and the May
First Workers Organization are young organizations,
which have been built based in the rising workers move-
ment of the 1970s and are tools for making that move-
ment a revolutionary workers mavement, which wages
every battle as a struggle of our class against the enemy
class. Their formation is a powerful step forward along
the path charted in the Programme of the RCP: “The
proletariat and its Party must set its sights high and aim
to build these organizations in every part of the country
as a tremendous force for the class struggle.” @
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‘Editorials

The Stronger the Role
Of Women - The Stronger

Will Be Our

One of the working class’ most important holidays
is March 8, International Women's Day, which has
been celebrated in countries throughout the world
ever since 1910. Born in the struggle of working class
women against exploitation, this holiday hails the part
women have played and are playing in the struggle to
change the world and points the finger of blame at
the wealthy parasites under whose rule the.overwhelm-
ing majority of women suffer great oppression. In
doing so it shows how this oppression can be ended
only with the end of capitalist rule and the construc-
tion of socialism and communism. In short, in the
struggle for this bright future—the stronger the role
of women,.the stronger will be our movement.

Women have played an increasingly strong role in
every movement against oppression and most impor-
tantly in the growing workers movement. As women,
like the-great majority of people, resist the increasing
assaults of the crisis-ridden rich, they are more and
more breaking through the obstacles the capitalists
have maintained to the participation of women in the
struggle against them. These obstacles are found both
in the actual conditions that exist for women in cap-
italist society and in the ideological poison the cap-
italists spew out to perpetuate these conditions and
to prevent the unity of the masses by promoting
divisions between men and women.

As the Programme of the Revolutionary Commun-
ist Party says, “Women are victims of discrimina-
tion and inequality in almost every aspect of society—
emplaoyment, education, and in legal, financial and
other spheres. And, central to their oppression, women
are bound to the household and its drudgery by tradi-
tion and the organization of society itself.”

At the same time, 47% of American women of
working age, most still carrying the responsibility of
raising a family, are in the workforce. This is ten
percent more than in World War 2, when “’Rosie the
Riveter'’ took over for the men in the armed forces,
and it has created conditions for greater unity and
power within the ranks of the proletariat. At the
same time becoming a wage slave represents great
suffering for these women. As real wages fall, it has
become more and more impossible to keep a family
going on one income. More and more women have
been forced to take jobs themselves to supplement
their husbands’ wage. There is even more compulsion
on the millions of women raising families without
husbands, whose only alternative is the enforced pov-
erty and semi-starvation of welfare,

Attacks on the Family

The monopoly capitalist system has so weakened
the family that the divorce rate is about 30%. The
ruling class has always tried to mold marriage in its
own image—a business deal between a superior “‘bread-
winner'’ and a subordinant “housekeeper'’ rather than
alvoluntary union based on love, equality and mutual
respect. And precisely because working class families

/Sunscumrun Rares

1).S.—six months, $2; one year, $4; one year by first class, $11.
Canada—one year, $6.50; by air mail, $11.

Other Countries—one year, $7; by air mail, $18.

Bookstore rates available

Enclosed 1s 5—— fora ———subscriphion

Begin with ———— (month) issue

Surface—— . Airmail———

— | would hike to be part of am anthly sustaingr pproyram
for REVOLUTION. | will contribute — 85, - 810,

__ S15amonth (or moare — | for ongyear, This inciudes
a pne-year subscription

closud S~ asa contribution 1o the nevwspaper

| eannal make a monthly contribution but have ens

* Name
Address - J

City

Please make out checks or money orders to Revolution.
Send to RCP, USA, P.O, Box 3486, Merchandise Mart,
Chicago, IL 60654,

Subscribe

State. Zif e

Movement

are potential unions of strength and mutual support
in the struggle against them, the capitalists are happy
to take advantage of the mess they’ve created in soci-'

° ety to see husband and wife turn the blame for in-

creased hardships on each other instead of on the
capitalists. So today, the owning class is even more
frenzied'in promoting their own decalence as a “sol-
ution'’ to the point where every other song on the
radio is devoted to the pleasures of “cheating.”

Forced to seek work by economic necessity, wo-
men are then forced into low paying and generally
non-union jobs, either in labor intensive light manu-
facturing shops or marginal service, sales and office
jobs. Women have an unemployment rate even higher
than the national average and because of this various
politicians and bourgeois experts are blaming them
for high unemployment. Although the capitalists
have forced them into the job market and although
individual bosses are only too happy to pay meager
wages to them, they now want a lot of the women
to disappear for a while.

Contributions of the Class Struggle

But all of these attacks have met with firm defiance
from the masses of women. Throughout the history
of the American working class, women have taken
part in the battles of the class and often meant the
difference between an advance and a setback. A fav-
orite ploy of the bosses has always been to play on
the isolation and responsibilities of housewives, which
they themselves have maintained, to make the women
a'conservative force. In strikes, they often try to use
economic hardship to mold wives as the core of a
“back-to-work’* movement. But wives have refused
to take this role. Women have organized to fight—
from the Women’s Emergency Brigades at the Flint
Sitdown Strike of 1937 to those today, like the
wives of steelworkers striking the McNeil Company
in Akron, Ohio, who answered a company ‘‘send your
husband back to work" letter with an angry picket
line just a couple months ago.

The ruling class devotes even more effort to its
attacks on women in the workplace, who are con-
stantly told they're just in.it for “pin money’ and
don't deserve decent pay or conditions.. With unem-
ployment high and workers forced to compete with
one another just to get a job, the low pay and lack
of unionization faced by women is used to force down
the wages and conditions of all workers. The capital-
ists push the same *‘pin'‘money’’ lies among male
workers too in order to keep resentment and divisions
among the workers stirred up.

But just like men workers, women have no real
choice but to resist the constant and growing attacks
of the bourgeoisie.

Nowhere in recent years has the potential of wo-
men’s contributions to the class struggle been clearer
than the nearly two year long strike for union re-
cognition at Farah. Women stood up boldly in spite’
of centuries of tradition that said they could not,
shaking off backwards ideas as they organized them-
selves and brought forward leaders from their ranks.
They came to see they were fighting not just for
themselves but in the interests of the whole working
class and this gave them the strength to persist until
victory. This same spirit and determination are being
shown not only in organizing in areas considered
“women'’s work''—from Office Workers United'in
New York to the Electronic Workers Organizing Com-
mittee in the Bay Area—but also in taking part and
often leading struggles in workplaces where women are
not a majority. This kind of struggle is an inspiration
for the whole working class.
~ Even though its time-honored bonds on women
are unravelling in the course of struggle, the capitalist
class will not—and cannot—give up its oppression and
super-exploitation of women. Instead it has been try-
ing to.dress up its attacks on women and its efforts
to split and weaken the class in new clothes. In doing

._ Contir:u_ed to page 7
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Women

Continued from page 6
s0, it has tried to turn to its own advantage the big
advances women have made in the last ten years and
their determined fight for equal rights and opportun-
ities. The capitalists are trying in a big way to split
this struggle from the movement of the working class.

Powerful sections of capitalists continue year after
year to push the so-called “Equal Rights Amendment*’
as part of and as a general umbrella for their ruling
class “equality’* schemes. Their version of equality is
currently on dispiay at Zenith in Chicago where the
bosses have a new technique to carry out layoffs—
women workers are bumped into heavy jobs formerly
done by men and then laid off without callback rights
when they are unakie to do the job. Zenith is out to
“liberate’ women alright—from their jobs!

Such attacks in the name of “equal rights* can be

resisted, even when they are given a “progressive’’
cover by feminists and some self-proclaimed “‘com-

munists,” like the ones behind a lawsuit against GM
and the UAW in Fremont; California. They sued

for a plan of “affirmative firing,” in effect demand-
ing that men with more seniority be laid off before
newly hired women—in other words, that the men be
punished!for the company’s discriminatory hiring. A
crossfire was set up when various company and union
officials took the “‘opposite’’ position, promoting the
idea that the women shou/d be laid off because they
didn’t really need the jobs! However, genuine com-
munists in the plant and advanced workers, men and
women alike, persisted in building a broad fight
against a// layoffs and forced overtime. Asia result

of this struggle, when GM recently stepped up pro-
duction, the company had to call back laid off work-
ers instead of putting on still more overtime and
speedup.

Building Working Class Unity and Power

To women and men alike, life presents this lesson
again and again: the rich and powerful seek in every
way to pit women against the struggle of the working
class—as a force for keeping the status quo, as a source
of high profits through low paid labor, as a means to
promote divisions among the workers—but in every
way the contributions of women are a key and
necessary source of strength for the proletariat in its
struggle against capital. Thus the task of communists
and all class conscious workers is to build the links
bringing the strength of women to the revolutionary
workers movement. To do this successfully it is
necessary to expose the source of women’s oppression,
monopoly capitalism, to be the same as the source of
the misery of all the masses, and especially the work-
ing class, in' whose ranks stand the great majority of
women with more and more of them direct wage
slaves to the capitalists. .

Waging struggle on this basis not only builds unity,
but also shows how revolution alone can finally sweep
away women’s oppression. “Only with the seizure of
power by the working class and the building of social
ism will the basis exist to deal with most ‘household’
work through large-scale socialized labor, to free wo-
men to play a full and equal role in production and
political life, to break down the ‘division of labor’
that keeps women in an inferior position in capitalist
society and to fully develop relations between men
and women based on mutual respect and equality.”
(Party Programme)

In reeent years, celebrations of International
Women'‘s Day in this country have been large and
lively events with an increasingly proletarian character.
Recognizing, as Joseph Stalin said, that “there has not
been in the history of mankind a single great move-
ment of the oppressed in which women toilers have
not participated,” the RCP, USA, together with other
organizations of the working class and masses is or-
ganizing celebrations this year in cities across the
country. We urge workers and all revolutionary mind-
ed people to build and attend celebrations in your
local area. The stronger the role of women, the strong-
er will be our movement! B

Revolution

Revalution is the organ of the Central Committee

of the Revolutionary Communist Party of the USA
{RCP, USA). It is published on the 15th of every
month. All correspondence to the Party shoula be
sent to RCP, USA, P.O. Box 3486, Merchandise
Mart, Chicago, |L 60654.

REVOLUTION

Life’s too shory 1o
in th

o Dol

Los Angeles demonstration against the. California Industrial Welfare C&mmissfo'n in 1974. The IWC used the lie thatl
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it was making women “‘equal” to eliminate protective laws that workers had previously won. Workers are organizing

to fight to regain these advances.

“EqualRights” Used as Cover

Cal.WomenRobbed
OfOvertimePayLaw

' This has been a big year for talk in the ruling class
about “women’s rights.” While the bourgeoisie has
paraded Betty Ford, women bank presidents, poli-
ticians, newspaper editors and the Equal Rights Am-
endmen_t as examples of great progress toward equal-
ity for women, they have continued to use the guise
of “equality’’ to eliminate protective laws.

Just recently the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that
Homemakers, Inc., which employs both men and
women as domestic workers and practical nurses,
didn‘t have to pay $18,000 in back overtime pay to
its women employees, striking down a section of the
California Labor Code requiring overtime pay after
eight hours a day or forty hours a week. Two million
women workers in California now are left with no
legal right to overtime pay.

A large section of California’s workforce is unor-
ganized women. Every year the big electronic cor-
porations, giant agribusiness firms and other indus-
tries bleed billions of dollars from women who often
work ten hour days for two or three dollars an hour
with hardly any benefits. Now in the midst of a pro-
fit crisis, these bloodsuckers want even more by elim-
inating the protective laws.

1974 Attack on Protective Laws

One of the first battles the working class waged
when it first emerged as a class was the fight to limit
the hours of work for women and all workers. Cal-
ifornia used to have over sixty laws protecting hours
and working conditions of women workers. But in
1974 the state Industrial Welfare Commission was
mandated to review all the protective laws, in light of
all new legislation. Workers appeared in the hundreds
to the IWC public hearings to let them know they
were in for a fight if they tried to eliminate the laws.
Corporate lawyers came to the hearings to whine that
their companies couldn’t make profits without man-,
datory overtime and child labor.

The IWC was originally set up with a flourish of
fine words about protecting women workers. But,
like every other arm of thir state, it was also set up
to do its best to serve the capitalists’ interests in the
conditions of the time. Most of its members are capi-
talists, some big employer of women. They decided
that the protective laws were discriminating against
men and wiped out all but three of them.

On June 1, 1974, when the new laws went into
effect, people demonstrated in Los Angeles and San
Francisco. In San Francisco 700 people marched to
the State Building. Bus loads of homemakers from
Sacramento and striking electronic workers from
Ruckers in Coneord, Calif., joined farmworkers,

glass workers and many others, organized and unor-
ganized, in demanding, “‘Restore the protective laws"
and “"We fought for these in the first place and we’ll
fight the attempts of the capitalists to take away
everything we’ve won."

~ The fight is still on. Right after the Supreme
Court decision on the Homemakers case, one elec-
tronics company instituted “premium pay‘’ instead
of overtime pay for work after eight hours—a lousy
thirty-fi\.r\e cents an hour.

Garment employers are finding ways to alter time
cards to cheat workers out of overtime even when it
is guaranteed by contract. Maternity leave was ne-
gotiated out of Kaiser Hospital contracts on the
grounds it was “‘discriminatory.‘’

The reaction of workers in California, both organ-
ized and unorganized, is “We can’t let them get away
with it.”

Governor No Friend of Working Class

California’s Governor Brown is promising he will
appoint a liberal to the IWC and that it’s only a mat-
ter of time until they get the state laws in shape—

extended to men. But to the millions of workers who
can’t live on the wages they get now, much less with"-

out overtime pay, asking them to wait for the govern-
or to come to the rescue is a sick joke. Liberal and
conservative politicians alike all look out for the in-
terests of the capitalists. If they could get away

with it they would have us working even more hours
each day.

But the working class has never stood still while
the capitalists tried to drive it completely into the
dirt. The protective laws were fought for as part of
the struggle to organize unions, to win the 8 hour day
and to end child labor.

In California resistance to the axing of the pro-
tective laws is growing, as is the overall fight against
attacks on wages and working conditions and the
fight to organize the unorganized.

From its origins decades ago, the working: class has
always opposed the Equal Rights Amendment pre-
cisely because it would lay the basis for getting rid of
protective laws. This year new attempts will be made
to pass the ERA in states where it hasn’t been yet,
for example, in lllinois. What the capitalists are doing
to the working class in California under the guise of
“equal rights” is even further evidence of why the
working class must oppose the ERA, must continue
the fight against the oppression of women, and must
battle to defend and extend every protective law strug-
gle has won, B
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4000 Demonstrate for Jobs in Atlanta

MarchlLeadersPush
Dead-EndSchemes

- Four thousand people, employed and unemployed
workers, students, and others marched in Atlanta on
January 15. They were there to demand jobs. The or-
ganizers of the march put forward the demand “econ-
omic justice.” The march and rally occurred on the
- birthday of Martin Luther King, Jr., and his widow,
Coretta King, and her Center for Social Change (CSC)
were prime movers in the event.

The marchers were there for some action. Unemploy-
ment in Atlanta is higher than the national average.
“Merry Christmas’ shutdowns took place in steel. The
new MARTA subway project has proved to be public
works with a double punch. The workers will have to
work at nen-union scale, which has already brought
construction workers into the street and in addition, a
few blocks of a shopping area were torn down to make
room for the subway, laying off hundreds of clerks. To
serve all this up on a silver platter, the Georgia Assem-
bly is considering House Bill 1367, a bill to cut 20,000
people off compensation—anyone who quits, gets fired,
was working part-time or who refuses to agree to take
minimum wage jobs, even if the jobs are just some bur-
eaucrat’s imagination. But none of these things were
even mentioned by the leaders of the rally.

Working class action was not where the march was
headed. The event was billed as a “Full Employment
March and Rally’ by its organizers—a (coalition of lea-
ders of the old civil rights movement, union bigwigs,
politicians on the scout for votes, and businessmen.
Participants in the day’s event included Amalgamated
Clething Workers' president Murray Finley, Atlanta

Mayor Maynard Jackson, Coretta King and some grey
flannel type from Xerox.

Their morning began with some “Full Employment
Councils* where the plight of the working man was
discussed over breakfast. One featured speaker was
L.W. Abel, Steelworkers’ Union president, whose major
contribution to the working class has been the infa-
mous no-strike deal. “Management’* was also represen-
ted. They probably didn‘t speak about how auto fac-
tories now produce the same amount of cars—or more—
with fewer workers and how this, and the thousands
of other examples at their fingertips, contributes to
“full employment.”

After the march, there was a rally—stage and sound
equipment set up courtesy of the Georgia National
Guard—where the likes of Mayor Jackson, Amalgama-
ted Clothing Workers® president Finley, feminist Gloria
Steinem, Georgia Congressman Andrew Young and
New York City’s Mayor Abe Beame spoke. Abe Beame
is an expert on full employment, having recently laid
off tens of thousands of city workers. Whilé not speak-
ing himself, Atlanta’s top cop was introduced from
the stage by Mrs. King.

Mayor: Jackson, carefully avoiding the MARTA sub-
way situation right there in Atlanta, addressed his
speech to the White House, pleading for Gerry Ford not
to “do what Nixon did, sit on the beach and let us
drown.”” Also being peddled from the stage were calls
for a better man in the White House, support for a num-
ber of relief bills and in general ““more responsive’ elec-
ted officials. In spite of this steady diet of promises;
by the time the third speaker finished, over half the
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crowd had turned around and headed for home, or back
to a downtown park where McDonald's, 'trving to get
into the act, was passing out free burgers. People were
left cold by the whole show.

At the center of the planning for January 15 march
and rally was Coretta Kingiand CSC. Mrs. Kingiis try-
ing to reconstruct the ‘‘New Deal Coalition*’ between
the leadership of union hacks, politicians and old |ead-
ership from the civil rights movement like herself. The
purpose of such a coalition, says Mrs. King, is to win
“economic justice” under this system. Such coalitions
in the past have always been a means by which the rul-
ing class has tried to keep a lid on the struggles of the
masses, make them into a prop for the Democratic Par-
ty, and to try to prevent the linking of the struggle of
the working class with the struggle of the oppressed na-
tionalities on a revolutionary, class, basis.

In order to promote this development, Mrs. King dis-
torts the actual history of-the civil rights movement of
the ‘50s and ‘60s and the reasons for its demise.

The civil rights movement developed in close con-
nection with the economic changes that were going on
in the South at that time, as the majority of Black
people went from living in the rural south as share-
croppers to the cities of the North and South where,
in their great majority, Black people are wage earners—
part of the overall U.S. working class. The first targets
of the: movement were those practices and laws—Jim
Crow laws, KKK terror, etc.—that reflected and prop-
ped up the old semi-feudal system of sharecropping in
the South.

The civil rights movement was successful in wip-
ing out many legal barriers to Black people, from bo-
qus poll taxes to less discriminatory hiring. But the
civil rights movement ran into the barrier that cap-
italism, itself, is the cause of the oppression of Black
people and the whole working class and that justice
and especially “economic justice’” are impossible
under this system. It was this obstacle that left people
like Corretta King in the lurch as the struggle of the
masses passed over from simply a struggle for demo-
cratic rights to a more conscious struggle against the
nature of the system itself.

Today attempts to steer the struggle in the direc-

Continued on page 10

Houston
Fight
Against

- Union
Busting

Inearly January, thousands of angry construction
workers really put it to the Charter International Oil
‘Company in Houston, during a struggle against out-
front union busting. Their fight has had an electric
effect on the working class in Houston, a city which
the bourgeousie has been trying to paint as “an island
of prosperity in the midst of the recession.*

The whole thing started on January 9, when with-
out any warning, the bosses at Charter Qil laid off 900
union construction workers, who were building two
processing units at the plant. Many of the workers
had come from distant corners of the country, looking
for work. Charter terminated the union contractor,
Lummus Construction Company, who employed these
workers and switched to Payne and Keller inc., which
is non-union:

This is.part of a national wave of union busting in
the construction trades which has met with angry re-
sistance all over the country (See Revolution, Vol. 1,
No. 4). -

Naturally the workers weren’t going to take this
lying down. So on January 12, 600 of the laid-off
workers and supporters from their local unions picket-
ed the Charter Oil plant in order to keep Charter and
Payne and Keller from stealing their jobs. Three Payne
and Keller trucks were turned over, which was just a
small dose of the type of action these union busting
bosses were to get.

The next day hundreds of workers showed up again
and these two big companies had to get protection
from aver 50 cops, including the SWAT team, who
brought out clubs, two attack dogs, and a sub-machine
qun. If there was any question about which side these
cops stood with, it was soon shown very clearly when
they viciously clubbed and arrested seyen workers on
the pheney charge of “suspicion of inciting a riat &

On Monday and Tuesday the struggle was organized
mainly by individual militants in the Pipefitters local.
Tuesday morning the company and their police goons

had the upper hand, but on Wednesday 3,000 workers
showed up, after the anger of the rank and file had
forced all 17 construction unions to call out their men.

Workers Barricade Streets

For over three hours workers contiolled the whole
area around Charter Oil. They barricaded the streets
with their cars, went into the plant grounds and show-
ed Charter International Qil what workers will do when
the rich try to bust our unions and leave us without
jobs. They overturned a crane and burned company

_records and offices. They answered police lines with

rocks and bottles. The cops backed down the street
and the workers surrounded squad cars and started
rocking them. Against their dogs, their helicopters,
and their SWAT team, the workers had the upper hand.

This struggle so shook up the capitalists in the
Houston area that they put the National Guard on
alert and had one of their judges issue an injunction
against violence and mass picketing. Then on Thursday,
they brought out 1,000 cops, nearly the entire patrol
division in Houston, determined not to be ‘“caught
with their pants down,’* as one police captain put it.

At this point the union officials backed down and
most of them even began apologizing for the.whole
upsurge, a few explaining they had no control over
their men. So when workers came out on Thursday
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many split in the face of all the cops and the sellout
of some of their officials. At this time the police,
courts and most of all, the lack of solid rank and file
organization in the face of the collaboration of the
union officials have temporarily halted the struggle.

Struggle Exposes “Prosperity’ Lie

This outburst of sharp class struggle has neverthe-
less ripped the mask off the bourgeoisie’s rosy picture
of Houston as “the newest, most prosperous, fastest
growing urban industrial center in America,’* as The
New York Times called:it.

Things there are comparatively good—for them.
Dun and Bradstreet, a big Wall Street information firm,
put out a report calling Texas the best place in the
states to do business. Why? Four reasons were given:
low government clebt, no corporate income tax, weak
unions and low workers’ compensation.

And even this “lzoom’* is busting. Houston is still
part of the U.S. capitalist system and can‘t escape the
effects of the capitalist crisis. Even though it has been
billed as having “‘negative unemployment,”’ layoffs are
starting to-escalate: 800 at Armco Steel, a third of the
workforce at Mosher Steel, the work week cut to 36
hours at Cameron. The Unemployed Workers Organ-

. izing Committee (UWOC) just started up in Houston

Continued on page 1(_}
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workers from all over Houston showed up January 14, to show the company that they weren ‘t going to just stand

there and take this union-busting, job stealing attack.
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Seattle workers march January 31, against a state bill threatening to cut back and restrict unemployment benef:fts.

REVOLUTION

FightMountsAs
Jobless BenefitsCu

From all around the country the same story is com-
ing in: the capitalists are on a major drive to slash un-
employment benefits. Through outright lies and man-
ingless statistics about unemployment rates, to state
legislative proposals and other measures, they are try-
ing to take away as much of the income that belongs
to unemployed workers as they can get away with. As
far as they're concerned money going to support work-
ers who can't find jobs is a waste. It could be much
better spent trying to increase their own profits.

Early in February Ford announced the “‘good news’
that unemployment had declined from 8.3% of the
work force in December to 7.8% in January, supposed-
ly the biggest single monthly drop in 16 years. The
editorial pages of the bourgeois media have been
crowing aboyt this ever since. Meanwhile the govern-
ment says that unemployment has dropped to such an
extent that 20 states and the District of Columbia no
longer qualify for the two 13 week federal unemploy-
ment compensation extensions.

But even while the bourgeois “experts™ run out
this line, they are tripping over their own facts. The
Wall Street Journal reported on February 9, that these
figures didn’t count all the people who “normally*’
get laid off in January. 'On an “unadjusted basis, how-
ever’’ (if hundreds of thousands of unemployed work-
ers are not ‘‘adjusted’’ into non-existence) ‘‘the num-
ber of unemployed actually rose in January to 8.2
million, or 8.8% of the labor force, from 8.3% in De-
cember...To say that unemployment fell 450,000 in
January on a seasonally adjusted basis actually means
that unemployment rose by 450,000 fewer people
than usual in January 1!

And none of these statistics really correspond to
the actual number of workers who can‘t find jobs.
Official unemployment statistics, for example, den’t
count workers who have given up looking for jobs and
treat part-time workers, even those who would like to
be working full-time, as though they were fully em-
ployed. Nor do these statistics make clear that for
large sections of the working class, Black people, na-
tional minorities and youth, the real unemployment
rate is closer to 30 or 40%. e

Angry Reaction All Over

Unemployed workers are getting sick and tired of
all this statistical mumbo-jumbo and recovery talk
that is nothing more than a shabby cover for attempts
to cut benefits. Initial reports frgm the Unemployed
Workers Organizigg Committee (UWOC) in several
states show that the reaction of workers to these lat-
est attacks is one of anger and growing determination
among many to organize and fight against any attempt
to cut unemployment compensation.

In late January over 100 workers attended meet-
ings in Dayton, Cincinnati and Cleveland called by
UWOC to map out plans in the fight against the govern-
ments cut of 26 weeks of unemployment benefits.

Coming out of the Ohio meetings is a plan for a

statewide “Jobs Convoy*’ to the Ohio state capitol in
Columbus on Friday, February 27, to confront the
Governor and the state head of the unemployment of-
fice, demanding, JOBS NOW—NO CUT IN EXTEN-
SIONS—BENEFITS UNTIL THERE IS WORK.

Person after person stood up at the meetings and
told of being face to face with real hardship and des-
peration. There were many older workers who had
put in 15, 20 and 25 years for the same boss, only to
get laid off. A woman in Cleveland was laid off over
a year ago from her plant with only two years to go
for her pension. She told of having to sell many of
her possessions since her unemployment ran out.

There were vets out of the service for a year and
more who still hadn’t been able to find jobs, people
laid off from the big plants and young people who are
facing a bleak future of unemployment. One worker
at the meetings said, ““They can keep their extension
if they'd give us jobs, but we ain‘t gonna starve while
we are waiting." :

In addition to efforts by state and federal govern-
ments to cut the length of time workers can receive
unemployment benefits, many states have proposed
legislation to sharply restrict who is even eligible to
apply for unemployment.

Cutting Off Unemployment Insurance

In Washington State it is estimated that the legis-
fation (Senate Bill 2373) would cut 40,000 people off
unemployment the first year. It would raise the eli-
gibility requirements from 16 weeks worked in a year
to 20 weeks, hitting especially hard at seasonal and
part-time workers. It would also eliminate compensa-
tion for any worker who is fired or quits—for any rea-
son. And any company that fires a worker or forces
him to quit will pay less into the unemployment fund
than a company that lays off. You can bet there will
be a lot more firings if S.B. 2373 passes.

A similar measure has just passed one house of the
Georgia legislature. This measure, similar to Washing-
ton's, adds that after 13 weeks of unemployment they
can ask you to take a job at minimum wage—not even
offer a concrete job, just ask you if you'll take it. And
if you refuse you would be cut off unemployment

-compensation.

In Massachussets a piece of legislation called the
“Voluntary Quits Bill** will deny unemployment bene-
fits to workers who quit or arg fired “due to miscon-
duct in willful disregard of tl}e employing units inter-
ests”I11 [

The fact is that the capitdlists can’t provide jobs
and they are trying to cut béck or cut out the meager
benefits we receive while we are out of work. In the
face of all this, unemployed workers and UWOC are
stepping up the fight, demanding jobs and enough
compensation to live decently while out of work.

This was the message that rang out clearly in Atlanta
on February 9, when UWOC sponsored a picket line
and rally at the Georgia state capitol. This militant
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action, and the exposure of the legislation received
enthusiastic support from workers. UWOGE had a peti-
tion drive for two weeks before the demonstration,
and gathered over 1,600 signatures in the communities,
on shop floors and in union halls.

In Seattle workers filled the downtown streets on
January 31, in a march against Senate Bill 2373. A
worker who helped organize the rally said, “the cap-
italists are sneaking aroundteying to get this bill
through, but we‘re putting it right out'in the streets
where the people are, to show these bosses they’re not
getting away with it.*

Sneaking around and lying to get over their plans
is exactly what the ruling class is doing. They are sit-
ging on a powder keg and they know it. So while they
can’t deny that millions of people are without work
and facing desperate circumstances (18 states have al-
ready run out of unemployment compensation funds
and are borrowing from the federal government) they
are using all their “economic recovery'’ talk to cover
their moves to cut unemployment benefits.

Benefits to Blame?

In addition to their lies about unemployment figures,
the ruling class is trying to split employed and unem-
ployed workers by making it seem like workers taking
unemployment are just too lazy to work and want to
be supported by the taxes of employed workers. In-
creasingly the newspapers and TV are filled with stor-
ies that jobs are available, but workers can’t be found
to take them. In fact, says Arthur Burns, Chairman
of the Federal Reserve Bank, extended unemployment
benefits are themselves partially to blame for keeping
the jobless rate so high. He suggests cutting benefits
from a minimum of 65 weeks to 13 weeks might spur
job hunting. And for the millions of unemployed
young workers he wants a public job program with
pay “well below the minimum wage."

These cuts and threats are spurring unemployed and
employed workers alright. It is spurring the anger
and organization of workers all over the country a-
gainst the capitalists’ attacks.

At one of the UWOC meetings in Ohio a hospital

worker described a slowdown in the dietary depart-
ment that had bucked a plan to speed up and overload
workers. “The employed are united with you in de-
manding more jobs for the unemployed,’'she said.
An older worker joined in and added, ‘““That’s good—
we've got to build a movement that goes beyond just
one hospital, one factory, or one city—we need a na-
tionwide movement of the working class against this
class of world billionaires.*

All'around the country anger and organization are
‘growing and the fight indeed is becoming nationwide.

[ mm e i e

40,000
Apply For
2,000 Jobs

40,000 workers, including large numbers of young
people, waited in line all day, some overnight, to ap-
ply for 2,000 part-time jobs at minimum wage in the
San Francisco Bay Area last month. For the owners
of the Santa Clara Great American Amusement Park
it was a big joke, a publicity stunt. “What's Up Doc?“
said the cartoon-like job applications handed out by
people dressed up as Bugs Bunny and Sylvester the
Cat.

For the 40,000 people desperate for work it was
no joke. They were damn angry. UWOC talked to
hundreds of workers waiting on the line and many
signed the petition demanding JOBS NOW and JOBS
at UNION WAGES. “This is a hoax...Everyone of us
is angry about it. It's a rip-off,”” were the sentiments
of workers who signed the petition. “They don't give
a damn how they treat us,’’ said one older woman who
came for a job. “They just want to crank us through
as fast as they can.”

The company had been advertising on radio sta-
tions all over the Bay Area for people to come and
get jobs. But when people got there, most couldn’t
even get applications. They may have been short on
jobs, but they had plenty of cops and security guards
on hand to control the people’s anger. One of the
managers of the Park smiled at the TV cameras and
said, “‘sorry, did the best we could...can’t give every-
one in America a job."’ _

The fact that tens of thousands would show up for
part-time, minimum wage jobs shows just how des-
perate the situation is. And it also shows the callous-
ness of the capitalists who claim to be concerned
about the plight of the unemployed but are willing to
send thousands into a wild goose chase if it will help
them sell a few more tickets for their roller coaster.®
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down to a few paltry jobs bilis they want passed. In
fact this “big" difference is so miniscule that we're
talking about something that effects only a very small
percentage of the unemployed. And even more im-
portantly, the Democrats have in mind using all this
as a wage cutting device.

What would the creation of these kinds of jobs
mean? Last year the federal government also had a
public service jobs program, although on a smaller
scale. A large bulk of these jobs were part-time,
working only 20 or 30 hours a week for low wages.
They were also temporary, usually lasting less than a
year, and with no job protection or union rights.
Furthermore, in many places, like New York City, the
jobs were not ““created’ at all, but either public ser-
vice workers were given jobs which replaced laid off
civil service workers in libraries, courts, schools, parks,
etc., or the funds were used by the local government
to keep people on the job who would otherwise have
been laid off, so no new jobs were created.

The working class demands union jobs at union
wages and will fight for these jobs from government
or industry, including public works. But the thrust of
the Democrats’ plan for jobs is to use public works bills
to undermine unions and to cut the wages of govern-
ment workers and in industry generally by replacing
higher paid jobs with low paid jobs.

Another thing all sides are talking about this elec-
tion year, especially President Ford, is fighting in-
flation, cutting the budget, fighting “'big government,"*
giving working people a tax break, etc. Ford, for ex-
ample, makes a big deal about cutting inflation by
holding down the budget. He criticizes the Democrats
for wanting the federal government to'spend too
much. For their part the Democrats criticize Ford
for being “penny wise and pound foolish and for
wanting to go “backwards’ and not “forwards."

What is all this rumbling about?

Growing Deficit

The cabitalists are caught in a real dilemma. On
the one hand they must gear up for war in order to
defend their overseas investments and the federal
government must continue to spend record amounts
to shore up their tottering economy. That is why no
major politician today has real plans for significant
cuts in the military budget or for not having the govern-
ment run up huge deficits. For all his talk about hold-
ing down federal spending President Ford still pro-
poses a record military budget of $101.1 billion, up
9% over last year, and an overall budget which will
run up the deficit at least $43 billion next year. The
main line Democrats, despite recent criticisms of/ Ford's
policy in Angola, also want a big increase in military
spending and propose a budget with a deficit up to
$75 hillion.

While a huge national debt and deficit spending
have become a permanent, and necessary, feature of
monopoly capitalism, this huge and growing federal
spending is leading to big cracks in their economy. In
the first place it threatens to rekindle the fires of in-
flation. In the second place it is intensifying their
capital shortage crisis by diverting a lot of capital
that would otherwise be spent in private industry
into paying for these huge government expenditures.

This is one of the contradictions the capitalists
face. And to try to resolve this, to the degree that
they can, they are forced to cut social services like
crazy. This is exactly what their talk about fighting
inflation and holding down the budget means in the
real world—cutting the things the working class needs
and has won through its struggles and gearing up the
budget still more for the things the capitalists need in
order to make profits.

For example besides cutting unemployment bene-
fits and job training, President Ford’s budget would
also put the axe to these kinds of programs:

—Already low benefits to veterans would be cut
9.5%.

—School lunch programs chopped 7.6%.

—Higher education programs reduced 14.3%.

And although they make a lot of noise about op-
posing some of these specific cuts, the Democrats
also want to slash social services. In the official Demo-
eratic Party response to Ford, Muskie said, “wasteful
Government spending, inefficient and ineffective pro-
grams are burdens taxpayers ought not to be asked
to earry’’—which translates to mean social service
programs should be cut back. The Democrats have
also been helping to step up the propaganda cam-
paign recently against “‘welfare cheaters” and "food
stamp chiselers,” laying the basis for cutbacks in these
areas in the future.

Some of these cuts in social services are already
happening, more are coming in the future. The cap-
italists try to justify these cutbacks by telling the em-
ployed workers it will mean a tax cut for them. Look,
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says Ford to the employed workers, “For every dol-
lar saved in cutting the growth in the federal budget,
we can have an added dollar in federal-tax reduction.”
They are trying to divide the employed and unem-
ployed by spreading the lie that cubacks affecting
what they contemptuously call the “‘unproductive
section of society,"” (meaning the unemployed) will
lead to decreased taxes for the employed.

But the fact is that even the proposed tax cuts are
so small that they are a joke. While some taxes are
cut for the average working family, there will also be
an increase in social security taxes which almost wipes
it out. In fact a family of four with one worker earn-

:ing $7,000 a year would actually have its taxes

increased under Ford’s plan.

It is the capitalists, not the unemployed, who are
responsible for running up huge deficits to keep their
system going and then soaking the people to pay for
it through exorbitant taxes. They are the ones who
push speedup and every other attempt to increase
their profit at the expense of the employed workers.

It is their rotten system which is responsible for throw-
ing millions of unemployed into the streets. The real
interests of both the employed and unemployed is to
unite to wage a common struggle against this common
enemy and this is exactly what is starting to happen

in many struggles around the country and will continue
to develop regardless of the capitalists’ divide-and-rule
schemes.

War Preparations

Naturally a great many people are outraged to see
their hard earned tax money spent on war prepara-
tions while millions lack jobs and the country seems
to be going to hell. Trying to pimp off this healthy
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sentiment, certain politicians and opportunists make
a big stink about *‘reordering priorities!’ to ‘jobs not
war.”* But it is not as if the government were free to
choose between guns and butter or they have a “policy*’
of fighting unemployment through defense spending.

Both war and unemployment are built into their
capitalist system. They are forced to go to war to
defend their overseas investments. This is why the
U.S. imperialists have no choice but to step up their
preparations for war against their rivals in the Soviet
Union. The laws of capitalism, not bad people or
wrong priorities, are the cause of this huge stepped up
military budget and the slashing of social services.

The bourgeoisie is fond of pointing to the so-called
democratic electoral system as a way of justifying
their continued rule. This country might not be per-
fect, they say to the working class, but at least you
have the right to change it by your vote.

This election year is a fine example of exactly
what this means. There are a whole host of candidates
from the Democratic and Republican Parties. Each
one says he is different than the other. Each one
claims to have the solution to the crisis.

But when you come right down to it, choosing bet--
ween a Republican and Democrat is no choice at all.
Each one is worse than the other. None of these pol-
iticians can solve the problems faced by the masses
of people, not only because they are corrupt (although
most undoubtedly are) but because they serve the
capitalist class. Their ’solutions” reflect the bour-
geoisie’s answer to the crisis—to increase profits. And
this can only be at the expense of the working class.
Either Democrat or Republican in office next Novem-
ber is sure to mean two things: increased efforts to
exploit the working class and intensified preparations
for a new war. B

Atlanta...

Continued from page 8

tion of begging Congress for “‘economic justice’’ flies
inthe face of the reality the masses themselves have
come up against in the struggle and where the fight

has to go. Even if the capitalist politicians that Coretta
King and her crowd promote were the friends of labor
and Black people they are portrayed to be, they could
no more outlaw unemployment under capitalism than
they could prevent winter by passing a law against it.
The real reason for their fancy talk is to sit on top of
the struggle and trade their ability to do so for posi-
tions in government.

Even putting together this motley coalition is run-
ning into difficulties, with all the would-be leaders
scurrying around to protect their positions from each
other, and especially from the masses. Originally the
union hacks in Atlanta claimed they would turn out
20,000. But they ended up making only a very per-
functory attempt, organizing hardly anybody. This
is because they are somewhat hesitant to throw in
their lot with the CSC types completely. But mainly
it reflected their fear of a repeat performance of last
spring’s jobs demonstration.

In Washington, D.C., last April 26, 60,000 workers
came to RFK stadium to a demonstration called by a
group of unions. Some union hacks thought they could
satisfy the rank and file's demands for action around
unemployment and still control the unions from the
top down. But the workers stole the show—includ-
ing large numbers brought by UWOC and other work-
ers organizations—booing down politicians like Hubert
Humphrey who'd been trotted out to mouth promises.

UWOC Contingent

The Atlanta chapter of the Unemployed Workers
Organizing Committee (UWQC) built for the demon-
stration at unemployment offices, job centers and in
communities. In their leaflets they put forward the
demands: ““Jobs Now! Extend and Raise Benefits!

No Cuts! No Penalties! Checks on Time!** At the
march itself about thirty workers, including members
of the Birmingham UWOC, marched in a UWOC con-
tingent under the banner, “We Demand Jobs—Organ-
ize to Fight!”* UWQOC was a real working class con-
trast to the dead-end leadership of the event.

While some carried signs, others in the UWOC con-
tingent passed out some 5,000 leaflets to other mar-
chers and to hundreds ¢f onlookers who lined the
streets. UWOC members raised up chants like; “Un-
employed workers say,, ‘We want jobs at union pay!* “
and “What do we warit? JOBS! When do we want
‘em? NOW! How are we gonna get ‘em? FIGHT FOR
THEM!!I"" Hundreds of workers joined in the chant-
ing, including those in the Laborers |nternational
Union and Distributive Workers Union contingents, on
either side of UWOC during the march.

By the time a UWOC singing group from Atlanta
was introduced on the stage, only about a quarter of
the marchers remained. The singers introduced them-

selves as members of UWOC, rapped about UWOC's
fighting program for Jobs or Income, and then started
the chant, “Unemployment, it ain‘t funny. We want
jobs or we want money!*’ Despite sound problems,
warkers who could hear joined in and really got into
it! Then the group sang “Ain‘t Gonna Be Treated
This Way** which had been rewritten to reflect a mili-
tant, fighting spirit. All this time the politicians and
big-wigs on stage were getting visibly uptight. Con-
gressman Young and ACWA president Finley tried

to put the clamps on UWOC but failed.

Forces like those who led the January 15 march
and rally and the Washington jobs demonstration are
likely to be around for some time to come. The harsh
realities of the economic crisis spur on the workers’
determination not to take it on the chin any more.
The Center For Social Change, the National Committee
for Full Employment and other similar outfits will be
trying to harness the growing struggle and channeling
it into organized reformism and spreading the dead-
end illusion of the possibility of full employment un-
der capitalism.

This only underscores the importance of building
a strong working class movement, with its own stand,
organization and strength. In Atlanta, UWOC made
clear that to get the things we need, ““we have to be
organized to fight for them! We have to build our
own movement—take things into our own hands and
not leave it to the politicians or the thousand and one
others who try to pimp off of usevery day.” The mes-
sage is getting louder and it’s coming across clearer:
Organize to Fight! B

Houston...

Continued from page 8
with its first demonstration, December 15, and jobless
workers are responding enthusiastically.

Strugale in Houston Heating Up

Still, the crisis hasn‘t yet hit Houston in the same
way as it has, say, New York or Detroit. But the bour-
geoisie doesn't intend to let any of this well publicized
“prosperity’’ fall into the hands of the workers. To
keep their profits up, they have launched the same kind
of union busting, speedup and wage cutting attacks as
bosses everywhere else. The construction battle was
the sharpest, but workers at Tenn-Tex, an alloy plant,
had to wage a bitter 5 month struggle to get a decent
contract. Mack Truck workers have been out 6 months,
costing the company over $200,000, and are still go-
ing strong.

The Charter Oil battle shows that people in Houston
are fighting mad at these attacks. Workers from all
over were ready to join the construction workers’ fight
when they heard about it on the news or from the leaf-
let the Revolutionary Communist Party put out call-
ing on all workers to show up and support them.
UWOC got the same kind of response, at unemploy-
ment centers and construction union halls, to its leaf-
let demanding the Texas Employment Commission
not send people out to scab. Everything points to
more bitter battles erupting in the “'island of prosper-
ity'* before too long. B
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Imperialism
Guilty In

Guatemalan

Tragedy

On February 4, a large earthquake struck Guate-
mala, Like a hammer beating a gong, over 200 after-
shocks continued to reverberate, causing further havoc.
On February 6, another major quake shocked the
country. It isestimated that over 20,000 people died,
tens of thousands were injured and hundreds of thou-
sands were left homeless.

There were many instances of heroism: most com-
mon were people running back into houses, with the
earth still trembling and walls still crumbling, pulling
the injured and the stunned out into the streets into
relative safety.

The capital, Guatemala City, was left without water
and electricity. Several smaller cities, Joyabaj, Tecpan,
Patzicia and Chimaltenango, were totally destroyed.
The possibility of epidemic disease was great.

Casualties were borne by the poverty-stricken mass-
es. Their homes were constructed of adobe bricks,
which are mainly just dried mud. Adobe huts have
thick walls but are structurally weak. When the quakes
hit, the heavy walls came tumbling down. Not so in
the districts where the well-off, and especially the
bourgeoisie, live. Their homes were well constructed
and survived the shocks.

After the extensive damage and death, the survivors
picked through their rubble piles to find their pots and
pans...or their children or their parents. The homeless
were forced to pitch tents in village squares and open
fields; the lucky with real tents, the unlucky with a
few scraps of fabric. There was little water and little
food and unburied bodies everywhere, the second
quake even unearthing the graves of those who had
died in the first.

Loss of Life Result of Imperialism

All in all it was a disaster and tragedy of massive
proportions. But while the earthquake itself must be
considered a “‘natural disaster,”” the tremendous dam-
age and loss of life had much more to do with the
very much “man-made* conditions of life that imper-
ialism has imposed on the masses of people of Guate-
mala. ;

This can be seen by the fact that only a few years
ago an earthquake of similar strength hit Los Angeles,
and despite widespread destruction, only a few dozen
people were killed, mostly veterans in a rundown VA
hospital. The capitalists don’t give a damn about work-
ing people in this country eithér, but technology has
advanced to the point where safer construction can be
built. It is well known that it is unsafe to build hous-
ing out of adabe or brick in earthquake areas, even
the building codes in California forbid it. -

But what choice did the masses of people in Guate-
mala have about building materials while living in ab-
solute poverty and in an enforced state of backward-
ness due to U.S. imperialist plunder of that country?
The pitiful amount of humanitarian aid sent by the
U.S. ruling class to Guatemala, most of which came
from ordinary people’s donations, cannot absolve
them from their guilt for the magnitude of the
suffering.

Struggle Against Nature

The history of mankind has been a history of the
struggle against nature. From the earliest battles when
man had to defeat animals endowed with natural wea-
pons—sharp teeth and claws—for a chance to drink at
a waterhole; to the struggle to tear out a living from
the land, against insects, drought and flood; to modern
man, who has been able to change the course of rivers,
build high into the sky and create tremendous produc-
tive forces, able to fling men into space—continually
men have becomie less and less at the mercy of nature
and have been able to, in ever greater combination,
with greater cooperation and sogialization, transform
nature and make it serve man.

But since civilization emerged, the struggle against na-

ture has been waged by a society divided into classes.
The relations between men, the relationship of classes,
can stand as an obstacle to man’s further advance in the
struggle against nature, as in the U.S. or Guatemala
where the system of exploitation is a chain on society.
On the other hand revolution resulting in a new rela-
tionship between classes has the opposite effect.

On February 4, 1975, exactly one year before the
Guatemala quake hit, an earthquake of equal strenqth
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hit the heavily populated Yingkou-Haicheng area in
northeast China. But in sccialist China, the casualties
and damage were significantly less severe, And a week
later the area celebrated a spring festival,

China is also underdeveloped, a legacy of a century
of imperialist intervention. But in China today, the
working class rules. There the masses are not forced
into poverty or.ignorance.

In June 1974 and January 1975, the State Seismo-
logical Bureau convened meetings to discuss the pos-
sibility of quakes in the Yingkou-Haicheng area. By
analyzing stresses along the quake-prone fault areas
a fairly big earthquake was forecast.

The people were widely instructed about earth-
quakes and mobilized to make observations and take
precautionary measures. Amateur earthquake predic-
tion and forecasting organizations, armed with scien-
tific knowledge, linked up with professional seismo-
logical stations and observatories. Early in 1975, a
warning was issued that a big earthquake would pro-
bably occur in the immediate future. Everyone got
ready for the shocks. In the days before the Feb. 4
quake, many abnormal phenomena took place, such
as a rapid lowering of water in the wells, alerting every-
one to the fact that something big was up.

When the earthquake struck, some people died and
buildings tumbled. But because the people under-
stood what was happening to them and had taken pre-
cautionary measures, casualties and damage were great-
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Ever since Tyrone Guyton was shot down by the police tﬁfo years ago, workers have fought to make his killers pay.
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ly reduced. And almost as soon as the earth stopped
trembling, the people pitched'in and started rebuilding.
Earthquakes are no mystery. The experience of
China proves that man is rapidly becoming able to
correctly predict quakes and take the proper measures
to protect the lives of people and their property. The

difference between Guatemala and China is the dif-

ference between two social systems. In Guatemala, as
in the U.S., it is the almighty dollar that is most pre-
cious to the capitalist ruling class. In China, the work-
ing/class rules and has taken to heart what Mao Tsetung

‘once said: “Of all things, people are the most precious."

Under socialism and communism the struggle by
man to master nature will continue. There will still be
earthquakes and other natural disasters. But with the
overthrow of the bourgeoisie and capitalism, the mass-
es can free themselves to continually advance their
scientific understanding of the laws of nature and
society and can work together to minimize the des-
tructiveness of natural forces and struggle to prevent
them from being “‘disasters.”” Even now, it is begin-
ning to be understood how to lessen the impact of
earthquakes and theories are being developed about
how to ease the stress that builds up until the earth
shakes and trembles. The main barrier to this progress
is the same barrier to all progress everywhere, a tiny
band of exploiters to whom nothing matters but their
gold. The blood of thousands of Guatemalans is on
their hands, @

\

Above, workers rally at International Harvester’s San Leandro, Calif. plant in 1974.

Fight Continues To
Jail Police Killers

Early in February more than 200 workers, high
school students and others rocked the halls of
the Oakland City Council Chambers with the cry
“indict the murderers of Tyrone Guyton.'" Over
two years ago police in Emeryville, California, mur-
dered a fourteen year old Black youth, Tyrone
Guyton, for joy-riding in a car. Since that time,
thousands of people of all nationalitits have taken
part in the struggle to jail the murderers.

Oakland’s Mayor Reading turned his back on the
sight of workers, from many of the industries of the
San Fracisco Bay area—including auto, electron-
ics, warehouse, transit and the postoffice—crowd-
ing the council chambers and loudly demanding
action. He ran out of the room declaring the
meeting adjourned, The City Council had ignored
an advance request of the group to speak. He and
other representatives of the ruling class had hoped
that they had whitewashed Tyrone’s killers once
and for all, and that after two years people would
give up hope of seeing the murderers punished.

But the city council demonstration illustrated the
determination of the workin}g class to see the
fight through to victory.

The demonstration was sponsored by the iviay -
First Workers Organization| (M1WO), an area widie
class organization of workeérs throughout the Bay Area
and the Worker newspaper. In addition, it was en-
dorsed by many workers organizations in various
industries and word of the action was spread through
many plants in the Bay Area using, among other things,
a M1WO button proclaiming “indict the murderers
of Tyrone Guyton.'”

After the mayor ran out, the MIWO and other
speakers spoke in the council chambers against the |

murder of Tyrone. Workers from the post office
spoke of the long history of support of large num-
bers of postal workers for the campaign to jail
Tyrone's murderers and how conditions had been
worsening in the post office, including mandatory
overtime at a time when the postal bosses are trying
to cut back on the work force through a hiring
freeze. Speakers talked about the fight against the
recent police murder of a young man in San Jose.

It was clear from the speeches and the comments
of the demonstrators that the workers brought with
them not only their outrage against Tyrone's killing
and the subsequent cover-up, but their hatred for
the whole chain of abuses created by the system

of capitalist exploitation.

Young people from the local high schools swelled
the ranks of the demonstration. Knowing what a
revolutionary powder keg working class youth are,
the local authorities did all they could to stop word
from reaching students about the demonstration.
Cops tried to stop the leafletting of high schools but
the reaction of the students was “‘we should give the
cops an ‘education’’’ and took the leaflets and passed
them out themselves. At the City Council one young
woman stood up to expose the schools. It came out
how administrators even required collateral, like a
watch, before a student can borrow a pencil!

The demonstration reflected the hatred of the mas-
ses of people for a system which would gun down a
fourteen year old youth for joy-riding. Newspapers in
the Bay Area were forced to report on the demonstra-
tion, calling the case a “long smouldering dispute.”” The
fact that the struggle has continued for two years now
underscored the strength and determination the work-

ing class infuses into Ez\gc:rv_lsoci_ail _st‘rqgg!g it rta_kus‘ _L{p"'.
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Not “Rule of the People”

1776:Cleared Way
For Capitalism

Now that the Bicentennial offensive by the bour-
geoisie has entered high gear, even more attention is
being focused on the first American Revolution. Over-
all, the Bicentennial serves the capitalists as a platform
from which to attack the struggles of the masses of
people and to conduct a propaganda campaign aimed
at shoring up what little confidence still exists among
the masses of people in their system. It is very impor-
tant to them to try to repair the veil of “democracy*
and “freedom’* which they use to try to disguise the
rule of capital. In erder to accomplish this, they talk
about the American Revolution and the political and
economic system that arose from it, as if it had no-
thing to do with classes or the still primitive condi-
tions of man’s existence at that time.

The bourgeoisie would like us to believe that cap-
italism will be with us forever. Naturally they want to
maintain the system in which they are the masters of
society and the great majority of the people are bound
by the hidden chains of wage-slavery. So they try to
make it look like the American political system stands,
now and forever, as the ultimate that man can esta-
blish in freedom and the “rule of the people.”

But political systems, forms of government, have
their beginning and end like everything else in society
and nature. The American Revolution did not develop
because of the “democratic ideals of the founding fa-
thers.”” Still less is the political system it created and
the ideas and concepts that grew up alongside it, “‘eter-
nal.”” Revolutions and political systems do not spring
from the mind of men, but are rooted in the way in
which people feed'and clothe themselves and provide
for their common survival, and the way society is or-
ganized to carry out production.

The American Revolution was an important step
in that it created a political system that unleashed the
productive forces of society, a system which was best
suited for the development of capitalism—the only
system that could develop society at that time and
lead to the tremendous productive power in society
we find today. But capitalism and its political system
of capitalist democracy then, as now, never meant
freedom for the masses of people nor could it have.
And today capitalism and the bourgeoisie is itself the
obstacle to the further advance of society.

Stealing Gold and Starting Capitalism

Europe’s discovery of America and its subsequent
settlement had much less to do with Columbus’ vi-
sion of a round world, and the adventurous spirit of
the early settlers, than it did with the birth and growth
of capitalism on a world scale. This can be seen by
the fact that the Viking's discovery of America a-
mounted to nothing because the economic and his-
torical conditions necessary for the colonization of
America were not yet present. America's colonization
took place only when Europe was undergoing a pro-
found economic and social upheaval as capitalism gra-
dually replaced feudalism as the system by which so-
ciety was organized.

In those days there was no industry as we know it
today, and all manufacturing was done by hand either
individually or in small shops. It was in trade that cap-
italism was born. The early merchants who bought
and transported goods from cities throughout Europe
and the East were the forerunners of the modem cap-
italist class. This early trade, and the development of
science, led to the discovery of America and the abil-
ity to navigate throughout the world, which in turn
was a tremendous impetus to world trade.

From the beginning great fortunes were made in
trade and through outright plunder and robbery of
peoples throughout the world. It was the hope of fol-
lowing the example of its rival Spain, in stealing gold
and silver from the native populations, that inspired
Britain to encourage expeditions to the New World.
But it soon became apparent that the real wealth to
be made in North America lay not in the outright sei-
zure of mineral riches, which proved extremely scarce,
but in the establishment of settlements, and the trade
between them and the mother country.

Even in tne infaney of capitalism no deed was too
narbaric for it in the search for wealth. Indians were
slaughtered wholesale to make room for settlements.
\ery early on slavery was introduced, and one of the
biggest profits to be made lay in the kidnapping of
Blacks in Africa and their transportation to the Amer-
icas,

“The discovery of geld and silver in America, the
extirpation, enslavement and entombment in the
mines of the aboriginal population, the beginning of

the conquest and looting of the East Indies, the turn-
ing of Africa into a warren for the commercial hunt-
ing of black skins, signalled the rosy dawn of the era
of capitalist production,’” wrote Marx. Capital comes
into the world, “‘dripping from head to foot, from
every pore, with blood and dirt.”

It was the development of capitalism that provided
the impetus for the settlement of America, and tono
small extent the capital gained through the settlement
of America, that in turn fueled the development of
capitalism in Europe. And that development in Eur-
ope also provided the settlers to America, by increas-
ingly driving peasants from the land, creating a large
pool of landless and destitute men and women, will-
ing to pay the steep price of a ticket to the New
World—seven years of virtual slavery known as “‘in-
dentured servitude.”

Wherever geographical conditions were favorable
to the large-scale production of export crops, slavery
became the principal basis of production, as was the
case in the Southern colonies. But the slave system
proved to be unprofitable in the other colonies. There,
the great bulk of the settlers became farmers, after
serving their times as indentured servants, taking ad-
vantage of the land available for little money. These
early settlers were largely self-sufficient, scratching out
a meager existence from the land through their own’
labor and producing many basic necessities such as
food, clothes and housing themselves.

This was in line with the needs of Britain, which
did not want rapid economic growth in the colonies.
They wanted raw materials, agricultural produce, and
the colonies dependent on England for manufactured
goods.

As one British authority of the time putit: “The
two great objects of Great Britain in regard to the
American trade must be: (1) to obligeiher American
subjects to take from: Great Britain only, all the man-
ufactures and European goods whichishe can supply
them with; (2) to regulate the foreign trade of the
Americans so that the profits thereof may finally cen-
ter in Great Britain, or be applied to improvement of
her empire."

Laws were passed to enforce these goals—even for-
bidding trade in manufactured goods, including for
instance, hats, from one colony to the next, and out-
lawing the production of steel. All'of these laws were
aimed at hindering the development of an American
capitalist class that would be in a position to challenge
the British ruling classes for the right to rule America.

Capitalist Class Develops

But despite British attempts to prevent it, a capital-
ist class was developing in the colonies. In New Eng-
land in particular, and also to a large extent in Phila-
delphia and New York, merchants began to grow rich
carving into the lucrative slave trade, and going in for
wholesale smuggling to'get around the Navigation
Laws. American shipbuilding and fishing grew into
important industries competing with the British. The
more the early capitalists of the colonies cut into the
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profit of the British, the:more vigorously Britain tried
to put the squeeze on the colonies.

The common people of the colonies had plenty of
reasons to despise British rule. The British monopoly
on trade and restrictions placed on manufacture could
only insure a high cost for imported goods and was a
direct barrier to the growing number of craftsmen in
the towns of the northern colonies. In addition the
masses of farmers made common cause with the mer-
chants and land speculators in demanding the right to
settle the lands west of the Alleghany mountains—the
Ohio valley—which had been wrested from the French
during the French and Indian war.

By the time of the American Revolution the popu-
lation of the colonies was already in the several millions,
and most of the good land in the original colonies was
already spoken for and some was already suffering
soil depletion. The colonists of all classes demanded
a steadily expanding frontier, at the expense of the
Indians, of course, who were living there. The pros-
pect of “land beyond the mountains’ burned in the
eyes of the wealthy slaveholder, and the poor alike,
who hoped to acquire their own plot of land.

The situation at the time of the Revolution was
that the colonial realtionship between the colonies
and Britain was becoming more and more of a fetter
on the development of the economic life of the colon-
ies. At the heart of the conflict was the contradiction
between the young and budding capitalist class of the
colonies and the ruling classes of Britain.

Thomas Paine, whose work Common Sense was to
be the main ideological weapon in the hands of the
capitalists to unite the masses of people against Bri-
tain, summed up the situation well, “’England consults
the good of this country, no farther than it answers
her own purpose. Wherefare, her own interest leads
her to suppress the growth of ours in every case which
doth not promote her advantage, or in the least inter-
feres with it."

The Revolution

The British had no choice but try ever harder to
crush their upstart competitors—sending thousands of
troops to back up their legal restrictions. This oppres-
sion bred further resistence, which erupted into armed
revolution in April, 1775, when the British tried to
arrest some of the leaders of the movement against
them and to secure the contents of an arsenal in Con-
cord, Massachusetts to keep the arms out of the colo-

~ nists’ hands.

While the conflict between the capitalists of the
colonies and those of Britain was what mainly gave
rise to the Revolution and gave it its principal charac-
ter, it also took place within the context of the world
bourgeois revolution in which capitalism was replacing
feudalism. In the colonies certain feudal relations had
been imported from Europe.

Large tracts of land, including whole colonies like
Maryland and Pennsylvania, belonged, in principle at
least, to a proprietor who received them as favors from
the king. Many of the early struggles of the colonists
were directed against this, especially against having to
pay rent to settle on this land. The landed gentry, also
enjoyed by law and custom, superiority over everyone
else—including exemptions from laws enforced on the
masses and even wealthy merchants of “‘common®
origin. Practices like this, stood as obstacles to the
further advancement of capitalism.

Democracy and Freedom
“Democracy’’ and ““freedom’* were the banners

under which the American Revolution was fought,
banners common to all of the bourgois revolutions

Continued on page 13

An early colonial glassblowing works. Manufacturing evenon this scale was ext{emEf}' rare-at that time. The Revo-
lution cleared the way for the growth of factories and a powerful modern working class.
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The Sons of Liberty string up a tax collector on a “Liber-
ty Pole,” and get ready to tar and feather him. Children
at left pluck the goose for the feathers.

Continued from page 12

of the time. They were supported by the masses be-
cause of their aspirations for freedom and because

the bourgeoisie was the class capable of moving society
ahead, at that time. But the freedoms for which the
revolution were fought were those freedoms necessary
for the development of the bourgeois mode 'of produc-
tion, and were not the ‘‘eternal ideas’’ they are por-
trayed to be.

What was the class content of this ‘“freedom?** Cap-
italism required freedom of trade, it required the aboli-
tion of the feudal monopolies that were based on pri-
vileges granted by the monarch, it required, above all,
the creation of a ““free’’ proletariat—that is, the free-
dom of the worker to be exploited. To sell his labor
power to the capitalist, the worker first had to be lib-
erated from any ownership of property and feudal re-
strictions tying him to the land. In order for the bour-
geoisie to carry out its revolution it had to enlist the
support of the masses, to speak in the name of “all
the people,” whose interests, unlike today, it did re-
present to a certain degree.

One Blcentennial television program, “the Adams
Chronicles,* unwittingly exposed the relationship bet-
ween the bourgeoisie and masses of working people.
John Adams, defending the actions of British soldiers
in gunning down several people in the Boston Massacre
says, “A mob cannot rule a Kingdom.” *Yes," replies
cousin Sam Adams, the “‘radical,’” “but it can over-
throw one.”

Similarly, a major cause of the Boston tea party
was the fact that Britain gave permission to the Bri-
tish East India Company to import tea duty free and
sell directly to American shopkeepers. This drasti-
cally undercut American merchants who had been
selling expensive smuggled tea from the Netherlands.
But of course the capitalists could not rally the popu-
lation under the slogan, ‘‘save our profits,” instead
their speeches coneentrated on the theme “taxation
without representation is tyranny."

Masses Do the Overthrowing

As a class of exploiters, the bourgeoisie approached
the struggle against Britain cautiously, always fearing
that the masses of people might “‘go too far” and
threaten their property rights. In fact the majority of
Boston's merchants even repudiated the “‘tea party'’
after the British came down on them. While the lead-
ership of the Revolution was always in the hands of
the bourgeoisie and the bourgeois intelligentsia attach-
ed to it (like Sam Adams), the common people of
town and country did the bulk of the fighting and
suffering. And they made up the bulk of the member-
ship of the most vigorous revolutionary organizations
of the time, the Committees of Correspondence and
the Sons of Liberty.

The bourgeois revolution roused the population
who saw in British rule the source of their own oppres-
sion. Throughout the Revolution and immediately
following it the masses were the most consistent and
energetic fighters against the old order, demanding
that the revolution be carried through to the end and
be as thoroughaoing as possible. In particular the
masses of craftsmen, known in that day as mechanics,
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people at times had to struggle against the bourgeoisie
itself, to wrest some rights for themselves.

. Some representatives of the bourgeoisie, most not-
ably Alexander Hamilton, first Secretary of the Trea-
sury and honored on the $10 bill, actually wanted to
set .up an American monarchy rather than a republic.
Throughout the course of the Revolution the bulk of
the bourgeoisie wanted to grant only the most minimal
of rights, those that would establish their rule and in-
crease their profit in the most immediate and narrow
sense. The common people, especially the handicrafts-
men of the cities, struggled to carry the Revolution
through to the end, clearing the way for a more rapid
development of capitalism.

Constitution and Bill of Rights

A case in point is the Constitution and the Bill of
Rights. The Constitution, which was drawn up exclu-
sively by the bourgeoisie and the slaveholders, granted
no substantial rights to the masses of people, and nar-
rowly missed being rejected, partly because of this.

The masses of people, led by some more far sighted
representatives of the bourgeoisie, had to fight for the
Bill of Rights to be adopted. Of course, there is no-
thing in the Bill of Rights, the first ten amendments
to the constitution, that is incompatible with the de-
velopment of capitalism, in fact history shows that the
bourgeois freedoms of speech, religion, the right to
trial by jury, etc., are found in most capitalist states.
One of the necessary conditions for the development
of capitalism was to shatter the fetters that feudalism
placed on the development of man's knowledge
through the institution of the Church and other bar-
riers. In order for production to advance, science had
to develop side by side. Benjamin Franklin, an early
leader of America’s bourgeoisie (““a penny saved is a
penny earned’’), also was a pioneer in conducting
scientific experiments, such as the famous kite and
lightning experiment.

Similarly in its political struggle against feudalism, .
the bourgeoisie had to be able to make use of the writ-
ten word, freedom of the press, to attack the old order.
All of these things grew out of the earth shaking cap-
italist revolution on a world scale. But the bulk of the
merchants, blinded by their own nature as exploiters,
gave up even these rights only after a fight.

George Washington, Slaveholder

And the American Revolution fell far short of com-
pleting the bourgeois democraticrevolution, leaving the
barbaric system of slavery intact, which was to grow
and flourish for the first eighty years of the democra-
tic republic, until swept away by the Civil War. George

Washington, in fact, was one of the principal slaveown-

ers and. land speculators of colonial days and threaten-
ed to resign his command as part of the Continental
Army until the anti-slavery section was eliminated
from the Declaration of Independence.

The bourgeoisie was the revolutionary class in that
it alone was in a position to advance the productive
forces of society; it alone could seize and hold power,
weld together a national market, concentrate the capi-
tal necessary for the building of roads and canals and
beginning factories. In the French Revolution, a bour-

geois revolution of much more thoroughgoing character,

that occurred only a few years later, the “radicals,"
the small shopkeepers and craftsmen, actually held
power for awhile. But because they were not a class
in a position to organize and advance society, they
could not hold power, and inevitably power returned

| back into the hands of the bourgeoisie.

The *“radical’’ section of the American Revolution
was even weaker than in the French—the basic elements
of a proletariat were much less developed because the
abundance of cheap land made it possible for all but
the slaves:and Indians to become small property own-
ers. The fact that the development of a proletariat
had not yet taken place and that class distinctions in
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general remained fluid'is shown by the provision in
the Bill of Rights granting the right of the people to
“keep and bear arms."

The American Revolution resulted in the bourgeoi-
sie gaining control over the State, that is establishing
a bourgeois dictatorship. The old colonial legislatures
became the basis of the new power in the states, and
the Continental Congress became the forerunner of
the Federal Government. The American Revolution
did not break up or smash the old state apparatus, it
wrested it away from the British and perfected it,
Tom Paine wrote in Common Sense, ‘“the most power-
ful of all arguments (for independence) is that nothing
but independence, i.e. a continental form of govern-
ment, can keep the peace of the continent and pre-
serve it inviolate from civil wars. | dread the event of
a reconciliation ' with Britain now...that it will be fol-
lowed by a revolt somewhere or other, the consequen-
ces of which may be far more fatal than all the malice
of Britain.'

Then as now, bourgeois democracy meant real dem-
ocracy only for the bourgeoisie, and dictatorship and
oppression for the masses of people. And of course
this became even more so as capitalism increasingly
divided society into hostile camps.

Freedom to trade freely throughout the world;
freedom to hire and to fire; the control of the bour-
geoisie over the State to coin money, establish a na-
tional debt and raise an army; the building of roads
and canals; the settlement of the West—these were the
real fruits of the American Revolution.

And these things led to the rapid growth of capital-
ismin the U.S. Within a few years the first factories
were set up as soon as the American capitalists were
able to steal the blueprints from the British. Capital-
ism developed society, but at the expense of the great
majority—of the workers whom it chained to wage
slavery, of Blacks who were turned into outright pro-
perty, and of the Indians who were nearly extermin-
ated in the process.

Two Hostile Camps

-The cleavage of society into two great hostile camps—
the working class and the capitalists—is not a step
away from the social system created by the American
Revolution, but in fact is the result of it. The revolu-
tionary essence of the American Revolution was that
it opened the door for precisely such capitalist deve-
lopment.

Back in those days the tools at men’s disposal to
squeeze an existence out of the earth were very limited.
Almost everything was produced by hand, and most of
it individually. The modern working class did not exist
in this country. Under such doncitions a society with-
out exploitation was impossible, the “equality of man®
merely a dream of the oppressed and a deception by
the bourgeoisie. Only capitalism, in which all the pro-
ducts of the workers’ labor become commodities to
be bought and sold in the market place, and the ability
of the worker to labor, itself becomes a commodity,
only such a system could advance society at that time.
It was the only thing possible.

But today the class relations of capitalism, the own-
ership of the means of production by a handful of cap-
italists while the bulk of the rest of society is reduced
to wage slavery, to spend a life time enriching them,
can no longer advance society. On the contrary, this
very relationship is what breeds misery for the masses
of people. It is what brings crisis and stands in the way
of the working class utilizing the tremendous produc-
tive capacity that exists today to conquer the earth,
and create a world free of poverty and exploitation.

The capitalist would like to have us believe that the
system we live under today is the best that we could
ever hope for. But today much more is possible than
in 1776. A new class is on the scene, the modern work-
ing class, and we have no more need for a two hundred
year old political and economic system than we have
for the blacksmith forge or the splnnlng wheel. @

Bwton Massacre 1 770 As the cantradfct;ons sharpened berween the Bnrrsh ru!ers and the yaung and deve!opmg cal-
omes the British resorted to stronger repressive measures and opened their guns on the peaple.

in the cities of the northern colonies played this role.
During the course of the Revolution the masses.of



Meetings
Held To
Honor

Life Of
Chou En-lai

Throughout the world millions of people have
mourned the death of Comrade Chou En-lai. In this
country the Revolutionary Communist Party and the
Revolutionary Student Brigade, as well as other pro-
gressive forces sponsored meetings and other comme-
morative events to honor the memory of this great revo-
lutionaiy and to learn from the example of his life.

At meetings called by the RCP in most major in-
dustrial cities and many other places speakers from
the Party emphasized that Chou En-lai was not only
a leader of the struggles of the Chinese people, he was
a leader of our class, the working class of all coun-
tries. Chou En-lai’s whole life was marked by his
commitment to the revolutionary struggles of the
working class worldwide and to the tasks of strength-
ening the rule of the proletariat in China and advancing
toward communism.

Discussions and speeches at the Party’s commemaor-
ative meetings centered on the encouragement and
inspiration Chou's !ife gives for our own revolution-
ary struggles. It was pointed out that Chou was above
all a revolutionary fighter committed to the libera-
tion of the people of China from the misery of feud-
alismrand capitalist exploitation. He was not an
idealist who just hoped that this would happen and
who became discouraged and threw up his hands
when the going got rough. He grasped the science ‘of
Marxism-Leninism, Mao Tsetung Thought which
shows the inevitablility of the overthrow of the rule
of the capitalist class and provides a firm basis for
developing the struggle to make the liberation of the
masses of people a reality.

In the face of the many difficulties and setbacks
that confronted the Chinese people and their Party
in the course of 50 years of struggle against efforts
by foreign imperialists, Chinese capitalists, revision-
ists and capitalist roaders within the Chinese Com-
munist Party itself, Chou En-lai based himself on the
principles of Marxism-Leninism and kept his faith in
the ability of the people to make revolution. Through-
out the twists and turns, advances and setbacks of the
revolutionary struggle, Chou stood firmly with the
interests of the working class and oppressed people,
learned from them and led them, and held high the
banner of working class rule.

The Revolutionary Student Brigade also sponsored
broad meetings of students on many campuses in
tribute to Chou En-lai. Photo displays, articles in
student newspapers and literature tables helped build
these meetings. Nearly one hundred students parti-
cipated at the University of lllinois and 150 turned
out in Nerman, Oklahoma. At U.C. Berkeley 200
people heard the speeches. The Brigade reported
that ““we found a lot of enthusiasm and interest about
China, socialism and revolution. Most people had a
lot of basic questions like ‘Are people really free’
and ‘How does socialism work?* At many places,
people stayed long after, asking questions about
socialism and China and discussing revolution in the
LESE

In several cities the U.S.-China Peoples Friend-
ship Association sponsored or participated in com-
memorations which themselves testified to the great
progress that has been made in developing friendship
and understanding between the people of the U.S.
and China. In New York over 1500 people attended
the meeting. Chou En-lai, as part of the collective
leadership of the Chinese Communist Party and
Premier of the National State Council played an im-
portant role in advancing this growing friendship.

In accordance with his wishes Chou En-lai’‘s ashes
were spread over China, to whose liberation he had
made areat contributions. But the example and mem-
ory of this great revolutionary communist has spread
throughout the world. B

Correction: There was a misprint in the English sec-
tion of the January 15, 1976 issue of Revolution. In
the commemoration to Chou En-lai, the last sentence
should read, ““In this moment of solemn reflection, we
strenathen our resolve to unite the universal truth of
Marzism-Leninism, Mad Tsetung Thought with the con-
erete practice of United States revolution in solidarity
with the revolutionary struggle of the people of the
world."
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Busing...

Continued from page 2

the struggle.

CFAS was not the only organization out there—
there were organizations consciously trying to'lead
the struggle of the masses against the busing plan down
a dead end. Besides the bourgeoisie itself there were
its handmaidens. Mothers Alert Detroit (MAD) is a
whites only organization on the northeast side who
think of themselves as ROAR's counterpart in Detroit.
But unlike ROAR, MAD didn't have the open backing
of such powerful political hacks and businessmen, who
didn‘t think their line would get over with the workers
in Detroit. Like ROAR, their line wasa combination
of veiled racism and slobbering about their “sacred
rights of Americans® like ““there goes 200 years of free-
domon a bus.” They talked about “protecting the
standards in the schools’ and “the right to keep our
neighborhoods as they are."

Many honest people hooked up with them and
later came over to CFAS because ““They're racial and
they don‘t do anything anyway.”" When it got right
down to it, what MAD was pushing as a solution to
the busing plan was putting kids into private schools
and running away to the suburbs. A secondary aspect
of their line was channeling the masses’ questions a-
bout the system raised by the busing plan into anti-
communism—"the busing plan is part of a plot by com-
munists to take over the country and Judge Demascio
is their right hand man.’* But their main role was to
lead the struggle down a dead end.

Metropolitan Area Parents against forced busing
(MAP), a group in the southwest in an unholy alliance
with MAD, had the same line—particularly “run to
the private schools and suburbs.” Once active, their
no-fight line led to an ebb in their activity until CFAS
began to lead the struggle in that area, and MAP pop-
ped up to pimp off the gains made there. They‘re pro-
moting their leader as the next school board hack, and
peddling their votes to whichever politician says he
will stop the busing plan and push a constitutional
amendment. .

While the main line of the bourgeoisie was “take
your poison peacefully—it’s the law, its media con-
stantly promoted groups like these as the “anti-busing
movement’’ in hopes of splitting Black workers, es-
pecially, off from the movement to stop the plan.

From the other side, there was the NAACP. Al-
though originally they had pushed for a plan that
would include the suburbs; they called for support of
the Detroit busing plan as a step towards Black child-
ren receiving better education. They pushed the rot-
ten line, “the green follows the white*’—as if the rul-
ing class gave a damn about any working class kid's
education. They played on the fact that the Black
schools are the worst of a bad lot to raise questions
in the minds of Black workers that maybe this plan
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would mean a little better education for their child-
ren. And all along, they resorted to vicious “honky"*
baiting—*‘Let the whites leave the city, so much the
better“—and slandered any resistance to the busing
plan as “racist." The ruling class media also gave
these vermin plenty of buildup.

But when the busing plan started, and there was
no fighting at the schools, the ruling class was quick
to pat themselves on the back. They turned the
schools into armed camps, with police cars, helicopters
and local mini-stations to receive the non-existent
“racist mobs."

The working class itself takes credit for the fact
that there was no violence directed at each other or
at any children the first ten days of the busing plan.
The struggle against the busing plan in Detroit has
been marked, right from the beginning, by a strongly
expressed desire for unity on the part of the workers.
There are many examples of this. At a picket line at
the federal building with parents from the Southwest,
the' KKK tried to sneak into the line and turn it into
a flag waving KKK demonstration. When a parent ex-
posed them, the masses chased the KKK worm out,
shouting “‘Get out of here! We don’t stand for what
you stand for,” and made sure to pass the CFAS bro-
chures out to people on the street, to show what they
did stand for.

But as many workers point out, the rotten condi-
tions in the schools make for an‘explosive situation.
The working class still hates the busing plan and all
it means for its children. Kids are made to wait up to
an hour at the bus stop, for buses that sometimes nev-
er come. Some children don't get home from school
till nearly 5 PM, after riding buses for up to six miles.
Buses have been involved in several accidents and many
near misses in heavy traffic. At the schools two grades
are being taught in the same room by the same teacher.
Class sizes have increased, while four schools have clo-
sed and 24 more have been slated to go. At the Wilkins
school on the East side, students found the library and
a special reading lab the parents themselves had paid
for padlocked and several teachers missing.

This is going on all over the city as the ruling class
grabs its chance to snatch back what little benefits
the working class had won in the schools and creates
conditions to get us fighting over the crumbs. Real
estate vultures have been calling people, saying “We
hear your children are being bused—want to sell your
house?’’ and the masses tell them, “'Go to hell—we’re
not moving.” This is just one more ugly aspect of
how profit figures into the busing plan.

A number of so-called “communists’’ in Detroit,
who are really nothing more than opportunists with
petty bourgeois contempt for the working class, work-
ed hand in hand with the ruling class to get the busing
plan through. They lectured to people about how
racist they were for being against busing. One group,
the “Communist Labor Party,” formed *’Let’s make it
work committees'’ with PRO Detroit and actually de-
manded that harming a bus be made a capital offense
punishable by death. But these opportunists were
left high and dry on Monday, Jan. 26, when they
stood alone on the street corners waiting for the “rac-
ists"’ to attack the children. People had real contempt
for these fools. As one woman put it ““What do they
think, we're going to attack our own children?*’

Fight Will Continue

On the day the busing plan started and a few days
afterwards, thousands of people, Black and white,
kept their children home. Attendance was down
40.5% at the “‘affected’’ schools. The boycott wasn't
organized enough to be a real strong front in the fight
against the busing plan, but showed how much the
working class in Detroit hated the plan and laid the
basis for further struggle. CFAS took the struggle in-
to the enemy camp with a militant picket line at the
school board on January 26 chanting, ‘““They
lay us off, they drive us down, and now they‘re push-
ing our kids round, no way!” People cheered when a
member of CFAS, a woman whose kids go to the Maybur
school in southwest Detroit, told it like it is, ““Are we sup
posed to believe that the same people who brought us un:
employment, wars and crumbling cities are now inter-
ested in integration and quality education? No way !
This picket line with its call to unite and keep up
the fight summed up the views of working people all
over the city about the busing plan. During the Frank-
lin struggle, one of the mothers explained why they
were fighting so hard, “’A lot of us didn‘t finish school
and some of our parents didn‘t even go at all. We're
determined our children will have a good education.
My daughter had a problem learning to read. But af-
ter the parents got together and fought for a better
reading program, things really improved. Now she
really likes school. We're not about to send her to
another school.”
The working class hated the busing plan, and des-

~ pite the tremendous push of the ruling class, struggled

to unite and fight it. The fight is going to continue
against this busing plan, the inequality in the schools
and the cutbacks going along with it. At one regional
school board meeting recently large numbers of work-
ers came out to raise hell, As one parent said—"This
is my first time here, but it won't be'the last.” B
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Paul
Robeson:
Freedom
Fighter

Paul Robeson died on January 23 at the age of 77.
Immediately the newspapers and TV and radio ran ob-
ituaries about him. They noted how he was the first
Black All-American football player, Phi Betta KKappa
at Rutgers University, an internationally reknowned
actor and singer who starred in Broadway plays and in
the movies and brought down the houses in Europe,

+Africa and Asia.

Now that he’s dead some of the bourgeoisie even
feel it's safe to say that the man was a bitter critic
of racism, a supporter of socialism and a man who
cooperated closely with the Communist Party, USA.
After years of constant harassment, they're tipping
their hats to his memory—making him out to be the
“rare” man, the one man out of millions. They do
this in order to gut out the real essence of what Paul
Robeson was—an anti-imperialist fighter, who stood
with the masses in their struggles, who put palitics in
command of his art. He saw no art apart from the
struggle of Black people to be free and the struggle of
the working class against imperialism. He used his
talents to serve the people’s struggle.

Who was Paul Robeson, who has been lost to most
of the last generation of Americans? Many people re-
member him best as a singer who sang sangs of the
people’s struggle all over the world, as an artist who
joined their picket lines. The memory of Robeson
evokes strong emotions among the Welsh miners, who
remember when he came to the Rhondda Valley, lived
with them and portrayed their culture and struggle in
the film Proud Valley (1939): In welding his art to
his strong political convictions he became an inspira-
tion to masses worldwide and an enemy to the ruling
class. h

Lived Overseas for Many Years

Faced with very limited opportunities in the U.S.
as a Black artist, Robeson went and lived abroad from
1927 until 1939, much of it in London. Before going
overseas Robeson had spoken out against injustices
here—against discrimination, Jim Crow, oppression of
Black people, and his experiences abroad firmed up
and further developed his political convictions. Early
on he came into contact with Africans and became
aware of the national liberation movements and anti-
colonial struggles around the world, including the Chin-
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Paul Robeson singing at Peekskill, NY, in 1949, surroun-

ded by workers organized to defend the concert.

ese revolution. It was his interest in-the liberation
struggles of African people that first led him to visit
the then socialist Soviet Union. He developed a feel-
ing of common unity with “the many millions who
earned their bread by honest toil'’—the working class
of Ireland, Wales, Scotland and England.

The years 1934 and 1938 were very important
in his life. In 1934 he. made his first of many visits to *
the Soviet Union. Knowing well the conditions of
life for the masses in the U.S. and in other capitalist
countries, he contrasted life under capitalism with real

working class rule. It was there he saw that “’there are .

no heights man can‘t scale.”” He saw the great strides
the peoples of many nationalities had made in 20
years since the Revolution and the elimination of dis-
crimination and building of unity in-the course of the
battle to build a new society. Later, in speaking of
the Soviet Union and other socialist countries, he
wrote of, ‘‘my deep conviction that for all mankind a
socialist society represents an advance to a higher stage
of life—that it is a form of society which is economi-
cally, socially, culturally, and ethically superior to a
system based on production for private profit.”*

His convictions were neither swayed by the pro-
mise of gain nor the threat of loss. In 1936 the Re-
publican Party national chairman proposed that he
campaign for Alf Landon. His reward would be that as
an actor he could write his own ticket to stardom. He
declined. Many times he gave up chances for profit-
able appearances to be where he was needed by the
struggle.

A Consistent Internationalist

During the Japanese invasion of China, Robeson
‘toured Europe and the U.S. giving benefit concerts
for China Relief. He rejoiced with the Chinese people
in every victory over reaction and saw their revolution
as the inspiring example to the people of Africa and
all oppressed people. Robeson helped to popularize

¢ China’s struggle and her music. In 1941 he recorded a

benefit album—Chee Lai (Chinese for “arise’).
Spain ‘'wasa major turning point’“in his life. He

‘ sang for the Republican troops and the International

Brigades who were fighting Franco’s fascist troops. It
‘was in Spain that he saw ““the connections between

Recent Documents from
China On Foreign Affairs
" China Books & Periodicals

U.S. Importers and Distributors of Publications

from the People’s Republic of China

The Vietnamese People’s Great Victory—35¢.
Great Victory of the Cambodian Peoples—25¢.

Chinese-Korean Friendship—50¢.

Congress—including Chou En-lai’s speech

Documents from the Fourth National People’s

on the world situation. 35¢ paper, $1 cloth.

Peking Review—weekly information and anal-
ysis of China’s foreign relations, particularly
with countries of the Third World. $4.50/
year, airmail.

(Bullk rates available)

Send orders to China Books & Periodicals:
2929 24th St.
San Francisco, CA 94110

210 W. Madison
Chicago, IL 60606

| enclose $

Name

Address

City State

Free catalog on request.

125 5th Ave. -
New York, NY 10003

Page 15

the problem of all oppressed people and the necessity
of the artist to participate fully.” With world war on
the horizon, Robeson returned home to take partin

the struggle, together with the struggle of all workers.

Back in the U.S. during the war years, Robeson
stepped up his political activity, constantly speaking
out and criticizing the ruling class for denying Black
people of their democratic rights. The bourgeoisie
held back from major attacks on him during the years
of alliance with the Soviet Union. But at the end of
the war, the bourgeoisie, fearful of the growing strug-
gle of the workingiclass, took off after him and other
supporters and members of the Communist Party.

The witchhunts began in earnest after he made a
remark to the World Peace Congress in Paris, in 1949,
where he declared, *'It is unthinkable that American
Negroes will go to war on behalf of those who have
oppressed us for generations against a country (the
Soviet Union) which in one generation has raised our
people to the full dignity of mankind.”

Branded a subversive for refusing to sign the then
required non-Communist oath, the State Department
deprived him of his passport. He was guilty, they said;
“in view of his frank admission that he has been for
years active politically in behalf of independence of the
colonial people of Africa.” Robeson did not back down
from his stand in the face of this. While this won him
the support of the masses, he lost concert bookings,
and concerts that were held were disrupted by profes-
sional vigilantes. His income dropped from $100,000
in 1947 to $6,000 in 1952, '

Stood Firm Under Attack

Paul Robeson would not compromise his political
convictions for his career, unlike many artists who
came forward and then were influenced by the revi-
sionismin the CPUSA. So many of those artists saw
themselves as artists first and revolutionaries second.
They were caught up in the contradiction that capital-
ism confrontsall artists: **“How can | make a living?
How can | survive as an artist if my work is revolution-
ary and the bourgeoisie tries to stifle it and keep it

from the public?** In the face of this Robeson boldly

stood with the masses in their struggles. And older
workers, both Black and white, remember him for
that. When professional bookings were denied him,
workers opened their union halls.

In August of 1949 in Peekskill, N.Y., Robeson was
scheduled to do a concert. Reactionaries and hood-
lums aided by police and state troopers attacked it
and busted it up, leaving many with serious injuries.
Not to be stopped, the Communist Party and thou-
sands of workers rallied and formed defense quards
around the concert site and on September 4 the con-
cert was held with 30,000 in attendance. :

After his passport had been revoked and he wa
forbidden to travel, he was invited to sing for the
Canadian Mine, Mill and Smelter Worker’s Union. In
a show of solidarity and contempt for the bourgeoi-
sie’s ruling, thousands of workers travelled long dis-
tances to Peace Arch Park on the border between the
U.S. and Canada to hear him sing.

An older American worker who remembers him
said: “‘It was about 30 years ago when the old Com-
munist Party was still revolutionary. The Party held
a rally at the old Baltimore Coliseum on Monroe Street
and Paul Robeson was the featured speaker. | was so
excited about seeing him I, myself, sold over 100 tic-
kets to the affair. The hall was bursting full up with
working people and Paul Robeson was inspirational.

It was a glorious evening. He sang songs of working
people in struggle. When he spoke, he both made
people aware of what was going on and got our enthu-
siasm up for the struggle. He was a real fighter for the
working class.'’

During Robeson’s several decades of revolutionary
activity he made many important contributions te the
struggle of the working class and the oppressed for
emancipation. Millions of Black peaple in the U.S.
saw Robeson as a leader for their fight for liberation
and he continually sought to strengthen the links bet-
ween the Black people’s struggle and the worldwide
struggle of the working class and oppressed peoples.

But even as he made these great contributions,

Paul Robeson became influenced by the revisionism
always present within the CPUSA which led to the CP's
abandonment of revolution and the cause of the work-
ing class. For example he wrote, “Freedom can be ours,
here and.now: the long sought goal of full citizenship
ander the Constitution is now within our reach,’” as if
freedom for Blacks, or as a matter of fact any working
people, is possible short of the revolutionary victory.

But Paul Robeson was a staunch fighter. And, he
remained a friend of China—even in the days of the
heated polemics with the Soviet Union, although he
never came out against the revisionists. Eventually
Robeson'’s passport was renewed in 1958. He traveled
on a world tour for the next five years fallingill in
1961,

His whole life proved him to be a brave and fearless
fighter against oppression and exploitation. The work-
ing class’ tribute lies in building the struggle Paul Robe-
son was so much a part of—to rid the world of the cap-
italist parasites so that working people of all national-
ities can live in freedom. @
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Garment...

Continued from page 1

pant in the industry. The current union wage in
women’s and children’s clothes manufacturing is
$3.05an hour. Garment workers are paid by piece
rates and theoretically their wages are not supposed
to fall below this level. In fact, the union has seldom

enforced this minimum, and in reality, it has been mean-

ingless. And garment workers face a constant fight a-
gainst higher quotas and speedup to stop the bosses’ ef-
forts to cut piece work rates. Hardly a day goes by
without a work stoppage over rates in some shop.

The whole question of piece rates and the en-
forecement of the minimum is one of the most im-
portant issues in the contract demands of the work-
ers. Asa rank and file committee for a decent con-
tract in the Bay Area put it “We need a wage raise
now! Not in cents but in dollars. And we demand
the same standards in all the shops... We are fed up
with the piece rates making us responsible for our in-
comes. We demand a living wage now!"

Overcoming Divisions Through Struggle

The garment bosses have always used the fact that
most garment workers are recent immigrants to try
and divide the workers and to intimidate them from
building struggle against miserable wages'and work-
ing conditions, by threats of deportation and'immi-
gration raids. In November and December, as the con-
tract negotiations were getting under way, there were
four immigration raids a week in the New York gar-
ment center, where as many as 30 people were picked
up in each raid. The Garment Workers Committee and
other workers organizations in the UWO have raised
the demand to “Defend the Foreign Born" \and the
Committee has seen it as an important issue in the fight
of the garment workers.

Organizing against the garment bosses is made dif-
ficult by the way they have set up the industry. In
New York City, for example, there are literally thou-
sands of small contract shops, some with as few as ten
workers. One large manufacturer may have as many
as 20 shops doing its production. Even the large manu-
facturing shops often sub-contract out a lot of their
work to smaller shops.

But despite these obstacles, the efforts to mobilize
the anger and hatred of the workers into a campaign
of struggle around these contracts has been growing.
The Garment Workers Committee of the UWO has put
forward demands that sum up the immediate needs
and interests of the | LGWU rank and file in the'area.

1.) Substantial wage increases, stopping the mur-

derous rate-cutting and enforcement of the
guaranteed wage minimum.

=~ 2.) Job Security—No Lay offs! Stop runaways
and closings and oppose the various one week
on and one week off tricks of the bosses. De-
cent benefits for those out of work.

3.) A real retirement plan—a decent pension and

benefits.

Workers and Companies Together?

The line of the | LGWU leadership has always been
to look out for the interests of the employers first.
After all, they explain, if the companies are not mak-
ing an adequate profit, they will close.down or move
their shops overseas or to some non-union area. To
help keep industry profits upthey have defended
keeping wages down and have never seriously at-
tempted to enforce the wage guarantees or piece work
rates.

And as if that wasn’t enough, the ILGWU has
taken the wages workers pay into the union trea-
sury and loaned it to the employers. On numerous
occasions they have suspended the payment the
shops are supposed to make into the union benefit
funds—sometimes for years. It's happened that shops
have gone out of business, leaving workers holding the
bag with no pension or benefits.

The union has also fallen right in behind the em-
ployers’ screams about foreign competition. The new
union leadership has tried to cloak itself i rhe mantle
of new, modern, dynamic leadership, but they sing the
same old tune: support your capitalist. A “Buy Amer-
ica’’ campaign, which the union passes off as a “Union
Label” drive has been slicked up and pushed heavily.
The message is “don’t blame the bosses, or even if
youdo you can't fight them. It's the imports and
cheap foreign labor that’s to blame for all our prob-
lems.”t It's with this view in their hearts that they have
come up with a contract that emphasizes making the
industry more “‘productive.”’

Mot surprisingly, the employers have announced
that the dressmakers’ contract “'is one we can live
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with.”" The contract calls for a 26% raise over 40
months. But even this increase, below the rate of in-
flation, is more outrageous than it seems. It breaks
down to a 12% increase for the lower paid operators
and a barely adequate 35% increase for the higher
paid cutters. The retirement benefits increase is only
from 5% to 6% of the payroll. For most workers
who now receive about $100 a month pension (and
some get less that $50) that would mean an increase
to $120 per month. Welfare benefits are to be in-
ccreased by one-half percent of the payroll during
the course of the contract. In addition, there isa
provision for a 90 day study “'by both parties to see
whether the workers need increased benefits,'’ ac-
cording to the New York Times.

But the heart of the unions “revolutionary new
contract" is their scheme for setting piece rates,
The NYT says, “For the first time the union will offer
employers an incentive to modernize their plants and
increase productivity... The union is promising to re-
late the piece rates to the work cycle in the plant,
meaning that the rates could be lower if the output
was higher.”

The real effect of this contract is not hard to see.

The union president said “if this system of production -

is such that with the same amount of effort and

sweat a worker can produce more, we'll take a little
less, provided the workers can share in the benefits of
efficiency.” This *'sharing the benefits’” program is
nothing but a plan to chain the workers even tighter to
the profits drives of the companies—the source of
their miseries and the target of their struggles. And
this is the scheme the hacks hold up as a model for

the industry and want to impose on the remaining
ILGWU contracts this year.

The bourgeoisie is already patting themselves on
the back over this first garment contract. Business
Week magazine notes that this is a big year for major
wage settlements. '* Some 4.5 million workers in com-
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panies employing 1,000 or more workers will be get-
ting new contracts... The year started on a note of
restraint though. The first major union to come to
bat, the International Ladies’ Garment Workers’ Union,
settled for an average of 7%% for the first year of the
contract, less than that in the second and third years."

Wide Resistance

But the growing battles of garment workersin New
York and around the country, as well as workers in
other industries, is an indication that there is going to
be sharp struggle against the capitalists efforts to ride
roughshod on the workers’ backs.

A good example of this, is the battle building
among workers in the Amalgamated Clothing Work-
ers Union at Farah Pants Mfg. in Texas. After 22
.months of a bitter strike that won wide support and
inspired thousands of workers in industries through-
out the country, the workers won a union and a
cantract two years ago. Since the workers' victory,
Farah has never let up their efforts to take back the
gains the workers have won and bust the union.

Recently the struggle there has sharpened as the
rank and file have been holding rallies in the plants
and parking lots (a tactic developed during the union
organizing drive) as part of their move to go on the
offensive to build the union. The contract does not
expire until March of 1977, but there is a reopener la-
ter this year around insurance and other benefits.

Farah workers are looking forward to the reopener to
build strength for the contract next year and the bat-
tles ahead.

From coast to coast, this year is certain to be a
year of growing organization and struggle in the gar-

- ment industry, as the workers determination deepens

‘to build the union, break the present hold of the
officials on their struggles, and build the movement
against their conditions.

7~ |
“There’s Blood

On The Tracks”

The steel mills and factories of this country are death-traps. In Cleveland so far this year 4 have died in
the steel mills. A steelworker died between 2 railroad cars on’a Blast Furnace trestle, and the rail-roader

died in a similar accident down on the tracks.

At Republic Steel a worker was killed because a cement truck had no brakes. And a steelworker died in
a collision on the Clark Ave. bridge because he couldn’t see for the thick fog billowing out of J&L.

In all the mills in the country, the rate of disabling injuries has jumped over 25% in the last few years.

In the Iron Producing Department at J&L this month’s safety sign proclaims, “‘Carelessness Causes Acci-
dents.”” That’s what all the bosses say to take the heat off.them and to lay the blame for unsafe and miser-
able working conditions on the workers. But we know what's causing these “accidents.”” All the companies
care about is the number of tons produced; whether steelworkers get hurt or die is of little concern to the

owners of the mill.

But people are starting to band together, and get better organized to fight against a// the rotten condi-
tions we are facing.- A workers” movement in the mills, mines and factories of America is growing and aims
to turn things‘around. That scares pure hell out of the owners of J&L, Republic, etc. And for our brothers
who have died...the greatest service we can do them is to join in and build this fight.

The following poem was written in January, 1976, in memorium to the four men killed at J&L and

Republic:

There’s blood on the trestles and blood on the tracks
in the Flats at J&L—

There’s death on the bridge coming over the ridge
and there’s death at Republic as well.

There are many whove cried for the 4 that have died—
as into the earth they have sown them,

There’s blood on the tracks at J&L,
and on the hands of the people that own them.

““Carelessness Causes Accidents’’ reads the safety sign
down at the mill.

But conditions get worse as they bring up the hearse;
and another man’s signing his will.

And the foremen push harder, so the profits climb farther—

as they smile for the bones that are thrown them);
There's nothing worse than a company. man—
except for the people that own them.

Reprinted from The Worker for the Cleveland-
Northeast Ghio Area.
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on the furnace where iron ore’s smelting,
Our anger is burning as hot as the ore,
as hot as the steel that we’re melting...
And as we unite building 1 common fight—
we won 't give up, or sellout, or crack.
We’ve carried the bosses for 200 years—
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sided and forever dependent manner, according to what
was most profitable. It was particularly disastrous be-
cause Cuba failed to produce the 10 million tons, but
even if this goal'had been surpassed the basic effect of
the economy’s structure—its dependence is on imperi-
alism—would have remained the same. And in this sit-
uation it is definitely more profitable to grow cane than
develop industry in Cuba—otherwise the U.S. imperial-
ists would have industrialized Cuba long ago. Even in
‘the last few years, when very high market prices for su-
gar have allowed Cuba to make some profit on its for-
eign trade for the first time, “‘economics’* still dictated
that it be plowed back into making the sugar industry
even bigger and more profitable. '

Profit in Command

At the recent party congress Castro spoke as though
“the profitability criterion’ had been unknown in Cuba
for many years. In fact, the decision to expand sugar
production showed that from the start his government's
strategy for building “socialism' was based on profitabil-
ity. This was not a mistake—it was a class decision, a
basic political step that decided what road Cuba was to
take and what classes would benefit from it.

Even under socialism the working class must take in-
to account “profitability,” but profit remains an econo-
mic category reflecting the old, capitalist relations of
production. Put simply this means that the working
class, through the state, must consider the cost, in mo-
ney, that goes into the production of things (wages,
the price of raw materials, etc.) and the price at which
the goods produced are sold—generally prices are ex-
pected to cover costs and produce a surplus. But the
aim of production under socialism is not profit.

Under socialism it is the political line ofithe work-
ing class—its conscious decisions through its party and
its state—that determines economic policy, “the plan®
for what will be produced and how. Fundamentally,
the plan is based on taking account of the material
things in society (the workers, available machinery,
raw materials etc.) to meet the needs of society—food,
clothing, schools, new factories, etc. The basic purpose
of the working class recognizing the criterion of profit is
so that it can wage a political struggle to restrict, to lim-
it, and eventually to do away with it completely. To
base an economy on “the profitability criterion® is
capitalism, not socialism.

Neither can the working class build socialism by rely-
ing on foreign aid or trade, no matter how . well intend-
ed. This is because its goal, communism and classless
society, is not just a matter of abundance. But that is

exactly how Castro explained it to the masses, as if com-
~unism were just a pie in the sky promise of better times.
For its own liberation, the working class has to lead the
masses of people in transforming conditions in each coun-
try, wiping out the material and social basis of class con-
tradictions'and training the masses in the outlook of
the proletariat, so that everyone becomes a worker and
the workers are conscious masters of production and
every aspect of society. Only on that basis will classes
disappear and communism be won.

Self reliance, unleashing, organizing and relying on
the creative power of the masses within each country
is the only way the working class can break the econo-
mic and social chains of capitalism.

Didn’t Diversify Agriculture

Cuba couldn’t waste the sugar by letting it rot in
‘the fields, or forget about using it to buy some imports
if it could. But especially because not only Cuba’s agri-
culture but its whole economy was dominated by sugar
it had to diversify its crops as the only possible basis
for breaking out of its neo-colonial structure.

In a system where the basic principle upon which
all decisions are made is the needs of society and not
profit, feeding the people and feeding them well is ba-
sic. The fact that the profitability of sugar has always
pushed aside less profitable food crops made a lot of
food staples very expensive and scarce for the masses.

Furthermore, unless agriculture was diversified and
developed, Cuba would never have a basis for complete
industrialization, either in raw materials from agricul-
ture {for which Cuba still largely is dependent on im-
ports) nor in terms of developing a market for machi-
nery and consumer goods.

Castro argued that it was much cheaper to import
tractors from the Soviet Union, where factories could
churn them out by the millions, than to set up factor-
ies in Cuba, which didn‘t need that many tractors. But
again this is capitalist economics. If Cuba didn’t devel-
op its industry, even though this might be more “effi-
cient” in the short run, then in the long run it would
always be dependent on imported manufactured goods.

in “generously” providing Cuba with “aid’* and en--
couraging it to enormously increase its production of
sugar, the USSR was doing exactly as the U.S. had
done—strengthening the most backward aspect of the
Cuban economy—its dependence on sugar production.
This meant reproducing in a new form the old content—
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in the Western Hemisphere.

export of capital to the colony, colonial dependence
on the imperialist “mother country.” It also meant
that the Cuban leaders, by ruling Cuba under these
conditions, were fast becoming sugar lords and depen-
dent capitalists.

The decision on sugar was no mere.mis-step by the
Cuban leadership. The example and experience of all
socialist construction, including some recent experi-
ence in China and Albania, served as unmistakeable ex-

amples of the difference between the socialist and capi-

talist road on the question of developing the economy.
Khruschev, who, had led in the establishment of a
new exploiter ruling class in the USSR after Stalin’s

death, had tried to overthrow working class rule in China

and Albaniaand bring those countries under the Soviet

thumb, by ripping out Soviet technicians and blueprints

and cutting off important supplies without warning.
They even imposed an economic blockade around Al-
bania, while threatening still more drastic action. Des-
pite the fact that both countries were also very poor,
and the fact that China is on the Soviet border and tiny
Albania is surrounded by hostile states, the working
class of these countries had done their best to develop
them according to the principle of self-sufficiency and
self-reliance, and they were able to resist Khruschev’s
offensive, although not without cost. : :
The Cuban leadership often claimed that the U.S.
blockade, the threat of aggression, and Cuba’s short
supply of some key natural resources forced them to
hitch their wagon to the Soviet Union. But despite
whatever real obstacles that did exist to building gen-
uine socialism in- Cuba, these were certainly no greater
than the conditions faced in real socialist countries.
In fact, Cuba’s most important resource, the working
class itself, was much larger than in Albania, for exam-

dictator Machado after a national general strike and the
armed sejzure of many sugar }fmfﬂs, ports and a U.S. owned
steel mill. The Cuban working class has a glorious tradi-
tion of revolutionary struggle against imperialism. By pro-
mising the workers socialism while continuing to chain
them to the system of wage slavery, the Cuban bourgeoi-
sie and their Soviet masters are playing with fire. The Cu-
ban working class and people are sure to rise in revolution
and overthrow the rule of their oppressors and build a
genuine socialist society.

Soviet warships and submarines call reqularly in Cuba where the Soviets mainain their only secure naval facilities

1933: Cubans in Havana ce!egrate toppling of U.S. puppet

ple.

In fact, the blockade, far from being a justification
for reliance on the Soviets, was itself yet another rea-
son for self-reliance: to avoid the threat of strangula-
tion the economy could not be based on the assump-
tion that ships would always be able to reach Cuba.

The Soviet Union, for its part, did oppose the
U.S. when it suited their interests and even used Cuba
to shake a few more sabers in the U.S. imperialists”
faces, but as the Cuba missile crisis proved, they were
quite willing to use Cuba as a pawn to be traded to the
U.S..if that proved to be to their advantage.. And as
the development of things showed, Soviet military
“protection,” like Soviet “aid’’ and trade, meant Soviet
protection of its property and the end of Cuban inde-
pendence.

China-Cuba Dispute

An incident between the Cuban and Chinese govern-
ments in 1966 shows just how fast the Cuban leaders
were going down the road of neo-colonial dependence,
and how much, despite all their revolutionary rhetaric,
their politics were increasingly dictated by the laws of
capitalism. China had doubled its shipment of rice to
Cuba for the year of 1965, at the Cuban government's
request, but when the Cuban government demanded
that China maintain that level permanently, the Chinese
government responded by saying they were willing to
talk about it but had some serious objections.

China’s aid and trade is fundamentally different
from that of the Soviet revisionists described earlier.
China’s aid is not an investment. Since China is ruled
by the working class and not the bourgeoisie, China's
aid and trade doesn’t serve the “‘profitability criter-
ion"'—it serves proletarian politics and is based on equa-
lity and mutual benefit.

. The Cuban government offered to pay for the in-
creased rice shipments with sugar, and if the Chinese
weren’t interested in that, with cash that China had
loaned the Cubans to help them diversify their econo-
my. China answered that whatever the sugar might
be worth in terms of money, they had no need for so
much sugar, while they did need'theTice. It was
needed not only for their own consumption and to
prepare a stockpile in case of war (China had recently
been attacked by India, which was armed and backed
by both the U.S. and the USSR), but also to supply
Vietnam, then at war with the U.S. imperialists.

China’s own bitter experience before and after its
liberation had taught it well that economic dependence
is a condition that revolution must end, an obstacle and
a burden to the people. The Cuban people’s rice ration
had stayed the same even when China’s rice shipments
doubled becausé the Cuban government was ripping up |
rice fields to plant sugar cane—since rice was not as
“‘convenient’” as sugar according to the profitability
principle. Using Chinese aid, which had been meant
to help Cuba break out of sugar’s chains, to buy rice
would only make this situation worse.

Castro’s response was to use the occasion of a Ha-
vana conference of some revolutionaries from Africa,
Asia and Latin America to publicly lash out at China
for “‘economic aggression.”” There he also made dis-
gusting personal slanders on' Mao Tsetung and called
for his removal from office. In the context of the
LSSR’s own attacks on China and the polemics
then réging between the parties of the two countries

Continued on page 18
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over the general line for the international communist
movement, this attack put Castro in particularly good
standing with his Soviet creditors—a truly disgusting
example of how the “profitability criterion’ ruled
Cuba’s politics.

Nationalization—For What Purpose?

Of course, this wasn’t the way Castro presented it.
Every step, every measure that the government took
was explained to the masses as a step towards ‘socia-
lism,” better yet, towards “‘communism.’”” But every
new nationalization, every new “revolutionary offen-
sive,”” every new opportunity presented to the masses
to show their real revolutionary enthusiasm, was in
fact guided by “the criterion of profitability’* and the
class interests of Cuba’s rulers.

In 1963, a few months after Castro’s visit to the
USSR'and the signing of the sugar deal, Castro an-
nounced that in addition to the great estates and the
property of the U.S. imperialists which had been seized
before, now the land of the medium growers was to be
confiscated. Those affected, growers with 160 to 990
acres—about 10,000 farmers and their families in all—
were accused by Castro of “sabotaging sugar produc-
tion” and aiding the CIA.

These were certainly not poor peasants, and couldn’t
be relied upon in the struggle to transform Cuba be-
cause they were exploiters themselves. Nevertheless,
many of these farmers had supported the 1959 revo-
lution because they had been severely restricted by the
big sugar companies.

We cannot say exactly what would have been the
correct policy toward these growers. The real point
is not whether the particular poelicy toward them was
a mistake or not. Mistakes need not be fatal and can
be corrected, given an overall correct line. The impor-
tant point is that, for the Cuban government, this poli-
cy was not at all based on how to develop socialist
agriculture. It wasn‘t even a matter of defense of the
revolution. For them, this complete expropriation was
a reflection of what had become their overall policy:
sacrifice everything to subordinate the maximum
amount of land to the sugar mills and make the cane
grow as cheaply as possible.

This exact same line—all out to turn the country into

an efficient sugar producing operation—came out dif-
ferently when applied to the several hundred thousand
poor farmers. As the people who grew so much of
Cuba's food, these peasants were potentially an impor-
tant force in developing the economy along socialist
lines. But the government’s general policy was not to
lead them in the voluntary collectivization of their land
and labor.

)
Didn’t Collectivize

Basically they just let them sit. Some went out of
business and became part of the state farms, and a few
grew rich. All this caused this part of the economy to
stagnate in small private ownership, and Cuba still con-
tinued to have to spend 20% of its import money on
food. All this was ignored by the Cuban leaders, who
saw. the motive force in their economy not as mobili-
zing the masses to break the old patterns of production
and build socialism, but pushing the sugar export sec-
tion of the economy, in order to “get rich quick.”

The failure to lead these peasants through coopera-
tion, collectivation and socialization ensured that this

section of the people would remain stuck in the method
and outlook of small private ownership, and that Cuba’s

agriculture would not develop in a socialist way.

The state farms formed from the old estates and the
confiscated medium farms were in turn grouped toge-
ther into giant agrupaciones, often totalling several
hundred thousand acres. This was a more "‘efficient’"—
mare profitable—way to grow sugar, especially with the
market now expanding to include the Soviet Union.
But it wasn’t a higher, more socialist form of owner-
ship than before because the relations of production—
especially the role of the producers in the whole set-
up—was unchanged. Instead of working for a sugar
company under the eyes of a few managers, now the
mill workers and field hands worked for the govern-
ment under the eyes of 20 or 30 bureaucrats. And the
'purpose of their labor remained the production of
profit.

After a few years, when the state farms needed even
mare manpower for sugar, the state farm employees
were forbidden to have even their private plots, on
which many Cuban cane cutters grew small amounts of
vegetables and other crops, principally for their own
use.

Under socialism the working class strives to make
mast efficient use of the resources of society. In the
long run this means, of course, large scale, mechanized,
diversified agriculture, and at all times the working
class must wage a political struggle against the capita-
list tendencies that small scale production engenders.
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But for a long period of time in many countries, cer-
tainly in Cuba, it is neither necessary nor desirable
to eliminate all side-line agricultural production, even

" when some of the produce is sold. It can contribute
to feeding people. And if the state-farm workers could
grow much of their own food in their spare time it
would be a good thing, freeing up resources to be used
elsewhere. }

But for the Cuban government, these private plots

took time away from the main business—sugar cane.
In effect, the government had become the new land-
lords, subordinating the laborers’ needs and the needs
of society to the demands of King Sugar just as before.

95.1% of Hot Dog Vendors “Counter-revolutionary’’?

The shortage of manpower in the cane fields caused
a mania of nationalization in the late ‘60s. In the so-
called “revolutionary offensive” of 1968, when the
sugar harvest was way behind, Castro announced that
“95.1%'* of all hot-dog sellers, grocery store owners,
bar keepers and other small proprietors had been dis-
covered to be “counter-revolutionaries.”” Worse, these
“able bodied men were loafing" while “women went,
to the fields.”

All of these establishments—55,000 in all—were
seized. They were either closed down permanently
(without regard to whether, for instance, the workers
might need a hot-dog stand in front of a factory) or
else run by bureaucrats, while the ex-proprietors were
sent off to cut cane. Some turned out to be old and
crippled, and many joined the almost 10% of Cuba’s
population who had fled the country.

Castro justified this by saying that the revolution
hadn‘t been made just so “parasites’ could run a busi-
ness. But his approach to the question was the oppo-
site of the proletariat’s. In revolutions led by the
working class, it is an impartant political question to
win over the maximum number of forces against the
enemy at each point in the struggle and to neutralize
those who can't be won over. The working class,
having seized power from the big capitalists, has to
gradually do away with the small proprietors in its
midst who represent a capitalist element. But the
working class’ method in this situation is to use per-
suasion, not force. The working class can win the vast
majority of these people to building socialism and, in
the course of this, transform both their political out-
look and their economic position. But Castro’s capi-
talism turned them into wage slaves pure and simple.
For the Cuban government, it was a simple matter of
economics: 55,000 ““able-bodied men* = 55,000 po-
tential cane cutters. i

This nationalization was the greatest fraud and had
nothing to do with socialism, even though the govern-
ment might pronounce it very “revolutionary’’ to do
away with someone else’s business to serve its own.
Nationalization is not necessarily socialization. Nation-
alization means simply control of a business by the

_ state, which the bourgeois state does all the time, from
the Post Office to Penn Central in the U.S., to the steel
industry and the mines in Britain.

The key difference is which class holds power.
When the working class runs the state, it is able to plan
society increasingly to serve its own interests and all
of humanity. To do this requires the increasingly con-

&

Despite the mask of socialism, Cuban workers, like work-
ers in this country, are forced by the rule of capital to
pour their whole life into producing profit for the exploit-
ers. When Cuban workers win their emancipation their
hard work will go to build a new society and help liberate
all mankind.
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scious and organized participation of the workers at
all levels of society, including the enterprise level in
management and administration.

The masses'of workers and peasants have a great
knowledge about production and about their overall
and particular needs. With the leadership of the prole-
tariat’s party, their knowledge can be summed up and
used to formulate a plan to run the economy in order
to fill those needs and advance revolution. Andthe
masses of producers can be organized, educated and
relied upon to increasingly control and participate in
the carrying out of this plan and run society. Unless
all thisiis done, there is only one other way to make
decisions—according to profit.

This is the case in Cuba. There are periodic assem-
blies of workers in the factories all right. But asa top
government official explained them, "It is not a ques-
tion of discussing all the administrative decisions. The
thing is that the enthusiasm of the workers must be
obtained to support the principal measures of the ad-
ministration.” This isn’t very different from the kind
of management pep talks workers in the U.S. often
hear.

Cuban Economic Non-Planning

The factories, state farms, hot dog stands, etc.,
weren’t run by a plan, in the working class sense of
the word. Plans were made, but since the general lines
of the economy were already decided by the produc-
tion of sugar, the particular plans within that had to
follow suit, to also be based on profit.

But in the ‘60s there was one very important dif-
ference between the management of the economy then
and its present management. In the ‘60s the managers
and bureaucrats were subject to little control or disci-
pline regarding their particular enterprise or industry.
In the name of establishing ““communism’’ all at once
(and with the freedom they thought Soviet “aid" had
bought them), there was no economic accounting for
their performance, and little control except for their
superior’s orders. This allowed the former intellectuals
and professionals who were running the economy to
trip out pretty much as they liked with *’special pro-
jects’” and so-called ““miniplans,” free as birds, until
the bills for this "“freedom’’ quickly came due.

All this was in the name of “socialism,’” of “‘elimi-
nating the vile intermediary of money,’” as Castro ex-
plained. But in real socialist construction, when both
the forces of production and the knowledge and con-
scious control of the producers are still relatively limi-
ted, the working class must use some economic accoun
ting and cantrols over production in order to better
understand what it is free to do and to help check up
on its implementation. Again, this means subordina-
ting economics to politics. Otherwise, if the plan
doesn’t strictly reflect reality and if it isn’t strictly
carried out, then the laws of capitalism will reassert
themselves.

Discipline of Profit

While the new managers and bureaucrats wanted to:
be free of the “vile intermediary of money,’’ they
couldn’t be free of the laws of capitalism and the rnar-
ket. The uncontrolled nature of production under this
system, which created very severe economic setbacks
and contributed a lot to the failure of the sugar harvest
had to be brought under the discipline of profit.

At first profit comanded the economy through the
direct intervention of Castro and other leaders, who
ran around directing resources into sugar and other
exports and industries that seemed to promise a quick
return on investment. Then, in the later 1960s, the
government tried to run everything with the aid of a
giant Soviet computer and a set of mathematicalltables
prepared according to the instructions of a Harvard
economist. Since these methods arranged things for
maximum “‘efficiency’’ as measured in pesos and cen-
tavos, they were simply a disguised form of running
things according to profit (and in fact are often used
by capitalist management in the U.S! and USSR). By
the early 1970s, however, even these methods turned
out to be not efficient enough and piece by piece the
government began reorganizing the economy according
to the same principle, in form as well as content, fol-

" lowed by the dollar and especially the ruble.

These real relations of production, these r_eal class
relationships, were camouflaged by fast and loose use
of Marxist words. And at the same time, the workers
and peasants were expected to work doubletime in
honor of this phoney “Marxism."

“Voluntary’” Labor

In the name of “‘using conscience to create wealth”
and “‘creating the New Man,’* workers were increasingly
called uponr to do great amounts of voluntary labor.
This was especially true in the late 1960s, as growing
numbers of cane cutters streamed out of the country-
side looking for better pay and conditions, leaving the
all-important sugar harvests short of manpower.

The enormous numbers of workers, students and
even sometimes bureaucrats bused into. the cane fields,
however, had little resemblance to real socialist volun-

Continued on page 19
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Billboard exhorts Cubans to achieve the goal of six mil-
lion tons of sugar by July 1 promising it would be a blow
to Uncle Sam. Castro staked the “honor of the revolu-
tion” and, more importantly, most of Cuba’s resources
on the success of the 1970 10 million ton campaign. Its
failure left the economy in shampbles and the country
further in hock to the USSR.

Cuba...

Continued from page 18 :
tary work, which under working class rule is an impor-
tant measure for developing society and transforming
the working class.

Under socialism when the workers rule and are trans-
forming society toward communism, there is a real ba-
sis for people to spend their spare time doing voluntary
labor. But in Cuba, the “voluntary” labor was nothing
like this. This was because the needs of sugar produc-
tion meant that people’s “voluntary labor’* was often
at the expense of their regular work, and because, al-
though many people did take part enthusiastically and
selflessly, logging a certain number of hours of “volun-
tary’* labor was the only way to become eligible to buy
durable consumer goods such as refFigerators, etc.
Many workers resisted this scheme. Productivity in
“voluntary’" labor was often only 10% of paid labor—
but it was still cheaper than paying wages.

Promises of Communism

Just as éastro had claimed that the increasing con-
centration of sugar was necessary ‘‘so as to fully deve-
lop the productive forces,” he also claimed that the
inereasing emphasis on voluntary labor was also a com-
munist measure. In fact, as many workers were be-
coming very sceptical about how things were going
under ‘‘socialism,”” throughout the ‘60s Castro made
increasing use of the promise that "‘communism®’
would come in the very near future (starting within
ten years, he said) and would put an end to Cuba’s
growing problems.

This was a very convenient misuse of what commu-
nism really means, as well as pure pie-in-the-sky, as
developments quickly proved. No amount of labor,
voluntary or otherwise, will change the capitalist
class relations, which are the real cause of Cuba’s pro-
blems. And the Cuban government was using all sorts
of devices—from perverting people‘s real revolutionary.
enthusiasm, to material incentives, to outright wage
cutting—to disguise this fact and squeeze more and
more labor out of the people.

In industry and especially among'skilled wor kers,
wages for a great many jobs were cut, under the slogan
“workers renounce gains which today constitute privi-
leges.” Many times Castro has denounced the so-called
“privileges’” that some workers supposedly enjoyed
under Batista (as well as those supposedly enjoyed by
workers in the UJ.S. today). But it's the capitalists
who've caused inequalities among the working people,
not fundamentally by favoring some, but by paying -
all as little as they can get away with. The socialist
principle “to each according to its work” means that
people do receive different pay for different work, be-
cause they contribute different amounts to society.
Restricting these differences, and eventually doing
away with them, must overwhelmingly be done by
raising the general wage level—not by forced wage-
cutting.

It's the capitalists” idea of “equality” that all wor-
kers should be equally poor, and that some workers

should pay for whatever advances others make. This,
too, was the Cuban government‘s idea of “building
socialismand communism simultaneously.” Mean-
while, of course, elass differences widened, While work-
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ers took a pay cut in the name of building a ““pure,
really pure society,” high school teachers, for instance,
got a 60% wage hike. And on the new plan, managers
will be paid for their profit performance.

Even so, people’s wages were not what they seemed.
Rent was cheap and even free for some, and many prices
at that time were cheaper than before, But by the end
of the ‘60s consumer goods were so scarce that the a-
mount of money in circulation was twice the value of
goods available on the market. Much of people’s pay
was worthless because there was nothing to spend it on.
(Since then this has been “solved’’ by raising prices.)

Economy in Shambles

By the late 1960s the Cuban economy was in* sham-
bles. In 1964, after signing the sugar sales agreement
with the Soviet Union, Castro had'announced that by
1970 Cuba would harvest 10 million tons of sugar a
year. This plan meant almost tripling sugar production.

A high 30% of the economy was being plowed back
into capital investment, focusing on clearing land for
cane, buying tractors for cane, building new mills for
cane, railroads for cane, ports for cane—as well as ex-
panding other export crops and nickel mining for ex-
port. After the first two years, sugar production be-
gan to fall farther and farther behind the targeted
goals. And the more sugar fell behind, the.more fran-
tically other resources were thrown into sugar pro-
duction, with workers drawn out of every other indus-
try. Even housing was left standing half-built as the
workers were snatched away to cut cane.

But this plan turned out to be a nightmare, and Cu-
ba's rulers were in deep trouble. In their frenzied efforts
to make that goal upon which Castro had very publicly
staked ““the honor of the revolution,’’ they so burned
out men, machines and fields that the 8.5 million tons
that was achieved in 1970 came at such a cost that in
the next two years cane production fell to a new low
in recent Cuban history. And not only did they not
get the 10 million tons, by 1970 they had fallen so far
behind in sending sugar promised to the Soviet Union
that they owed the USSR 10 million tons.

Cuba’s economic statistics for this period paint a
picture of disaster. The country’s industrial production
had risen somewhat until 1968, when sugar production
began to reach a fever pitch. Then it fell sharply, ac-
cording to Cuban figures. Steel and shoe production,
for instance, dropped like a stone. Non-sugar agricul-
tural production fell by a fifth. (Cuban statistics quoted
by the UN). The number of cattle fell from 7 million
to 5 million in three years. The number of pigs also
went down. Poultry and many vegetables remained
scaree.

According to the American “‘experts’’ on the sub-
ject, their statistics.show that the standard of living of
the masses was slowly falling throughout the late 1960s.
We don’t have to take their words for it, because accor-
ding to the Cuban government the amount of goods
people could get under rationing either stayed the same
or decreased (as in the case of milk), and even the per-
sonal consumption of Cuba'’s two most famous pro--

. ducts, sugar and cigars, was drastically cut—to have

more left over for export—while the prices of many con-
sumer items rose sharply. That the workers didn’t care
for the way things were going is shown by the admission
by the Cuban Minister of Labor that absenteeism from
work was 20% on the average day in 1970. He describ-
ed this as “widespread passive resistance.”

To the Cuban masses, the government had promised
‘that the 10 million ton harvest would produce the abun-
dance necessary for Cuba’s economic liberation. But this
‘drive and its failure had further enslaved the Cuban peo-
ple. By 1970 the Cuban government owed the USSR
over $2 billion, and the Soviets were demanding more
than a pound of flesh in return.

Cuban soidrersre rfir capture of Ambriz in nothern Angola. Ten thousand Cuban troops under. So w‘er_ “aqvisqrs”
are serving as an expeditionary force to conquer Angola for the social-imperialists—all under the guise of fighting im-

perialism.
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Soviets Bark Orders,
Castro Cracks Whip

The recent Cuban party congress was a consolidation
and formal ratification of many of the changes that the
Cuban government has been making since the early
1970s.

First and most important, there is a new crackdown
on the working class. Along with the new wage policy
described at the beginning of this article, there is now
less emphasis on relying on the masses’ enthusiasm and
more on plain old force. This was in line with a 1973
decision which revived a system of punishment fami-
liar to workers throughout the capitalist world: for
offenses ranging from absenteeism, lateness and negli-
gence to lack of‘respect to supervisors, workers can be
punishgd by docking their paycheck, being disqualified
from certain posts, transferred to another job, post-
ponement of vacations, temporary suspensions and
actual firing. .

Individual sugar enterprises started laying off work-
ers several years ago to increase “productivity.” Cuban

_President Osvaldo Dorticos admitted in a 1972 speech
that there was some outright unemployment in two of
the largest sugar growing provinces. Now, according
to the party congress, this practice is to become much
more widespread in other industries.

The decisions of the congress established a formal sys-
tem for running the Cuban economy along capitalist
lines. Bureaucrats and managers won't be so free to
damage profit with their fantasies anymore since that
is one freedom even the social-imperialists’ money can't
buy. The whole economy is to be run more “efficiently’
now, with profit to be made at every step. Workers
are to be paid according to the profitability of the
enterprises they work for (to make them work harder—
which won‘t make them any less exploited). Managers
are to be paid according to the profitability of the en-
terprises they manage (to make them work the workers
harder), and those at the top are to be paid “rewards

- for results”—after all, don't they have the responsib-

ility of running everything?
Role of the Cuban Party

The Cuban government has learned from the experi-
ence of the Soviet revisionists in more than just the
“socialist” version of capitalist economics. . The decision
to finally hold a first congress of the Communist Party
of Cuba ten years after its founding is a good example
of that.

When the Party was founded in 1965, its role was
mainly formal. Since Cuba was supposedly a “‘socialist’’
country it had to have a “‘communist’” party. This was
cooked up by amalgamating Castro’s July 26th Move-
ment, the Revolutionary Directorate (a student group
which had taken up arms against Batista) and the Popu-
lar Socialist Party, the old revisionists who had long ago
given up calling their party communist and opposed the
armed struggle against Batista until the last minute, even
going so far as to betray some of the student fighters to
Batista’s police. This new Party's leading bodies rarely
met, few people joined it and in general it was mainly
for show.

For the working class, its party is its key weapon in
making revolution and building socialism. Only through
the organized detachment of the most class conscious
fighters can the knowledge and experience of the labor-
ing people in their millions be summed up to formulate
the line and policies that can lead the working class for-
ward. The leaders of the Cuban revolution got a lot of

s Continued on page 20 -
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support from the masses, but since they never based
themselves on the working class, they had no need for
such a party.

But the experience they've had as a new dependent
capitalist class has made them more “realistic’’ about
protecting and strengthening their rule. The party they
have organized and brought to center stage was created
by this class and is guided by its interests and outlook.
Its leaders are the rulers of the state, the army, the fac-
tories and the farms. Castro reported to the congress
that 40% of its members are administrators and full
time party officials, 10% are teachers and health work-
ers. ‘As for the rest who belong to factory and farm units,
we don't know exactly how many are workers and pea-
sants and how many are technicians and managers. We
do know from a previous speech that, at least in 1970,
the manager and party leader in these units were almost
always the same person—and on state farms more often
than not, an army officer as well.

But the way we can tell what class a party repre-
sents is not mainly by the membership, but by the poli-
cies it carries out and what class interests these policies.
advance. Like the present revisionist party in the Sovi-
et Union, this is not a party of the working class, to
serve the working class’ rule. Itisa party of the bour-
geoisie, to protect and strengthen their rule over the
masses. '

Castro’s “Self-Criticism"’

Even Castro's so-called *‘self-criticism®’ serves these
class interests. ‘‘Perhaps our greatest idealism,” he said
not too long ago, ‘‘has been to believe that a society
that has scarcely left the shell of capitalism could enter,
in one bound, into a society in which everyone could be-
have in an ethical and moral manner.”

At the party congress, Castro continued this theme:
“Revolutions usually have their utopian periods, in
which their protagonists, dedicated to the noble tasks
of turning their dreams into reality and putting their i--
deals into practice, assume that historical goals are much
nearer and that man’s will, wishes and intentions can ac-
complish anything.”

These are truly reminiscences of a new bourgeoisie
looking back on!its early days. Their rise to power be-
gan with a petty bourgeois revolution. The policies of
its leaders reflected the outlook of that class, with all
its vacillation, subjectivism, idealism and wishful think-
ing, impatience for quick change and lack of patience far
struggle, and all the get-rich-quick schemes and other
charasteristics that reflect the petty bourgeoisie’s un-
stable position between the working class and the capi-
talists. Their “left” line in the ‘60s and its real, under-
lying conservatism, and their rapid changeover to open
revisionism in the fact of difficulties, is all testimony
to that outlook.

The main idealist form that this took was certainly
not, as Castro would have us believe, having/too high an
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estimation of the masses of people. Their real idealism
was that they expected that society could be changed
just because they wanted it to, without the conscious
and organized efforts of the masses in their millions.
This was reflected in their theory that a “‘small hand-
ful of resolute men’” alone could topple U.S. imperial-
ism throughout Latin America, as well as by their the-
ory that the combination of Soviet money and their i-

-deas could bring socialism to Cuba, instead of the strug-

gle of the masses themselves.

It wasn't idealism that they wanted things to change,
nor that they believed that things could change. What
was most idealist—what was furthest from reality—was
the Cuban leaders’ conception that they could maintain
capitalism’s division of labor with themselves on top,
the thinkers and planners and administrators of all,
while the working people would willingly carry out
their plans without struggling against this exploitation
and oppression.

Full Blown Bourgeoisie

What has changed in Cuba today, reflecting this trans-
formation of these rebels into a new bourgeoisie, is that
while they still maintain the appearances of “socialism,""
their experience at running society in their bourgeois
way has taught them the outlook and methods of all
capitalist ruling classes. They haven’t exchanged their
old petty bourgeois idealism for the outlook and strug-
gle of the working class, but rather for that of the bour-
geoisie itseif. They still use rhetoric and illusions as a
prop to their rule but now rely on the “discipline of the
market'’ to make the workers work, backed up by all
the coercion and outright force at their disposal.

“They grabbed, now let me have a.go to.”” This was
how Lenin described the outlook of the petty bourgeoi-
sie towards Russia‘s overthrown rulers..- This applies to
Cuba’s petty bourgeois leaders. For them the victory
over the imperialists and their Cuban overseers was not
an opportunity to transform the conditions that gave =
rise to the neo-colonial system. Instead they increasingly
became replacements, in a new form, for those they had
overthrown. On the basis of their own class outlook, and
and with the conditions so readily supplied by the Soviet
revisionists, these once petty-bourgeois rebels have be-
come a full-blown comprador bourgeoisie—dependent
on the Soviet imperialists.

Cuba'’s trade figures with the Soviet bloc for the last
few years are almost the same as they once were with
the U.S. Exports still make up a third of the island’s
production (and most of that is sugar), with the bulk
of these products going to the Soviet bloc.

While fertile land is tied down in the production of
sugar, food remains on the long list of things which Cu-
ba must purchase fromabroad. This fact is a constant
drag on its development. The Cuban debt to the USSR
is now over $5 billion, and to pay that back it is now
planning to put even greater efforts into increasing su-
gar production. Recently the Cubans joined COMECON,
which has been the main vehicle for Soviet economic
domination of East Europe. This endless cycle of depen-
dency, debt and yet more dependency, and the one
crop economy at its center, is identical to that which
ties many other Latin American/countries to the U.S.

““ The starting point for developing the strat-
egy for revolution in any one country must be
based on a correct assessment of the world sit-
uation and the general strategy for advancing
proletarian revolution on a world scafe. With-
out such a correct view, inevitably we will
make errors in analyzing the particular contra-
dictions existing in any one country, fail to
fully understand the present aeneral crisis of
imperialism, and not be able to-correctly pre-
pare the working class and the masses of peo-
ple for the struggles looming ahead of us.

“The transformation of the Soviet Union
from the leading country in (what was then)
‘he socialist bloc to an imperialist superpower
has profoundly affected the alignment of class '
forces on a world scale, and hence the world-
wide strategy and tactics for making revolution.”
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Cuba’s Political Role

These are the imperialist economics which dictate
Cuba's p\r‘esent political role in the world—its role as a
tool, a puppet, used by Soviet social-imperialism to ad-
vance its interests everywhere.

For the Soviets, Cuba is a long term investment with
far greater profits expected than simply immediate eco-
nomic benefit. It is even conceivable that the USSR
could lose money, in the short run, on its investments.
But this would not effect Cuba’s colonial dependence on
the Soviet Union. Imperialist powers often subordinate
their immediate profit in any particular country to their
overall policies. A good example of this is |srael, where
the U.S. has poured in billions of dollars, more than it
could ever hope to squeeze out of control of the Israeli
economy alone. Israel’s real value to the U.S. is prim-
arily as a political and military tool with which to pro-
tect its vast holdings in the Middle East.

The Soviet imperialists certainly expect to return a
monetary profit on their Cuban investment. But Cuba's
real value for them now is that, dressed in the revolu-
tionary garb of anti-U.S. imperialism, it is a key tool in
the Soviets’ drive to replace the world domination of
U.S. imperialism with its own—all in the name of revo-
lution and communism.

“Revolutionary’’ Credentials

As a country which has made a revolution against
the U.S. and has consistently tried to enhance its “revo-
lutionary* credentials, Cuba is able to advance the Sovi-
et imperialists’ cause in many areas where the USSR can
can’t act so openly in its own name.

Part of Cuba’s service is to provide a cover and to
counter attack against exposure and denunciation of
the Soviet imperialists: to call things their opposite and
hide their real nature.

Cuba was particularly valuable for this at the Con:
ference of Non-Aligned Countries in Algeria in 1973,
when Cambaodia‘s Prince Sihanouk denounced the USSR
as an accomplice in the U.S. aggression against Cambo-
dia. Castro stoo¢ up and launched an attack on Sihanouk
and others and spouted an embittered defense of the
Soviets; who he portrayed as the staunch and natural ally
of the oppressed countries.

Today, the Cuban leaders are playing this theme still
louder and more shamelessly than before. At the recent
party congress, Castro said ‘‘no true revolutionary, in
any part of the world, will ever regret that the USSR is
powerful, because if that power did not exist...the
people who fought for liberation in the last 30 years
would have had no place from which to receive decisive
help...and all the small, underdeveloped nations—of
which there are many—would have been turned into
colonies once more.”’

The message behind this is loud and clear: under-
developed countries cannot win liberation without de-
pending on the Soviet Union. This call for the world
to follow the *‘Cuban model” is a very important ser-

* vice to the Soviet rulers who are trying to pervert the

struggles of the oppressed against U.S. imperialism to
serve their'own purpose of replacing the U.S. as the
world’s.biggest exploiters and oppressors.

But of course the Soviet rulers are not fundamental-
ly counting on Castro's speeches to advance their inter-
ests. More and more, like the U.S. imperialists, they
are counting on guns. And, here too, the Cuban leaders
have seen the light of Soviet “'realism."’

Armed Intervention in Angola

These days instead of spreading the line of “guerilla
focos’’ to substitute for the masses own struggle for lib-
eration, now Cuba is sending its soldiers riding in on
Soviet tanks and planes.

The thousands of Cuban troops accompanying the
Soviet tanks in Angola are only one of the many pay-
ments the Cuban ruling class will be expected to make
to its Soviet masters on the practical front.

Not only do the social imperialists use Cuban trogps
to try to bring Angola under their heel. They try to
sell it all.as “proletarian internationalism’ and they go
so far as to portray Cuba as an example of what great
blessings are in store for other countries if only they tie
their future to the Soviet Union and its “‘aid.” But the
fact that thousands of Cuban soldiers are sent to fight
and die as pawns in this counter-revolutionary crime:is
a tremendous exposure of Soviet imperialism, which
no amount of words can hide.

The Soviet imperialists say that the working class and
masses of people are destined to remain in chains unless
they receive Soviet “‘aid’* and submit to Soviet control.
The U.S. imperialists, whose own economic and military
aid has long been used to enslave and reinforce the
bonds of oppression of many peoples, say the same thing
from their angle—if the oppressed and exploited of a
country dare rise up against U.S. “protection” and
plunder they are sure to fall prey to the Soviet jackels.

But the most important lesson to be learned from the
failure of the Cuban revolution is just the'opposite of
this imperialist logic. The masses of people in each coun:
try can free themselves, and advance the cause of free-
ing all humanity only: by relying'mainly on their own
efforts and not the “‘aid” of the world’s exploiters—by
taking the road of proletarian revolution. M



