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Reagan denounced across the country!

in the CONRAIL and AMTRAK

Within a few weeks after Reagan an-
nounced his budget proposals on Feb-
ruary 18, demonstrations began to
break out. These protests have come
on the heels of the mass actions which
denounced Reagan’s escalation of U.S.
imperialist intervention in El Salvador.
Today the hatred for Reagan is such
that wherever Reagan and his hench-
men go, they are met with denuncia-
tions and protests by the masses.
When Reagan went to address the
NAACP convention in Denver on June
29, over 400 people turned out to de-
nounce him. On July 1, budget direc-
tor Stockman was denounced by 300
people when he visited Wilmington,
Delaware. And on July 7, when Rea-
gan attended an ostentatious Republi-
can $250-a-plate fund-raising dinner
in Chicago, over 5,000 people showed
up to oppose his economic policies.

A variety of protests, involving
workers, youth, retirees and unem-
ployed, have taken place from one end
of the country to the other. Those sec-
tions of the working people who were
singled out for particular attack have
organized rallies, demonstrations and
other actions. On March 9, over 8,000
coal miners marched and rallied in
Washington, D.C. to oppose Reagan’s
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On April 29, 20,000 angry railroad workers demonstrat-
ed in Washington, D.C. against Reagan’s budget cuts

Suppo ers o

railway systems.

proposal to cut black lung benefits.
The miners also shut down the mines
for two days by taking out two ‘‘memo-
rial days,”’ which are allowed by the
UMW contract but rarely taken. On
April 29th, 20,000 railway workers
held a demonstration in Washington,
D.C. to denounce cutbacks in AM-
TRAK and CONRAIL. Many workers
wildcatted on that day to take part in
the protest. Also, over the recent
months, retired workers in many cities
have held demonstrations against cuts
in social security. The most recent of
these took place on July 21 when
10,000 retirees demonstrated in Wash-
ington, D.C.

A large number of demonstrations
have denounced the Reagan budget
cuts as a whole. These have mobilized
people from broad sections of the
masses. They have taken place in
Washington, D.C. and tens of other
cities throughout the country, includ-
ing New York; Philadelphia; Los An-
geles; Chicago; Atlanta; Columbus,
Ohio; Sacramento, Calif.; etc. In a
number of such actions, the demon-
strators have also expressed opposi-
tion to the militarization and war prep-
arations of U.S. imperialism. Among
the largest of such demonstrations
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tion of revolutionary literature among the railway work-
ers at the demonstration.

took place on May 3, when over
100,000 took to the streets in Washing-
ton, D.C.; San Francisco; Seattle; etc.
These also especially denounced the
U.S. intervention in El Salvador.

These are some manifestations of
the growing mass movement against
Reagan’s economic policies. This
movement is already a country-wide
phenomenon. In several cities it is re-
ported that these have been the largest
demonstrations in years. They are
bringing into motion a wide section of
the masses, including workers, youth
and students, retired workers, the un-
employed, etc.

The Trade Union Bureaucrats
Are QOut to Sabotage the Fight
Against Reaganite Reaction

The capitalists are deeply worried
over the growing upsurge in the work-
ing class and popular movements.

They are preparing their repressive

forces to suppress the movement with

an iron hand. Thus, at the end of May,

Reagan’s attorney general announced
that the Justice Department had estab-
lished an ‘“‘early-warning system’’

part of plans ‘‘to guard against potes- -
tial disturbances in the cities,’

strations simply to allow the masses to
let some steam. They are afraid
thatif they do not allow for a few pro-
tests, of course tied down with all
kinds of restrictions, then the working
“masses will revolt. This is shown, for
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POSTAL WORKERS: VOTE NO!
DEFEAT THE SELL-OUT CONTRACT!

The Reagan government is attacking

the employees of the federal govern-
ment as part of its offensive against all
the workers. Earlier Reagan mandated
a big inflation-induced wage cut for
most federal employees when he or-
dered a 4.8% ceiling on their wage in-
creases. Now the United States Postal
Service (USPS) is trying to foist onto
the postal workers a contract that will
mean wage cuts, increasing automa-
tion and speedup, and the unsafe
working conditions and loss of jobs
that accomany the USPS’/p @roductmty
drive.
" The chiefs of the two biggest postal
unions, Moe Biller of the American
Postal Workers Union (AFWU) and
Vincent Sombrotto of the National As-
sociation of Letter Carriers (NALC),
who represent 500,000 postal workers,
have agreed to this despicable con-
tract. For months Biller and Sombrotto
have been huffing and puffing against
Reaganite cuts and the anti-worker
policies of the postmaster general.
But when they came face to face with
the government over the contract they
caved in to the Reaganite offensive
and sold the workers down the river.
Soon this sellout contract comes up for
ratification by the workers.

Postal workers! Don’t stand for this
treachery! Reject the sellout contract
and get prepared to fight to defend
your jobs and livelihood!

The 1981 Contract Continues the
Sellout From 1978

In 1978, under Carter’s wage coxrtrol
program, a sellout contract was forced
on the postal workers through binding
arbitration. According to incomplete
reports, the proposed contract for 1981
continues the worst features of the 78
contract and in a number of cases it
makes matters worse.

® Wages. Through salary and bo-
nus increases the tentative pact pro-
vides$ a $2,100 raise in the postal work-
ers’ annual salary by the third year.
This amounts to a 10% raise over three
years or about $1.01 an hour. Also,
they will get a cost-of-living increase at
the rate of 1¢ for each 0.4 points rise in
the Consumer Price Index. With this
COLA formula the workers receive on-
ly about S8% of the rise in the CPI.
Taken together these increases will
mean that wages will actually be cut by
the ever climbing inflation.

In the last three years while infla-
tion soared up some 39%, the postal
workers’ wages rose only 31.9%. Thus
the workers fell behind in the fight a-
gainst inflation. If inflation continues
to rise at the same 39% rate in the next
three years, the workers’ wages will
rise only about 27%. Thus, even
though this contract’s raise is slightly
higher than that of 1978, the workers’
real wages will fall further and further
behind.

As well, unlike in 1978, the COLA
increase from the last three years will
not be rolled into the base rate for
most workers until another three years
has passed. This means that the work-
ers will lose money from shift differen-
tial and other benefits that are com-
puted on the basis of the base wage
rate.

@ Productivity Drive. On top of
this, unlike the '78 contract, at least
half of the basic wage increase is in the
form of an annual bonus ‘‘for employ-
ees who meet productivity standards.’’
(New York Times, July 22, 1981) This
bonus tied to productivity means that
workers will have to slave themselves
to an early grave even to get their
raise.

Since 1970 the Postal Service has
sweated a 34% increase in productivi-
ty out of the workers. Last year alone

The truth about the relations
between the MLP,USA
and the CP of Canada (M-L)

See page 12

productivity rose 5.5%. For the postal
workers this has meant 60 to 70-hour
weeks, unsafe conditions, and extreme
on-the-job harassment as job after job
is automated and each day new speed-
up measures, like forcing letter car-
riers to walk across people’s lawns, are
implemented. The new contract bo-
nuses are a measure to push this pro-
ductivity drive even further.

@ Job Security. As a result of the
productivity drive nearly 75,000 postal
jobs have, been lost since 1970. Al-
though in the last few years employ-
ment has somewhat increased, new
measures are underway to further cut
jobs. For example, Reagan's budget
cuts $650 million from the federal sub-
sidy to the USPS. This subsidy funds
various services that are considered
unprofitable such as lower rates for
non-profit organizations, various ser-
vices in rural areas, and six-day mail
service. In March of this year the Na-
tional Executive Board of the APWU
passed a resolution against these cuts
which it said ‘‘would inevitably and
certainly mean the elimination of
40,000 postal jobs.'’ As well, the nine-
digit zip code is due to come into op-
eration by February of 1982. The
APWU estimates this new system will
cut another 15,000 to 60,000 jobs.

Clearly job security is a big issue for
the postal workers, but the union bu-
reaucrats haye refused to fight on this
question. Before the 1978 contract the
workers had a no-layoff clause in their
contract. Even during that period
thousands of jobs were cut through at-
trition, firings and by driving workers
off their jobs through constant harass-
ment. But in the 1978 contract this
minimal protection was cut further by
the arbitrator by applying the no-layoff
clause only to those workers who had
worked continuously for six years. The
workers’ demand is that at least the
no-layoff clause should be fully re-
stored in this year’s contract, but
Biller and Sombrotto simply dropped
this demand and the 1978 contract
clause remains the same.

® Overtime, Safety and On-the-Job
Harassment. The union bureaucrats
also gave up the workers’ demands a-
gainst mandatory overtime, for the

Continued on page 5
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thinly veiled euphemism for repressive
measures against the masses.

On the other hand, the bourgeoisie
has set into motion the “‘left’” wing of
the Democratic Party in order to place
it at the head of the mass move-
ment in the hope of containing it so
that it does not pose a serious threat to
the capitalists. For this reason, Demo-
cratic Party politicians like Kennedy
are hopping from one trade union con-
vention to another posing as oppo-
nents of Reagan. They are trying hard
to cover over the utter exposure of the
Democratic Party in Congress where
they have been competing with the
Reaganites to see who can be the most
reactionary.

Closely connected to the Democratic
Party politicians are the sellout labor
bureaucrats of the AFL-CIO. They are
inviting the Democrats to speak from
their platforms and pledging coopera-
tion to help elect the Democratic Party
‘“friends of labor’’ in the 1982 Con-
gressional elections. The labor bureau-
crats are all striking a new-found pose
of “militancy.” Thus, the AFL-CIO
leaders who usually shun the idea of
demonstrations like the plague are
found today calling for a national dem-
onstration against Reagan’s budget
cuts.
But the ‘‘left-wing'’ Democrats and
their handmaidens, the trade union
big s&ts are no friends of the strug-

gle against Reaganite reaction. Under
pressure from the workers the bureau-
crats are calling for one or two demon-

ce, when one looks at the angle
which they are criticizing the |
eagan program.

e JdF L-CIO, recently told the conven- |
tion of the Communications Workers
uniom\ that the Reagan budget repre-
effort ‘‘to bring back the days
‘when our nation was a two-class socie-
ty.”" (AFL-CIO News, July 11, 1981, p.
2) What nonsense! It does not take a
great deal of perception to notice that
the capitalist U.S. has always been and
continues to be a society divided be-
tween the exploiters and the exploited,
the capitalists and the workers. But
Continued on page 3
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THE BRITISH YOUTH
HAVE HAD ENOUGH!

Britain is being rocked by a wave of
mass protests and street fighting of
workers and youth. Starting in London
and Liverpool in early July the fierce
clashes between the masses and police
have spread to more that 30 cities.
The youth of the workers and national
minorities have fought pitched battles
against racist gangs and notorious
British ‘‘bobbies’’, erecting barri-
cades of burning cars, laying siege to a
number of police stations and injuring
over 500 policemen. The government
of Margaret Thatcher has answered
this upsurge with savage police
repression. Already one young man
lays dead at the blood-soaked hands of
the British police and so far more than
2500 people have been thrown into
jails and hastily set up detention cen-
ters.

The fierce street fighting in Britain
is a powerful manifestation of the pro-
test of the workers and youth and
especially of the national minorities.
The brutal racial discrimination and
attacks by police and government-
organized fascist gangs have created a
burning hatred and a spirit to fight
back among the national minorities,
the majority of whom are from the
working class. The day-to-day beat-
ings and arrests by the police and the
savage capitalist exploitation that has
left 2.8 million workers unemployed
affects not only the national minorities
but all the workers. It is notable that
in many of the mass actions the black
and white youth fought shoulder to
shoulder against the police and fascist

gangs.

This round of mass rebellions came
just afew months after the April 11-12
rebellion in the London suburb of Brix-
ton. The current rebellions are a con-
tinuation of years of struggle waged by
the masses against racist and fascist
attacks, police repression and poverty.
The mass rebellions and the ferocious
respofise of the British capitalists are
a condemning exposure of capitalist
rule in Britain. They show that behind
the facade of ‘‘democracy,’”’ and be-
hind the arrogant pomp and ceremony
being presently displayed by the de-
cayed British royalty, there lies the
naked reality of barbarous exploitation
and oppression, racism and growing
fascism.

The mighty upsurge of the masses
shows that the British working class
and the national minorities will never
accept the rotten situation imposed on
them. Their revolt at home comes
closely on the heels of the recent up-
surge in the historic struggle of the
Irish people against British colonial
rule. Together they are delivering
powerful blows against the crisis-
ridden system of British imperialism.
This is a great inspiration to the work-
ers throughout the world. They show
that the masses, rising to their feet
in struggle, can shake even such a
“‘pinnacle of capitalist stability’’ as
Britain to the core.

All of Britain Ablaze With Struggle

The rebellions began on July 4 in
London’s Southall district when youth
Continued on back page

Zionism means aggression

More Israeli crimes against Lebanon

Bleeding Lebanon is testimony to
the totally barbaric nature of imperial-
ism and its lackeys. For many years
the U.S.-backed Israeli zionists have
been carrying out aggression against
the people of Lebanon. For years on
end the zionists have bombed villages
and the Palestinian refugee camps in
southern Lebanon. They have not hesi-
tated to send their troops into Lebanon
and even at times to occupy its south-
ern regions. Moreover, the zionists
have armed to the hilt the fascist
Phalangists in their war against the
Palestinian and Lebanese people.
This systematic aggression has always
been motivated by the dual purpose of
destroying the Palestinian resistance
movement and assisting reaction in
suppressing the democratic Lebanese
forces as well. :

In recent days the zionists have es-
calated their savagery to new heights.
On July 17, the Israelis bombed heav-
ily populated neighborhoods in Beirut

killing 300 civilians and wounding
many hundreds more. Since that time
they have continued te bomb civilian
targets in the towns of Damour, Sidon
and Tyre and other towns and refugee
camps throughout Lebanon. The zion-
ists have also sent in their fascist com-
mandoes to assist in the carnage. Re-
portedly there have been well over
1,000 casualties from the Israeli bomb-
ing and commando raids, the vast
majority of which have been random
civilians.

The zionist henchman Begin openly
defends this policy of massacring civil-
ians. ‘“We shall,”” Begin arrogantly

declares, ‘‘continue to attack terrorist
bases and headquarters, even if they
are purposefully located in the vicinity
of or within civilian concentrations.’’
In other words, if the ziomist execu-
tioners suspect so-called ‘‘terrorists’’
in the marketplaces of Beirut, then
they do not hesitate to bomb and strafe
at will those unfortunate enough to go
to the market. Indeed, this is the out-
right genocidal policy which the zion-
ists have always pursued. In fact, ac-
cording to their racist and fascist out-
look, all Palestinians or Lebanese or

Continued on page 6
See LEBANON

Condemn Yugoslav revisionist
atrocities against the Albanians

of Kosova

See page 9 and 10
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Reagan’s budget means hunger for millions

Reagan throws down a challenge to the working masses

The Reagan budget for 1982 is a
budget to starve the workers, make the
capitalists even richer and prepare for
war. It is in the final stages of being
rubber-stamped by the U.S. Congress.
Although various details remain to be
wrapped up, the essential character of
this budget has been clear right from
the outset. Throughout the country,
a mounting wave of mass opposition
has been developing against the Rea-
gan budget.

Above all, the Reagan budget is
aimed at stepping up even further the
already fever-pitch war preparations of
U.S. imperialism by pouring billions
of dollars more into the U.S. war ma-
chine. This carries with it the threat of

reactionary wars to defend the profits
of the capitalist billionaires, wars in
which the sons and daughters of the
American working class are to be sent
off to maim and kill their fellow work-
ers abroad.

The tremendous boost in military
spending will greatly profit the weap-
ons manufacturers while the working
masses will be made to pay by bearing
an ever higher burden of taxation.
Besides this, the Reagan budget will
also fork over, through tax breaks,
handouts and interest payments, bil-
lions of dollars more into the pockets of
the bankers and other capitalist blood-
suckers. These handouts are an essen-
tial part of the capitalists’ ‘‘reindustri-

alization’’ drive, which is a program to
automate thousands of workers out of
jobs and step up the man-eating pro-
ductivity drives against the employed
workers. :

For the working class and poor, the
Reagan budget spells increasing ex-
ploitation, hunger and destitution. The
increasing military spending and ‘‘re-
industrialization’” handouts for the
monopolies will come at the expense of
the working masses. Besides the work-
ing masses bearing a greater burden
of taxes, big cuts are being made in
various social benefits available to the
impoverished masses.

At the end of June, Congress ap-
proved close to $40 billion in cuts in

various non-military programs. A very
large proportion of these cuts are in
various forms of compensation and re-
lief programs for the unemployed,
poor workers, the elderly and the most
downtrodden sections of the people
generally. This is a big attack on the
livelihood of these already very impov-
erished people who have a very diffi-
cult time making ends meet. And be-
cause the black, Mexican nationality
and other oppressed nationality people
make up a disproportionate number
of the poor, the Reagan budget cuts
will hit them especially hard.

Both the capitalist parties, the Re-
publicans and Democrats alike, are
firmly united on the need for such eco-

The Democratic Party alternative and the Reagan budget:

During last year’s elections, the
Democratic Party came before the
working masses, cap in hand, asking
for votes in the name of fighting the
threat of the ‘‘ultra-right’’ candidate,
Ronald Reagan. They denounced Rea-
gan as a warmonger, enemy of the
poor and friend of the rich — all of
which are of course true.

But these epithets equally apply to
the Democratic Party. During the elec-
tion campaign itself, these two capital-
ist parties ran with identical programs
of starvation, fascism and war. This
was underscored after Reagan’s vic-
tory by the pledges made by the Dem-
ocratic Party leaders to‘‘cooperate’’
and have a ‘‘honeymoon’’ with Rea-
gan.

And that’s exactly what they've
been up to. The deliberations in Con-
gress over the Reagan budget have
seen this honeymoon in action. The
Democrats and Republicans have been
trying to outdo one another in who can
be the more unbridled warmonger,
and who can do more for the capitalist
exploiters in squeezing the masses to
the wall. True there have been squab-
bles, but these have been in the nature
of family quarrels, nothing more.

The stand of the Democrats towards
Reagan’s policies shows once again
that the only way to fight Reaganite
reaction is to build the independent
political .movement of the .working
class, separate from and opposed to
both the Republicans and Democrats.

The Democratic ‘‘Alternative’’ to
Reagan’s Budget

On April 8, the House Democratic
Caucus issued a ‘‘Statement of Demo-
cratic economic principles’’ in re-
sponse to the Reagan budgetary pro-
posals. Based on this statement, the
Democratic Party-controlled commit-
tees in the House of Representatives
later issued ‘‘alternative’’ proposals
on the budget. But this.statement and
these proposals show that the Demo-
cratic ‘‘alternative’’ is simply the same
Reagan poison put in a different bot-
tle.

The Democratic Party’s statement
begins with the tired old homilies a-
bout how the Democratic Party ‘‘has
been an engine of equity and prog-
ress,’”’ how ‘‘it has been the voice of
working men and women,’’ how it has
protected ‘‘minorities from injustice
and discrimination,”’ and so forth.
What brazen hypocrisy! They must
think that the people have so short
memories that they have already for-
gotten how the Carter administration
massively cut the workers’ wages; how
it put hundreds of thousands into the
ranks of the unemployed; how it used
the fascist Taft-Hartley law against
the coal miners; how it raised energy
prices sky-high; and so on. Indeed the
Democrats are such utterly shameless
liars that even after these pious words
of self-praise they go on to fully en-
dorse the Reagan economic prcigram!

The Democrats Completely Support
Reagan’s Stepped-Up War Buildup

On the question of the gargantuan
military spending proposed by Rea-
gan, the Democrats do not have the
slightest quibble. In the Senate, every
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single Democrat, including Kennedy,
the prince of liberals, voted to increase
military spending according to Rea-
gan’s requests. Meanwhile, when the
House Budget Committee controlled
by the Democrats came out with its
‘“‘alternative’’ budget in late April, it
not only equaled Reagan’s proposals
but even tried to outdo him by calling
for an additional billion dollars for the
U.S. war machine!

Endorsing the Reaganite Cutbacks
Under the Hoax of Being ‘‘Equitable’’

The Democrats also endorsed the
Reaganite economic policy of cuts in
social programs and big tax breaks for
the wealthy and the monopolies. The
statement of the Democrats pointed
out that there is ‘‘a national consen-
sus’’ on the question of the need for
such policies, and they pledged to
“‘work with the new Administration to
achieve’’ these goals.

However, in order to strike a pose of
being different from the Reaganites,
the Democrats called for the budget
cutbacks to be ‘‘equitable.’’ But this is
merely the long-familiar demagogy of
the Democratic Party which, under the
banner of calling for ‘‘equal sacrifice”’
from rich and poor alike, actually im-
plements the most savage policies of
fleecing the working masses. In this
context, the Democrats once again re-
iterated their call for wage-price con-
trols. Here is a shining example of an
‘‘equitable’” program long champion-
ed by the Democrats. As experience
has repeatedly proved, this call is in
reality a policy of tight controls on
the workers’ wages, while profits and
prices are allowed to continue to soar.
In general, however, this entire hoax
of being ‘‘equitable’’ put up by the
Democrats is wearing very thin be-
cause the Republicans too are dressing
up all their proposals as being ‘‘equi-
table’’!

When the issue of the budget cuts
came up in Congress, the Democrats
did try to strike a pose of ‘‘opposi-
tion,”” but their ‘‘alternative’’ propo-
sals were drafted fully in the Reagan-
ite spirit. The Reaganite cutbacks were
in the main endorsed, and the differ-
ences were mainly a matter of details.
The Democratic proposals endorsed
75% of the Reagan cuts. Indeed the
Democrats’ budget-cutting zeal met
with the approval of the Reaganites.
Treasury Secretary Regan termed the
Democratic package “‘well-intention-
ed,”” while respectfully insisting on
carrying through with the more com-
plete Reagan program.

The fact that the Democrats endors-
ed the thrust of the Reagan cuts is not
surprising in the least. After all it was
the Carter administration which initi-
ated the current trend of cutbacks in
social benefits for the impoverished
masses. And when the vote in the
House on the budget cuts came, a
number of Democrats openly joined
with the Reaganites to win the day for
Reagan. The fact that the rest of the
Democrats voted against Reagan does
not signify much other than the inter-
est of the Democratic Party to make
hay out of the situation by blaming
solely the Republicans for the results
of the cutbacks. Thus, before one of
the votes in the House, Tip O’Neill,
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the leader of the Democrats in the
House, remarked, ‘‘If the Republicans
are unlucky enough to win today, 1
guess the monkey is off the Demo-
crats’ back.... They're the Reagan
cuts. The deficit is going to be the Rea-
gan deficit.... It's Reagan’s inflation.”’

The Democrats Go on a Spree to Give
Tax Breaks to the Rich

Both the Democrats and Republi-
cans stand for shifting the burden of
taxation from the rich onto the working
masses under the hoax of ‘‘tax relief.”’
Indeed on the question of tax cuts for
the rich the Democrats have really
gone wild to compete with the Republi-
cans. This is a most telling exposure of
this so-called party of ‘“‘working men
and women’’!

Here too of course the Democrats
have tried to cover their tracks by pos-
ing as champions of the working mass-
es. They have focused a great deal of
their public statements on their dis-
agreements with Reagan’s proposal
for an across-the-board tax cut. In-
stead the Democrats have called for
‘‘targeted tax cuts’’ for those in the
$20,000 to $50,000 a year range. It is
interesting that these supposed cham-

pions of ‘‘working men and women'’

‘completely write off those millions and
millions, the majority, who maké les
than $20,000! But once all the smoke i
cleared away, even this “targ;ete;
cut”’ does not make much of a differ-
ence anyway. It only amounts to $45-
$60 for someone

burden of taxation away from the
wealthy to the poorer sections. Thus
one recent study indicates that in 1983
a taxpayer who makes less than
$10,000 would find his net taxes in-
crease 25.1% under the Republican
bill and 15.3% under the Democrats’.
A worker making between $15,000 and
$20,000 would have his taxes increase
3.3% under the Republican bill, and
1.3% under the Democrats’. However,
those with incomes more than
$200,000 would find their taxes de-
creased by 15.1% under the Repub-
lican plan and by 12.9% under the
Democratic one.

What is even more striking is what
the Democrats have been planning in
the realm of corporate and other taxes
on the rich. Here with each passing
day the Democrats and Republicans
are actually competing neck and neck
to see who can give bigger and bigger
breaks to the wealthy. This began in
March when the Democrats called for
a cut in the top marginal rate on in-
vestment income from 70% to 50%.
Business Week noted that this propos-
al had been rejected in February by
Reagan ‘‘when aides convinced him
that it would be politically damaging
s0 obviously to ‘do something for the
rich’ while he was slashing social pro-
grams right and left.”’

Since then, the Democratic-con-
trolled House Ways and Means Com-
mittee has adopted a big package
which moves towards eliminating the
corporate income tax eventually and
meanwhile reducing other taxes on
the corporations to almost nothing. In
1978 the corporate share of the federal
tax revenue stood at 14.1% No matter
whether the Republican or Democratic
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proposals go through, the corporate
share will be reduced to 7.7% by 1986.

So much for the Democrats as the
party of ‘“‘equity’’ and ‘‘justice’’!

The Democrats — Trying to Hunt With
the Hound and Run With the Hare

As these few examples demon-
strate, the Democrats are another mo-
nopoly capitalist party just like the Re-
publicans. They have the same policies
aimed squarely against the interests of
the working masses. But the differ-
ence between the Democrats and Re-
publicans is that the .Democrats func-
tion as the bourgeoisie’s main party
for deceiving the working masses.
Thus, even as they call for the most
reactionary policies, the Democrats
drape these policies as allegedly *‘pro-
worker,’’ as ‘‘reforms,’’ etc. Hence
according to the Democrats, the tax
cuts for the rich, when carried out by
the Reaganites, are handouts to the
wealthy. But the same tax cuts, with
even more additional sweeteners
thrown in for the monopolies, when
they are carried out by the Democrats,
are allegedly to. ‘‘make jobs’’ and to
help, not the rich, oh no, but the com-
mon ‘‘working men and women."
What a fraud!

The Democratic Party especially
tries to promote itself as an opposition
to Reagan in order to tie the indigna-

- tion among the masses to its coattails.
| They want to make sure that the mass

, unrest is contained and liquidated.
making ‘under And they seek to use the anger among
$30,000. It still continues to shift the

the masses as a springboard back to
power.

Thus, today when a mass movement
has been emerging against the Reagan
economic program, the Democrats are
trying to capitalize on it. They are es-
pecially using the pretext of opposing
Reagan's attacks on the social security
system, on which there has been a big
outcry among the masses. Thus when
on July 21 more than 10,000 retirees
staged a demonstration in Washing-
ton, D.C. against cuts in social securi-
ty, the Democratic Party pushed
through a resolution in the House call-
ing for retention of the $122 a month
minimum social security benefit which
Reagan is cutting. But this was a
meaningless, non-binding and show
resolution which even the Republicans
overwhelmingly endorsed!

The Democrats’ defense of social
security is of course a sham. Even this
resolution on the minimum benefit was
merely to let the present recipients
keep getting it, while cutting it off for
the future. Besides, on the other cuts
that Reagan has proposed, the Demo-
crats may quibble here and there, but
they too stand for big changes in the
system. Indeed it was a Carter-ap-
pointed Presidential Commission on
Pension Policy which put out a report
last November calling for increasing
the retirement age to 68, pushing early
retirement up to 65, and so on. Thus
today Reagan is running with the ball
which the Carter administration set
rolling. He has endorsed much of the
call made by the Carter commission.
Meanwhile the Democratic ‘‘alterna-
tive’’ proposals on social security cur-
rently being tossed around in Con-
gress have endorsed this and several
other aspescts of the Reagan plan.
Thus, as all the facts show, the Demo-
cratic ‘‘opposition’’ to Reagan on this
question too is sheer demagogy, noth-
ing but an attempt to throw dust in the
eyes of the masses.

In the final analysis, the ‘‘consen-
sus’’ of the Democrats and Republi-
cans on economic policy shows that the
policy of squeezing the masses, giving
handouts to the rich and preparing for
war is the common bipartisan policy of
monopoly capital. Hence the fight a-
gainst Reaganite reaction requires op-
position to the Democratic Party as
well. It calls for building the independ-
ent movement of the working class. [l

nomic policies. In fact it was the Dem-
ocratic Carter administration which
initiated the current massive boosts in
military spending and curtailment of
social benefits. Reagan has picked up
the relay stick from Carter and is run-
ning hard with it. The present cut-
backs are the most extensive yet. And
in the coming years the Reagan admin-
istration is promising more of the
same.

Reagan Throws Down a Challenge
to the Working Masses

The budget cutbacks show the sav-

agery of the capitalist class. With each
passing year the workers are being
ruined by the capitalist economic cri-
sis. Their livelihood is being pushed
down steadily by skyrocketing inflation
and high levels of unemployment. The
tremendous increase in energy prices
alone forces many of the poor to
choose between eating or heating ev-
ery winter. On top of this the burden
of taxes is constantly on the rise to pay
for more bombs, warships, prisons,
etc. In the face of all this, the capitalist
government is cuftting back on the
measly compensation for the unem-
ployed and retired and on the relief for
the destitute. What criminals the capi-
talists are!

Indeed the American -capitalists
have long been notorious for opposing
any kind of social benefits for the
working class and poor. For years they

- fought tooth and nail against the idea

of providing unemployment, disability
and retirement insurance for the work-
ers. The U.S. was among the last of
the big industrialized capitalist coun-
tries to implement such a system. It
was only achieved by the working class
as a result of tenacious mass struggle
in the early 1930’s.

At the same time, while granting
some concessions to the masses, the
capitalists have done their best to set
up the social benefit programs in the
most mutilated fashion possible. In
general, the most minimal benefits are
given and the maximum number of ex-
ceptions possible are made. Certain
programs are instituted mainly to give
handouts to the capitalists under the
pretext of helping the poor. And in
some cases, the most reactionary pur-
poses are combined with the benefits
so that they can be used to disrupt the
unity and fighting capacity of the
working class.

Today the capitalists are sharply
cutting back even on these limited pro-
grams. This is a sign of the depth of
the crisis the imperialists are caught
up in. They are shifting more and more
funds to the military as they try to pro-
tect their crumbling empire around the
world, which is threatened by revolu-
tion and by competition from their So-
viet social-imperialist rivals. As well
they are pouring more money into
beefing up their repressive apparatus
at home to crush the revolt of the work-
ing masses here.

At the same time the budget cut-
backs are also a challenge, a test to see
how far they can cut back to wipe out
what the workers have achieved
through their struggle. They want to
reduce the workers to the level of brok-
en-down slaves. By trying to make big
cuts in the social benefits all in a quick
sweep, they are trying to capitalize on
the shock and disorganization caused
by the severe economic crisis and on
the craven treachery of their labor lieu-
tenants, the trade union bureaucrats.

But the exploiters have miscalculat-
ed. Their starvation policies are bound
to aggravate the contradictions in the
society even further. The protests and
demonstrations occurring today herald
great class battles which are in the
making.

In the next sections, we examine
some of the features of the impact of
the cutbacks on different sections of
the working masses.

Attacking the Unemployed
With a Vengeance

In the April 28 speech that Reagan
made to Congress to push his budget
proposals, he had to acknowledge the
sorry state of affairs with the American
capitalist economy. Among other
things, he admitted that eight million
workers are unemployed. But his
promise to ‘‘clean up our economic
mess’’ and do something about unem-
ployment was nothing but sheer dema-
gogy. Indeed one of the most promi-
nent features of his cutbacks is that
they will increase the hardship for the
unemployed and drive even more peo-
ple into the ranks of the unemployed.

First, the Reagan cutbacks, already
approved by Congress, include the
elimination of the 13-week federal ex-
tension of unemployment benefits.
Alongside this, the budget is also re-
stricting TRA (Trade Readjustment
Assistance) benefits solely to those
workers receiving no other compensa-
tion. And workers receiving TRA will

only receive just the amount of state
unemployment benefits, not the 70%
of weekly pay that they currently get.
Both these cutbacks will be a big blow
to the long-term unemployed, parti-
cularly those concentrated in the cri-
sis-ridden auto, steel, textile and elec-
trical industries.

Second, Reagan’s budget will elimi-
nate funds for most of the federally
funded ‘‘jobs programs,’’ including
getting rid of more than 310,000 CETA
(Comprehensive Employment and
Traiging Act) jobs and about 80,000
youth jobs. Altogether it is estimated
that the overall REagan cutbacks will
cost ¢lose to 1.25 million jobs in the
private and public sector.

The cuts in the programs for the un-
employed provide a graphic example
of the type of social benefit programs
the capitalists establish in the face of
the struggle of the workers. Take, for
instance, unemployment compensa-
tion. The workers fought bitterly for
this in the early 1930’s but the pro-
gram established by the government
provided for the most minimal benefits
possible and allowed the states to
make all kinds of exceptions. Now, af-
ter years of high levels of unemploy-
ment, the program is being wrecked
even further by the federal govern-
ment cutting off the extensions. In the
meantime, various states are adding
on new exceptions in an effort to cur-
tail the program even more.

On the other hand, TRA provides an
example of a program that was insti-
tuted in such a way as to combine
some additional unemployment com-
pensation with reactionary purposes.
TRA was established in the early
1970’s as a program to compensate
workers for loss of jobs allegedly due
to . foreign competition. But these
benefits were given out only to a small
section of the unemployed, especially
to those sections most likely to revolt,
such as the auto workers. At the same
time, the capitalists found TRA use-
ful for the purpose of creating chau-
vinist import hysteria by blaming the
economic crisis on foreign workers.

Similarly, CETA programs were set
up in 1974 to fund a few jobs in the
midst of millions of unemployed. It
provided too few jobs, and temporary
ones at that. At the same time, it was
used as a means to reduce regular
work forces by using low-paid trainees
in place of workers who would have to

Uc paid picvailing wages. Bfuicuver,
in 1978 Carter made CETA jobs avail-
able to private employers, thus using it
as a straightforward handout to the
capitalists.

But even such mutilated programs
for the jobless are facing the axe to-
day. According to the logic of the Rea-
ganites, an assault on the social bene-
fits for the unemployed is necessary in
order ‘'to revive the incentive to
work.'’ What this means is that the
capitalists do not think that the present
mass unemployment provides enough
pressure to drive down wage rates for
the working class as a whole. They
think that driving the unemployed into
utter destitution and throwing more
and more into the ranks of the unem-
ployed will heighten the competition
for existing jobs in such a way as to
drive down wage rates even more.

Moreover, the Reaganites intend to
set up big slave-labor schemes for
those who, for one reason or another,
cannot slave for the capitalists at star-
vation wages. The federal government
is giving wholesale approval to the
states to set up ‘‘workfare’’ programs
in which people will have to work at
the most enslaving jobs just to be able
to get welfare payments, food stamps,
etc.

In addition, the government openly
acknowledges that it 'seeks to use un-
employment even more effectively as a
club to increase the ranks of the impe-
rialist armed forces. Thus Reagan's
Assistant Secretary for Employment
and Training recently admitted in re-
gards to the military as a replacement
for the jobs programs, “‘l see a poten-
tially big role there.’’ He added, *'But
for the young person who doesn’t
know where to turn, the military could
be a natural market....”’ (Business
Week, March 30, 1981)

In short, the Reagan budget is a
budget to increase the ranks of the un-
employed, to drive wages down gener-
ally, to set up slave-labor schemes on a
wider and harsher scale, and to in-
crease cannon fodder for the.army
from the ranks of the unemployed
youth. This then is what the Reagan-
ites mean by ‘‘reviving the incentive to
work.”’

A Big Attack on the Poor Workers

Reagan'’s budget cuts will hit hard a-
gainst the most downtrodden section
of the masses. Among them, the poor
workers will be squeezed very hard.
There is a large section of the working
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the labor bureaucrats do not see a
‘“two-class society’’ because they col-
laborate with the capitalists and do ev-
erything in their power to smash the
class struggle. Thus, when the bureau-
crats today see a threat of a “‘two-class
society,’’” they are simply expressing
their fear of the class struggle which
the Reagan budget cuts will sharpen.

Lane Kirkland also remarked in an-
other speech about the Reagan budget
that ‘‘at a time when the Administra-
tion seeks to strengthen the role of
America in the world, it risks dividing
Americans at home.’’ He added that it
‘was the ‘‘plain duty’’ of the bureau-
crats ‘‘to do our best to head off the
disasters we see in the making.”
(AFL-CIO News, April 18, 1981, p. 3)
In this way, Kirkland reiterates the full
agreement of the AFL-CIO hacks with
the Reaganites in the crusade to shore
up U.S. imperialism’s worldwide em-
pire, what he calls ‘‘strengthen(ing)
the role of America in the world.’’” And
from this context, he sées Reagan’s
economic proposals as harmful for this
purpose because they risk creating
“‘division,’’ that is, class struggle, at
home. Clearly Kirkland is haunted by
the memories of the mass upsurge of
the 1960’s in the U.S. which greatly
undermined U.S. imperialism’s ag-
gression in Indochina. He shudders at
the thought of a repeat performance.

Thus it is the Ep{ospect of class strug-
gle and the development of the revolu-
tionary movement which scares the
boots off this loyal lackey of the capi-
talist bloodsuckers. These are the
“‘disasters’’ he seeks to ‘‘head off."”
This same attitude is shared by all the
labor bureaucrats. Hence these boot-
licking lieutenants of the -capitalist
class can only be expected to do every-
thing in their power to restrict, sabo-
tage and liquidate the mass struggle
against Reaganite reaction.

Look, for example, at the recent ac-
tivities of the big shots of the railway
labor unions.

THE WORKERS’ ADVOCATE

Reagan Denounced Across the Country!

Reagan’s budget proposals included
massive cuts in the AMTRAK and
CONRALIL systems. The bureaucrats of
the Railway Labor Executives Asso-
ciation (RLEA) themselves acknowl-
edged that these cutbacks would crip-
ple AMTRAK and CONRAIL, elimi-
nating over 70,000 railway labor jobs
and causing the bankruptcy of the rail-
road retirement fund, affecting thou-
sands more workers. Due to the pres-
sure of the workers, the RLEA called
for a demonstration in Washington,
D.C. and activities in other cities on
April 29. In a letter to workers, RLEA
Chairman Fred Kroll struck the “‘mili-
tant’’ pose that *‘It may indeed be nec-
essary for us to call for a general strike
sometime following this march in or-
der to demonstrate how strongly you
feel about these injustices...."’

But despite such ‘“‘fiery’’ words,
when the day of the rally came, the
RLEA bureaucrats only organized a
short march from Union Station to the
Capitol from where they directed the
workers to lobby the capitalist politi-
cians. They poured cold water on the
sentiment of the railroad workers who
shouted, *‘Strike! Strike!"’ But the real
depth of their treachery was revealed
less than a week later, when the bu-
reaucrats representing most of the
CONRAIL workers signed an agree-
ment giving away $230 million in wage
concessions from the CONRAIL work-
ers! Such is the real nature of the new-
found ‘‘militancy’’ of the trade union
bureaucrats.

The working class has seen many
other examples of such posturing. In
1978, UAW head Fraser was talking
about the ‘‘new class war’’ between la-
bor and capital in the U.S. Only a year
later, he rammed massive concessions
down the throats of the Chrysler work-
ers and he is preparing to do the same
to the Ford and GM workers today.

Hence the workers and broad mass-
es cannot rely on the trade union bu-
reaucrats in the fight against Reagan-
ite reaction. The treachery of the labor
traitors must be exposed and combat-

ed. The struggle of the working mass-
es must be developed independent of
the capitalists and their flunkeys.

Fight the Capitalist Offensive
Against the Working Masses!

Workers, unemployed and retired
workers! Youth!

The Reagan administration has
opened up a broad assault on the live-
lihood of the working masses. In the
midst of eight million unemployed and
skyrocketing cost of living, they are ax-
ing away at compensation for the job-
less, social security for the elderly and
other meager social benefits for the
poor. By throwing millions more into
the ranks of the unemployed and by
savage wage-cutting measures, they
want to push down the wages of the
workers even more. Starvation for the
workers and poor, handouts for the
wealthy, war against the peoples of the
world — this is the program of the cap-
italist cla§s headed up by Reagan.

This is the program of both the capi-
talist parties, Republicans and Demo-
crats. Indeed Carter paved the way for
Reagan, and the Democrats in Con-
gress have been busy ‘‘honeymoon-
ing"”’ with Reagan. They are trying to
outdo the Reaganites in preparing for
war and robbing the masses. They are
no opposition to Reaganite reaction at
all. !

The mounting opposition to Reagan-
ite reaction can be seen in the growing
mass movement against Reaganite re-
action. It is seen among the thousands
who have taken to the streets against
Reagan’s warmongering in El Salva-
dor. And it is seen in the demonstra-
tions and protests which are denounc-
ing the Reagan economic policies.

This fight must be stepped up. The
assault of the capitalists must be an-
swered with strikes, demonstrations
and other militant mass actions. They
should be used to develop the initiative

3
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On May 3, demonstrations in

Washington, D.C.

to the struggle.

As part of building the movement a-
gainst Reaganite reaction, the workers
should participate in all the actions of a
mass character, including those organ-
ized by the labor bureaucrats. But the
revolutionaries must work hard in
these actions to imbue the masses with
the spirit of class struggle, and to de-
feat the maneuvers of the bureaucrats
to tie the masses to the coattails of the
bourgeoisie.

Indispensable for the task of proper-
ly orienting the struggle is the need to
develop the revolutionary conscious-
ness of the masses. For this reason,
leaflets, newspapers and other revolu-
tionary literature should be widely dis-
tributed and read. The scientific theo-
ry of Marxism-Leninism should be
studied.

And in the midst of these battles a-
gainst the capitalist exploiters, the
revolutionary organization of the
masses must be forged. Reyolutionary
groups should be built in the factories,
schools, communities and wherever
the class struggle rages. Only through

several cities denounced U.S.
intervention in El Salvador and the Reagan economic pro-
gram. The above photo shows a section of the MLP contin-
gent as it marched in the 100,000-strong demonstration in
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spoke to the NAACP convention
in Denver, 400 people were outside to vigorously denounce
his program of starvation, fascism and war. The above pho-
to shows comrades of the Denver Branch of the MLP in the
midst of the demonstration.
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against Reagan’s savage cuts in the social security program. This was one of
many such demonstrations held across the country.

organization can the working masses
build up their latent strength into a
powerful fighting force. '

This is the path of building the inde-
pendent “political movement of the
working class.

Down with Reagan, Chieftain
of Capitalist reaction!
Defend the livelihood of the

working masses!

To hell with. the Democrats
and Republicans, parties of the
capitalist offensive!

Wage mass revolutionary
struggle against starvation, fas-
cism and war! U

of the masses. Persistent work must be
done to draw the widest masses of the
exploited, the workers and the poor in-

University of Washington in Seattle

No to tuition

Reagan's budget will bring devas-
tating cuts in all fields of education.
This will cause, the further deteriora-
tion of the education system as well as
increasing layoffs and wage freezes for
teachers, professors and others work-
ing in the field of education and the
further driving out of the schools of
large numbers of the sons and daugh-
ters of the workers and poor. Undoubt-
edly broad mass struggles will develop
against these cutbacks in the future.
Below we print an article on tuition
hikes and funding cutbacks at the Uni-
versity of Washington. This article is
adapted from a leaflet produced by the
Seattle Branch of the MLP on May 26,
1981.

Widespread indignation is develop-
ing among the University of Washing-
ton students and sections of its staff
over the severe economic attacks being
imposed on them. These attacks have
come in the form of: a huge 70% in-
crease in tuition; cuts in many pro-
grams and services available to stu-
dents, including national minority and
poor students; drastic reductions in
financial aid; and the lack of salary in-
creases for staff which come anywhere
close to matching the inflation rate
(much less compensate for tuition in-
creases for graduate student teaching
and research assistants). These at-
tacks are already having dire effects on
the education of many students and
the livelihood of the staff. Many stu-
dents will no longer be able to continue
their education next fall. Sections of
the staff, already barely making ends
meet, will be driven to the wall.

These ruthless measures are part of
an overall offensive ‘against workers
and other sections of the masses,
which is being conducted by the state
government in order to stave off fiscal
crisis. The tuition increases, for exam-
ple, have nothing to do with having
students pay a *‘‘fair share of their edu-
cation,’’ but to help offset large reduc-
tions in federal funds which go¥to the

‘state budget. Of the over $200 million
which the Washington state govern-
ment needs to cover the deficit, almost
one-half, or $90 million, will be raised
through tuition increases. The budget
cutting of the state government is also
directly behind the outrageous attacks
against the working people, notably
the ferry workers and public school
teachers, who face either pay cuts or
mass layoffs.

This assault on the livelihood of the
masses is inextricably connected with
Reagan’s ‘‘Program for Economic Re-
covery,’”” which is nothing but a pro-
gram for shifting the economic crisis
of the monopoly capitalist class onto
the shoulders of the working class and
oppressed people and for preparation

hikes and funding cutbacks!

of imperialist war.

Reagan’s plans for carrying out
these attacks are threefold: ?

First, pushing forward the already
feverish pace of militarization begun
under the Carter administration. This
includes astronomical increases in the
already gargantuan Pentagon budget,
which will result in doubling military

spending by 1986. This is for no other

reason than to drown in blood the anti-
imperialist struggles of the peoples of
El Salvador, the Middle East and the
rest of the world, as well as to fight
their equally imperialist rivals, Soviet
social-imperialism, over who will re-
ceive the lion’s share of the plunder of
other countries. Besides the protection
of U.S. imperialism’s world empire,
these war preparations are a tremen-
dous source of profit to the capitalist
merchants of death in the aerospace,
shipbuilding, and weapons industries,
etc. The rich are arming to the teeth
not to ‘‘safeguard peace,’’ but to safe-
guard their sacred profits through im-
perialist war.

Second, savagely cutting of all forms
of social services. Of the $42 billion cut
in such things as unemployment and
disability insurance, food stamps,
health care and other services, a size-
able cut in funding to all levels of edu-
cation is included. This includes big
cuts in the college financial aid and
loan programs which is another step
towards driving out of the colleges all
but students from the families of the
rich. There will also be cuts in the high
school, elementary school and pre-
school programs, further deteriorating
the already rotten capitalist education
system and driving increasing num-
bers. of students from the schools.
These cuts bear especially heavily on
the children of the poorest sections of
the workers who will be deprived of an
opportunity to receive any education.

Third, revamping the tax structure
in order to place a heavier tax burden
on the poor; in other words, a heavier
burden of the military buildup as well
as outright handouts to the monopolies
for their ‘‘reindustrialization.”” Al-
ready this year, the majority of work-
.ers in the U.S. have had their total tax
bill raised 8%, mainly due to a huge
increase in social security taxes (and
this is while proposals are floated to
cut social security benefits!). For the
rich, it is a different story. Under Rea-
gan’s program the corporations will
pay, in 1984 alone, $30 billion less in
taxes through tax write-offs on the de-
preciation of their equipment and fac-
tories. And this is on top of the enor-
mous income tax cuts for the capital-
ists as well as various types of subsi-
dies and other assistance given to such
needy souls as the Chrysler Corpora-
tion, the oil monopolies, etc.

Recovery’’ is what is directly behind

“'the masses are fleeced twice and three

Reagan’s ‘‘Program for Economiccq;

t'he drastic cutbacks in federal funds to
the state and local governments. Thus

times over; not only through a heavier
federal tax burden, but also through
various tax increases to support state
and local governments. The tuition
hikes and the funding cutbacks at the
UW are a part of this monstrous rob-
bery of the masses carried out by Rea-
gan and all the capitalist politicians,
Republican and Democrat alike.

These savage measures are bringing
growing discontent among broad
masses throughout the country. The
growing ferment can be shown locally
by the recent actions of the state ferry
workers, and the demonstrations
against U.S. imperialist warmonger-
ing, amongst other things. The youth
and students have no future presented
to them but to be press-ganged as
cannon fodder for the Pentagon. The
vicious economic attacks against the
UW and other state college students
are bound to bring them into further
struggle.

The capitalist offensive can only be
fought through taking up active strug-
gle, in which the masses rely on their
own strength and numbers. The
masses can never pin their hopes on
the capitalist politicians, Republican or
Democrat. The bipartisan stamp of ap-
proval recently given in both the Con-
gress and state legislature to these at-
tacks shows this. Nor can any consola-
tion be had in the ‘‘good faith’’ and
‘“‘concern’’ of the state functionaries in
the UW administration. The ‘‘con-
cern’’ of the administration is shown
by UW President Gerberding’s re-
sponse to the fact that many students
would not be able to return next fall
due to tuition increases and financial
aid cuts: ‘‘There is a lot of truth to the
saying that those who really want to
make it will.”” (That is, ‘‘To hell with
them!’’) And the ‘‘good faith’’ can be
seen in his statement on the month-
long struggle of the UW medical
housestaff who recently rejected a
15% pay hike: ‘‘I don’t know who mis-
understood who, but pay was never a
negotiable item. The pay decision is
constrained by state policy.”” (The
Daily, UW, May 8 and 20)

But throughout the campus, the stu-
dents and staff are becoming more and
more clear as to the sinister program
of the capitalists and many are dis-
cussing the need to resist. Already,
certain sections of students and staff
are in motion. To defend their liveli-
hood and to link up with the overall
struggle against the capitalist offen-
sive, the UW students and staff must
take the path of mass struggle. O

T!feacherous role of the labor bureaucrats

Reactionary bills

cutting unemployment benefits in Hlinois

(The following article is based on a
leaflet issued by the Chicago Branch of
the Marxist-Leninist Party, USA on
Ju/y 73 o S

)

ﬁpveral vicious anti-labor bills have
recently been initiated in the Illinois
legislature to outlaw strikes, to vastly
decrease unemployment and work-
men’s compensation benefits, for
“right to work,”’ and to make brutal
penalties for workers who stand up to
company attacks at the work place and
who support the militant strike actions
of other workers. These bills are di-
rected at assisting the monopoly capi-
talists on the legal front to implement
their ‘‘reindustrialization’’ program
and to force workers to submit to
speedup, job combinations and mur-
derous working conditions.

The labor bureaucrats from various
unions and the Illinois Federation of
Labor made a big show of organizing a
rally to oppose these anti-labor bills.
Yet, no sooner was news of the rally
printed in the newspapers than the top
labor traitor in Illinois, Gibson, head of
the Illinois Federation of Labor, turned
around and joined Governor Thomp-
son and the president of the Illinois
Chamber of Commerce in a ‘‘summit”’
meeting at which they agreed to cut
unemployment compensation with
measures which are, in some aspects,
even more severe than the bills they
were ‘‘protesting’’ only a couple
weeks previously.

This summit deal has just passed
both Houses of the legislature (unani-
mously in the Senate). (So much for
the ‘‘opposition’’ to attacks on labor by
the ‘‘pro-labor’’ Democrats!) This leg-
islation establishes as completely ineli-
gible for unemployment compensation
any worker who quits ‘‘voluntarily,”” is
fired for ‘‘misconduct’’ or ‘‘refused
suitable work.”’ In other words, any
worker who defends his life and liveli-
hood on the job can be fired or called a
‘“‘voluntary quit’’ and forced onto the
street without a penny. Also, laid-off
workers would be forced to wait one
week before becoming eligible for any
compensation, and then have a freeze
imposed on the maximum possible
benefits which are already very mea-
ger.

The other anti-labor bills have now
been temporarily tabled or put into
committees, but they are not dead.

Presently the monopoly capitalists
are unleashing their ‘‘reindustrializa-
tion’” program and wage-cutting
schemes on workers nationwide. This
has included the brutal productivity
drives and speedup of workers, plant
closings, layoffs, replacing workers
with robots and other worker-eliminat-
ing devices. It has also meant the im-
posing of vicious concessions, that is,
the wholesale cutting of wages,

COLA’s and benefits in the face of
soaring inflation. The reactionary anti-
labor legislation which has come up
before the Illinois legislature is a part
of this overall offensive. Clearly all
these pieces of fascist anti-labor legis-
lation are intended to grease the legal
avenues for the monopoly capitalists to
impose their reindustrialization pro-
gram on the entire working class and
to force the workers to pay for the eco-
nomic crisis. ;

However, workers are not accepting
this capitalist assault. Mass struggles
have been breaking out against the
features of the reindustrialization pro-
gram. Wisconsin Steel workers organ-
ized mass pickets against the closing
of their plant and the company’s at-
tempts to move out the machinery.
Workers at J & L Steel in East Chicago
staged a walkout against J & L’s vi-
cious productivity drive which was re-
sulting in the loss of hundreds of work-
ers’ jobs. NIPSCO workers fought and
won an eight-month strike struggle
against a whole series of cuts in
wages, benefits, and working condi-
tions the public utility tried to impose
on them. Chrysler workers at the Bel-
videre plant northwest of Chicago car-
ried out an ‘‘unauthorized’’ strike re-
cently to protest the cutting of their
wages by the elimination of their
COLA and to protest the company’s re-
fusal to settle a local contract since
1979. On June 2, in Springfield, Ili-
nois 12,000 workers rallied in opposi-
tion to these reactionary anti-labor
bills which have come before the state
legislature. _

All these struggles are manifesta-
tions of the storm brewing among the
masses of workers. But the so-called
‘‘friends of labor’’ of the Democratic
Party and the top trade union bureau-
crats are trying to derail this mass
struggle. For example, seeing the
mass sentiment against the reaction-
ary legislation before the Illinois state
legislature, Democratic Party politi-
cians and top trade union hacks spoke
at the June 2 rally in Springfield,
swearing that they too were opposed to
the anti-labor legislation. But only two
and a half weeks passed when Gibson,
the head of the Illinois Federation of
Labor, actually worked out the bill to
cut unemployment compensation. And
the Democratic Party joined with the
Republicans to pass the bill through
the Illinois legislature, even voting
unanimously for it in the Senate.
These hacks can’t be trusted any fur-
ther than you can throw them.

For the workers to defend their live-
lihood they must persist in organizing
their mass struggle and orient this
struggle onto the path independent of
and against the capitalist political par-
ties, Democrats and Republicans alike,
and against their loyal lackeys in the

trade union bureaucracy.

Other Anti-Labor Bills Before
Ilinois Legislature ..o

The other anti-labor bills before the
Illinois state legislature have been
temporarily tabled or put in commit-
tees, but they are not dead. These bills
include attacks on the strike movement
as well as measures to further impov-
erish the workers.

For example, one bill would require
workers to give the company a one-
year notice of intention to strike in-
cluding over what issues the strike
would be waged. With this the compa-
ny would have an entire year to work to
undermine the workers’ struggle. On
top of this, the union involved would
have to pay 10% of the total gross
yearly wages of all the workers into a
‘‘community assistance fund’' before
striking! For example, if 1,000 workers
earning $15,000 per year each went on
strike, their union would have to pay
$1.5 million of the workers' money to
this ‘‘fund.’’ This fund is then to be
doled out to the local capitalists and
the government of the community of
the strike. In other words, the workers
must pay the capitalists to go on
strike!

House Bill 672, as well as several
others, proposes to drastically cut un-
employment compensation and also
stipulates that a worker laid off due to
lack of work as a result of a strike in a
separate plant or industry, or workers
who, in the militant tradition of their
class, refuse to cross each others’ pick-
et lines would be ineligible for unem-
ployment compensation. Thus, for ex-
ample, the railroad workers laid off as
a result of the militant coal miners’
strike would be denied benefits. This
is a criminal attempt to turn workers
against their fighting class brothers!

With other bills the capitalist politi-
cians have proposed to further devas-
tate the lives of workers already ruined
by the bourgeoisie’s insatiable greed
for profit. In House Bill 944 the capital-
ist politicians reveal their utter con-
tempt for the lives of workers. This bill
mocks at the devastation already suf-
fered by those workers injured and
maimed at the work places as a result
of the monopoly capitalists’ reckless
drive for maximum profit. It declares
that an injured worker, no matter if he
has lost an arm, hand, leg, etc., who
can still operate a machine or hold an-
other job at equal or greater wages,
will not be considered *‘‘disabled’” and
thus cannot receive disability benefits!
Here is the capitalist logic in all its fas-
cist barbarity! With this the rich and
their political representatives are
openly stating and trying sanctify with
their “‘law’’ that workers are of no val-
ue aside from their labor power. 3
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Hard-fought strike of the coal miners stopped halfway

For two and a half months 160,000
coal miners carried out a hard-fought
strike against the big coal monopolies.
Through their struggle the miners
blew up the capitalists’ dreams of
‘‘labor peace’’ in the coal fields and
defeated a number of the savage take-
back demands of the monopolists. But
the UMWA bureaucrats sold out the
miners and stopped the strike halfway.
As a result the doors have been open-
ed for even sharper attacks by the coal
monopolies in the future. The coal
miners must get prepared to continue

the fight against the offensive of the
coal monopolies and also against the
UMWA bureaucrats who are disorgan-
izing the miners and sabotaging their
struggle.

Strike Upsets Capitalists’ Dreams
of Labor Stability

Long before the contract deadline
the coal monopolies and along with
them the president of the UMWA,
Sam Church, proclaimed that this year
there would be no coal strike, that at
long last the fighting spirit of the min-
ers would be broken and ‘‘labor
peace’’ would abound in the coal

fields.

The coal monopolies (organized in
the Bituminous Coal Operators Asso-
ciation) took their cue from the general
capitalist take-back offensive which
had imposed brutal concessions on the
Chrysler workers and other workers in
auto, rubber and elsewhere. The lords
of coal set out a whole slew of demands
including cuts in wages and benefits,
work rule changes to step up produc-
tivity and worsen safety conditions,
and various changes in contract lan-
guage to weaken job security, disoz-
ganize the miners’ movement and in-
crease the use of non-union coal.

Sam Church and other top UMWA

bureaucrats worked to pave the way
for these take-backs by carrying out a
broad campaign against a strike. They
argued that the miners should give up
their fighting traditions and instead
kneel down before the monopolies and
accept ‘‘labor stability.”” Church and
co. promised that ‘‘labor stability’’
would mean a thriving coal industry,
increasing production and export of
coal, and more jobs and a better life
for the miners. Church pleaded ‘‘We
want stability in this industry. Lord
knows I don’t want a strike. ... ' We’re
going to work our butts off to avoid it.”’

But the coal miners were not con-
vinced by Church’s belly-crawling lies.

25,000 Massachusetts state workers:

Stnke Agamst Payless Paydays

(The following article is reprinted from
Boston Worker, newspaper of the Bos-
ton Branch of the MLP,USA, July 15,
1981.)

Last Friday thousands of state work-
ers began going out on strike in protest
against not getting paid. The workers
who struck are not high paid officials.
Like the majority of workers in this
country they live hand to mouth and do
not have savings to live off of. The state
was taking the food off their tables and
still expected them to work. Not only
that, but by holding up the budget the
governor and legislature forced thou-
sands of women and children on wel-
fare and old people on pensions to also
go hungry. Even now, to keep the
workers’ strike from spreading, the
state legislature has only passed a two-
week budget. Thus, the government
wants to keep the state workers cap-
tive to its budget fights so that unless
another budget is passed by Thursday
the state workers will face another
payless payday. The state workers’
strike was entirely just and they must
be prepared for even bigger battles to
come.

The legislature and the governor
had a whole year to pass a budget, but
they stalled and.deliberately created
this crisis in order to force through a
budget that brutally attacks the state
workers, the poor and the working
masses in general. Some of the fea-
tures being planned for the new budg-
et are:

1).a wage. freeze for state workers
and MBTA workers

2) layoffs of 5,000 to 12,000 state
workers

3) reduction in welfare benefits and
medical aid for the poor

Massachusetts state workers march
into the Massachusetts Statehouse to
protest the withholding of their pay-
checks by the government.

4) reduction of state aid to educa-
tion, which, on top of Proposition 2V2,
will mean layoffs of thousands more
school teachers and devastation of the
already terrible education of the youth

5) $200-$500 million in new sales
and income taxes on the working
masses to make up for the property tax
cuts from Proposition 2.

For the working masses Proposition
2Y, has meant, at best, exchanging
one heavy tax burden for another. But

for the capitalists, with their big prop- = |

erty holdings, it has meant enormous
tax breaks.

All these attacks on the working
masses are being justified by the ex-
cuse that the state must give aid to the
cities in order to prevent cutbacks in
“‘essential services’’ due to Proposi-
tion 2%2. But when we read the fine
print we find that the ‘‘essential ser-
vice’” the governor and legislature
are primarily concerned about is police
‘‘protection.”’ In fact the state budget
will force reductions in all other ser-
vices except for the police and fire de-
partments. When we see the world-
wide economic crisis of capitalism,

when we see how the employers and
government are squeezing the working
masses to the wall to maintain their
profits and prepare for war, then it is
very understandable why the govern-
ment is so concerned to maintain a
high level of police protection. They
know all too well that the conditions
the rich and their government are forc-
ing upon the masses will give rise to
great revolts like the revolts of the
working class youth taking place in
Britain right now. They are revolting
against the brutal poverty and unem-
ployment the rich have forced on
them, against the racist and fascist
attacks of the police and fascist thugs,
and against the whole rotten capitalist
system. The U.S. government wants to
build up the police forces to suppress
the masses and maintain the rule of
the capitalists.

The strike of the state workers has

Mass actions agannst the attacks 0 the government by government sector work-

been a breath of fresh air in Massachu-
setts. It has been the first major battle
of the public sector workers against
the brutal offensive against them that
has been launched under the name of
Proposition 2%. It is the answer that
must be given to the layoffs, cutbacks
and wage freezes that the government
is trying to impose. The state workers’
strike is an inspiration to all the public
sector workers and workers in industry
who are facing similar attacks. All
workers should support the struggle of
the state and other public sector work-
ers. The Reagan administration has
openly stated that it wants to make an
example of the public sector workers in
order to help all the capitalists squeeze
their workers to the wall. A militant
united struggle of the workers is the
only answer to the offensive of the cap-
italists and their government. O

ers have broken out in various parts of the country. Above photo shows a portion
of the 14,000 state workers in Minnesota who began a strike on July 20 in order

to win their contract demands. ;
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BUDGET
Continued from page 2

class which is forced to slave for the
capitalists at starvation wages — mak-
ing below $4-S per hour and in many
cases even less than the minimum
wage. This section of the proletariat is
disproportionately made up of black
and other national minority workers.
Among this section, the workers
making minimum wage face the pros-
pect of big cuts in their wages in the
face of soaring inflation because Rea-
gan does not plan to increase the mini-
mum wage in the coming year. Be-
sides this, the administration is elimin-
ating various compensation programs
which provide the working poor with
some relief to keep above complete
destitution. Certain of the budget cuts
are directly arimed at making such
families ineligible altogether for var-
ious benefits. For instance, food stamp
eligibility requirements are to be re-
duced to those with an income of 130%
of the federal poverty level as compar-
ed to 145% today (i.e., an income of
$10,933 as compared to $12,195 for a
family of four). This will make a mil-
lion people ineligible for food stamps.
A similar lowering of the eligibility
income is being made for recipients of
the school lunch program. 3
There are other cutbacks which will
hit hard at the poor. Cuts are being
made in Medicaid, low-income energy
assistance, day care, welfare, rental
subsidies, etc. The cuts in rental sub-

sidies, for example, will mean that
those who live in subsidized housing
will have to pay 30% of their income
for rent as opposed to 25% today. This
will affect 3.3 million households. In
addition, there are cuts in other pro-
grams such as educational programs,
which will lower even further the serv-
ices available to the poor. The cuts in
remedial education, special education,
etc., will deteriorate the already scan-
dalously inferior education for the poor
in the public school system. And the
cuts in student loan and grant pro-
grams and the eliminating of social
security benefits for student depen-
dents will be yet another step on the
road of putting higher education out of
the reach of all but the rich. Also, as
a result of cuts in federal funding in
other areas, many states and locali-
ties will increase taxes further, thus
serving to drive up the cost of living
for the poor even more.

Finally, it is noteworthy that the ad-
ministration plans to use its budget
cuts as a direct weapon against the
ability of the workers to fight the vi-
cious exploitation of the capitalists.
Thus, from now on, the government
will make striking workers ineligible
for food stamps and welfare. This is
nothing but strikebreaking by starving
the workers.

In sum, the Reagan budget is a mas-
sive attack on the poor. A recent study
by the Congressional Budget Office
itself estimated that just the cuts in
welfare, jobs programs, food stamps

and school lunches alone will cut the
incomes of 20-25 million impoverished
people.

The Opening Shot in a War
on the Retired Workers

With the 1982 budget proposals, the
Reagan administration has also
launched the first phase of a virtual
war against the retired workers. The
present budget removes the $122 per
month minimum benefit for all recip-
ients of social security. Currently
there are three million people who re-
ceive this. In addition, $1.5 billion in
cuts in Medicare will mean increased
difficulties for the elderly to get ad-
equate medical assistance. Besides
this, federal retirees who receive fed-
eral retirement benefits will lose an
average of $300 a year by getting only
one of their two cost-of-living in-
creases each year.

The Reaganites are not satisfied
with these cuts and are screaming for
more blood already. They have opened
up a big barrage of calls for massive
cuts in the social security system. This
whole campaign vividly exposes the
barbarous nature of the capitalist
system. The capitalists exploit the
workers to the bone and then, when
they are no longer useful, cast them
off. What benefits exist for the re-
tirees were won as the result of ex-
tremely bitter struggles by the work-
ing class in the 1930’s. Today close to
36 million people receive such bene-

KOSOVA
Continued from page 10

we state openly, while you are afraid to
do so. ...

The Albanian Nation Is One;
It Has the One History,
Culture and Language

.. The Yugoslav leadership forgets
that the Albanian nation is one, irre-
spective of the fact that one part lives
in the People’s Socialist Republic of
Albania and the other in three parts of
the Federal Yugoslavia. It has the one
history, culture and language, has its
common heroes, poets, painters, musi-
cians and artists. This is its great heri-
tage, which it preserves, cultivates
and develops. These are the main fea-
tures of a nation.

Do the Yugoslavs think that these

features of the Albanian nationality
should die out, should be described as
signs and phenomena of ‘‘an outdated
romantic nationalism and a reprehen-
sible chauvinism?"’ ...

Calm must be restored in Kosova,
but the removal of a certain Mahmut
Bakalli (grocer) and the promotion of a
Mahmut Cakalli (jackal) will not calm
it. Kosova will return to calm if the
state of siege is lifted, the Serbian ar-
my and punitive police are withdrawn,
if the situation is normalized, the inno-
cent prisoners with whom the jails are
full are released, and if the bodies of
those killed in demonstrations are
returned to their families, because this
is a sacred and humanitarian matter.
You must study the demand of the
people of Kosova for a Republic care-
fully and fairly, must solve its econom-

ic problems correctly. This is the only
way to restore calm in Kosova, only in
this way will it be a friend of the other
republics, within the Socialist Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia. ...

The demand of Kosova to be grant-
ed the status of a Federal Republic is
a just one. It has deserved it because
of the struggles it has waged together
with the other peoples of Yugoslavia
against fascism. ...

We feel it our duty to tell you these
truths in a friendly spirit. Reject them
if you wish, attach any epithet you care
to use to us. Let the progressive world
judge both us and you.

The peoples of Yugoslavia and the
Albanian people want friendship with
one another, but the friendship must
be established on sound foundations.

O

fits. It is common knowledge that the
benefits. they receive are measly and
the elderly have a very hard time sim-
ply existing. Today the capitalists are
threatening to cut back on this meager
program even further at the expense of
the working class.

For Revolutionary Struggle Against
the Capitalist Offensive!

The Reagan economic program has
smoothly sailed through the Congress.
The Democratic Party has proved to be
no oppesition at all. Where the Demo-
cratic politicians have not openly
joined the Reagan bandwagon, they
have quibbled over the most minor de-
tails of the Reagan proposals while re-
maining just as enthusiastic for the
Reaganite program of robbing the
masses, beefing up the imperialist
war machine and giving handouts to
the capitalists. In sum, the 1982 Rea-
gan budget is a bipartisan budget re-
flecting the common policies of mono-
poly capital.

As the brief survey of Reagan’s eco-
nomic policies has shown above, it is
a big assault on the livelihood of the
working masses. Although it targets
for special attack the most downtrod-
den sections of the masses, these pol-
icies are aimed at the working class as
a whole. Hence the Reagan program is
bound to result in the intensification of
the struggle of the working class and
broad masses. Already wide sections
of workers, oppressed nationalities,
retired people and youth have roundly
condemned the diabolical plans of the
government. Demonstrations of tens
of thousands have been held in Wash-
ington, D.C. and elsewhere. Indeed,
wherever Reagan and his henchmen
go, they are met with denunciations
and protests by the masses.

The development of the mass strug-
gle is the proper answer to the capital-
ist program of starvation, fascism and
war. Waging this struggle requires a
stern fight not just against the Rea-
ganite Republican Party but also a-
gainst the attempts of the Democratic
Party to try to quell the mass struggle.
The struggle against Reaganite reac-
tion can and will serve as a part of
building the independent movement of
the working class, separate from both
the Republican and Democratic Par-
ties. O

Long years of experience have taught
the miners that nothing is won except
through struggle. Thus, on March 17,
ten days before the contract was due to
expire, the miners blew up the capital-
ists’ dreams of ‘'labor peace’’ and
“‘stability’” when a wildcat strike e-
rupted through the coal fields. In a
short time the strike extended to seven
states and brought 13,000 miners out
in struggle against the monopolies’
take-back demands. /

This strike shook the coal capitalists.
In an effort to forestall an industry-
wide strike and to keep intact the main
bulk of their take-back measures, the
monopolists dropped a few of their
outrageous demands and quickly sign-
ed « tentative contract.

The lords of coal counted on the
UMWA bureaucrats to impose this
sellout contract on the miners and Sam
Church did all that they asked. Church
pleaded that the miners should give up
their fighting tradition of ‘‘no contract,
no work!,”’ stay on the job and accept
the brutal take-backs of the monopo-
lies. He even toured the coal fields
preaching that his sellout was a *‘de-
cent contract’’ and ‘‘the best we can
get.”

But the miners saw through this
fraud. When the contract expired on
March 27, the 160,000 coal miners
walked out of the mines and began
their industry-wide strike. Throughout
the coal fields they denounced the sell-
out agreement, dubbed Church “‘sell-
out Sam,”” threw eggs at him and
burned copies of the tentative con-
tract. On March 31, in an overwhelm-
ing two to one vote, the miners re-
jected the sellout.

For 72 days the coal miners contin-
ued their militant, hard-fought strike.
The capitalist government backed up
the coal operators and sent their police
to suppress the strike. Under the
watchful eye of the Reagan adminis-
tration, the state and local courts
issued one injunction after another
outlawing picketing, and veritable
armies of police were dispatched to ar-
rest the picketers and escort convoys
of scab coal trucks to their destina-
tions. But the miners defied the courts
and police. They unleashed their rov-
ing pickets to shut down non-union
mines throughout the eastern and mid-
western coal fields. Mass pickets of
hundreds of miners blockaded coal
roads and shut down mines. On sever-
al occasions pitched battles were
fought with the police and goons of the
coal operators.

With their resolute mass actions the
miners cut the shipping of coal and
shut down large numbers of the non-
union mines. Although these UMWA
miners accounted for only 44% of the
coal produced in the U.S., it is report-
ed that their strike shut down over
50% of all coal production. The strike
caused financial losses to the coal op-
erators and ‘the coal transporters
(mainly railroads). As well, by the end
of the strike, coal stockpiles had
dwindled to the extent that there was
worry over shortages in Pennsylvania
and utilities and steel mills throughout
the country reported only a month’s
supply of coal left.

UMW A Bureaucrats Stop
Strike Halfway

After over two months of hard strug-
gle, at the point when by persisting in
their strike the miners could have
threatened the closing of utilities and
major industries around the country,
the top UMWA leadership signed a
second sellout agreement and called a
halt to the strike.

This came about when, at the end of
May, the coal monopolies tried an-
other maneuver. They dropped a cou-
ple more of their outrageous take-
backs. But on several important ques-
tions for the miners the new contract
continued the sellout from the contract
that the miners had already rejected.

Thus, as a result of the miners’
strike, the new contract retained the
provision that BCOA companies must
pay royalties on the coal they purchas-
ed from non-union companies. These
payments were increased from $1.90
to $2.23 per ton. A series of the
BCOA’s productivity demands were
defeated including a 45-day probation
period for new hires, partial work
crews, staggered weekly schedules,
and mandatory overtime on Sunday.
The industry-wide pension system was
saved and a $95 a month pension was
won for the widows of miners covered
by the 1950 pension system. As well,
the miners won a wage increase that
will come to $3.60 an hour by the end
of the 40-month contract.

While the coal operators gave into
the miners on these questions, the new
contract has a number of harmful pro-
visions. There is no cost-of-living pro-
tection for wages and pensions. For
the first time overtime production is al-
lowed on 7 of the miners’ 11 holidays.
The provision on the right of miners to
refuse unsafe work is further weaken-
ed. The contract eliminates the notori-
ous Arbitration Review Board; but its

longstanding pro-company and strike-
breaking decisions are retained as the
law of the coal fields, the district arbi-
trators are retained, and the contract
specifies that both sides agreed to ne-
gotiate another mechanism to replace
the ARB in the future. That is, the
name of the ARB was changed, but the
whole system that has been developed
to suppress the miners’ movement was
kept intact. As well, the contract lan-
guage in the ‘‘enabling’’ and ‘‘scope
and coverage’’ clauses was changed to
further weaken job security and open
the door to wider use of non-union
coal.

Evé‘n though these provisions create
a dangerous situation for the miners’
movement, and even though the min-
ers’ strike had a good chance of defeat-
ing a number of them, the UMWA bu-
reaucrats went all-out to impose the
new sellout contract onto the coal min-
ers. |

Sam Church again toured the coal
fields claiming that the miners had
won a ‘‘significant’’ victory. While
flaunting the gains that the miners’
strike had actually made, Church tried
to cover up the sellout provisions of the
contract. For example, Church claimed
the new language in the ‘‘enabling’’
and ‘‘scope and coverage’’ clauses
protected jobs. Church pointed to a
contract provision that supposedly
prohibits the leasing of mines and sub- .
contracting of work if it ‘‘causes lay-
offs or deprives laid-off employees of
work that is normally theirs.”” Church
claimed that this was ‘‘the best way to
protect union construction workers un-
der the circumstances.”” But Church
hid the fact that this clause actually al-
lows leasing and subcontracting to
non-union firms and offers very little
job security since the coal operators
can fairly easily find ways to get a-
round it. On top of this, Church hid the
fact that this new contract language al-
lows the BCOA operators to use non-
union construction workers to open
new mines and that the newly opened
mines will not automatically be under
UMWA  contract. Furthermore,
Church hid the truth that the new lan-
guage allows the sale of mines and
coal lands to companies which will no
longer be required to abide by the

- UMWA contract. This is hardly job

protection for the UMW A miners.

In short, Church and the entire
UMWA bargaining council which
voted unanimously in favor of the con-
tract, sold the miners a bill of goods
and stopped the strike short of defeat-
ing more of the take-back demands of
the coal monopolies.

Miners Face a Sharp Struggle
in the Future

Although the 1981 contract strike is
over, the coal miners still face a very
sharp struggle. This year’s strike has

‘revealed once again that the coal mo-

nopolies are determined to break the
miners’ movement and to impose on
the miners further cuts in their stand-
ard of living, an increasing productivi-
ty drive, and ever worsening safety
conditions. Indeed the sharpness of
this struggle is shown by the fact that
the miners had to fight hard for 72
days just to defeat a portion of the
take-back demands of the monopolies.

With the new contract, the coal op-
erators have opened the doors to fur-
ther attacks on the miners. As a result
of the new contract language for exam-
ple, the coal monopolies will step up
their attempts to break the miners’
movement through opening new non-
union mines and subcontracting work
to non-union firms. As well, even de-
mands won by the miners in this year’s
contract are not settled. For example,
lawsuits are presently pending before
the federal courts to outlaw royalty
payments on non-union coal. If these
lawsuits succeed (as those lawsuits on
contract language covering the sale of
mines and subcontracting of work and
those against the miners’ right to
strike over local grievances have suc-
ceeded in the past) then the miners
face further struggle on this question.

With their militant contract strike,
the miners have shown that they will
not kneel down before the concession
dictates of the monopolists but will
fight them every step of the way. Even
before this year’s contract struggle
wildcat strikes were breaking out
against the coal operators’ subcon-
tracting to non-union companies, as
well as against the stepped up produc-
tivity drive, against the deteriorating
safety conditions, and to organize the
unorganized. These struggles will un-
doubtedly develop further in the fu-
ture.

Although the miners’ contract strike
was stopped short, it blew up the mo-
nopolists’ dreams of ‘‘laber peace’’ in
the coal fields and signaled a sharp
fight in the future. It is an indication of
the renewed struggle which is begin-
ning among the workers in many in-
dustries against the vicious take-back
offensive of the capitalist class. 0




Viglance against the gov t-orgamzed

racist anti-busing hysteria!

BUFELO X
WORIERS’ VOICF

(The followg article is based on an
article in th Buffalo Workers’ Voice,
newspaper c the Buffalo Branch of the
Marxist-Lemist Party, USA, June 15,
1981.)

The notonus nazi leader Karl Hand
recently anpunced plans to hold an
anti-busingally in September. This
nazi thug itknown to have personal
and politicz ties with Mayor Griffin.
Today he i participating in the gov-
ernment’s dtempt to whip up a fascist
anti-busingnovement.

What a horough exposure of the
‘“respectate’’ anti-busing propon-
ents, the gvernment officials who are
as racist tcthe core as Karl Hand de-
spite theirhin veneer of concern for
the bogus right’’ of blacks and whites
not to be force-bused.’’ Immediately
following /udge Curtin’s order that
Phase IlIxo into effect in September,
the newsppers splashed across their
pages thehysterical ravings of the lo-
cal politians against ‘‘forced bus-
ing,”’ “‘wite flight’’ and ‘‘desegrega-
tion puttig a strain on the school bud-
get.”’ Mgor Griffin expressed his uni-
ty with Krl Hand when he blurted out
that he ‘wouldn’t blame anyone’’ if
they mozd to the suburbs to avoid de-
segregaon and that ‘‘mandatory bus-
ing wil discourage many suburban
familiespleased with the city’s rede-
velopmnt from moving downtown.’’
Since a children in the suburbs nor-
mally iake buses to school, Mayor
Griffins only expressing his own rac-
ist logi.

In fot the Phase IlIx plan involves
the buing of only a small number of
studers (3,200) compared to the
25,00( students already taking buses
to schol. It can only be for the pur-
pose ¢ trying to set in motion a fascist
anti-lising movement that these gov-
ernmnt officials are spewing forth
this grbage about the horrors of bus-
ing. hey take their cue from the Rea-
gan overnment that has declared the
“Cid Rights legislation outdated’
and has stepped up its anti-busing
rhetric, thereby officially calling for

.. blag people to be driven back into
barfaric Jim Crow segregatmn
Th Government Wants to Scapegoat
e Black People for the Crisis in
the School System

he government is once again trying
tojcapegoat the black people and inte-
gntion for all the problems of the
sqool system with the hope of spur-
rilg on a fascist movement. Mayor
iffin, the Buffalo Board of Education
ajd other government representatives
hive taken every opportunity to blame
tle massive school closings in recent
ars and the deterioration fof the
hools on the ‘‘costly’’ lintégration
rogram. Today School Superintend-
nt Reville is moaning that ‘“We have
problem financing the school system
as it is...Phase IlIx is complicating it.”’
' And Griffin is appealing the ¢rder on

the basis that integration is tgo costly
Of course it is not the blagk people
nor the limited integration /measures

ment of the rich that is to plame. Dur-
ing the current economit crisis, the
government-is handing more tax mon-
ey to the banks and finajce capitalists
while cutting back on ¢ssential serv-
ices such as funding of schools. Rea-
gan’s program includep a 25% cut in
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federal money to the schools. The gov-

ernment is scapegoating the black peo-

ple and integration to shift the blame
away from the government and the
rich and to try to set the fascist move-
ment in motion.

Liberals and Open Fascists
Hand in Hand

It is the entire government of the
rich, all the politicians, police and
courts that make a united effort to or-
ganize a fascist movement. To carry
this out, the government uses vicious
deception. With its liberal hand, the
government appears to support in-
tegration while actually setting up
conditions for the other hand, the open

racists and fascists, to organize a fas-

cist movement.

Federal Judge Curtin, for example,
pretends to be a great friend of the
black people and a supporter of inte-
gration. However, it is the same Judge
Curtin and the bourgeois court system
that has dragged the suit on for nine
years inviting the fascists at every step
of the way to try to organize fascist mo-
tion; that has called ‘‘school closings
an important means of achieving inte-
gration’’; and that has formulated,
scrapped and reformulated ‘‘integra-
tion plans’’ to arouse maximum confu-
sion among the people. Moreover, de-
spite the fact that the court suit is nine
years old, at least 13 schools will re-
main segregated after Phase IlIx goes
into effect.

A most recent example of how the
liberal and outright fascists work hand
in glove is that the same Curtin who
issued the Phase Illx order has now
allowed the open racist Griffin to ap-
peal the order with the aim of creating
all kinds of confusion among the par-
ents and of arousing debate on the
‘‘fiscal burden’’ of integration plans.
Naturally any democratic-minded per-
son will support any integration that
may occur when a busing plan goes
into effect. But the reason that these
busing plans are so mutilated and
most often provide little actual inte-
gration is that the government of the
rich is not interested in integrating the
schools, but only in creating a racist
movement,

Integration Is a Democratic Right |
of the Black People and - H
Other Oppressed Nationalities |

The government officials have made
it clear that their opposition to busing
is based solely on their opposition to
the democratic right of the black peo-
ple to integrated education. Recently
in fact, statements have begun to be
made that the ‘officials. will accept
‘“forced busing’’ if it leads to ‘‘quality
education,’’ but that they will always
be opposed to integration. For exam-
ple, School Superintendent Reville
proclaimed that ‘‘busing by itself is
not acceptable anywhere for the pur-
pose of racial balance...however, if
there's a better education at the end of
the bus ride...parents will make allow-
ances.’’ This attitude is a racist, anti-
working class attitude aimed at dis-
arming the people and paving the way
for a fascist anti-busing movement.

Integration is a democratic demand
raised by the black people in their
struggle against the barbaric system of
Jim Crow segregation. During the past
three decades the black people rose up
against the government which through

its laws, courts, jails and police, had

violently imposed segregation on the
black people, keeping them in an in-
ferior position in society (jobs, hous-
ing, education, etc.) and splitting the
working class along race lines. Long

_raising the bogus
* school concept’” to justify segregating
black children into the worst schools. |

and bitter experience has proven that
segregated education is inevitably un-
equal and thus for decades the black
people have fought tooth and nail
against it. The working class supports
the fight for school integration because
it is a matter of striving to win what
limited democratic rights are possible
for the black people and other oppress-
ed nationalities under the capitalist
system. This democratic struggle pro-
vides a wider field for the class strug-
gle. It assists to unite the working
class in its battle against the capitalist
class and its government.

This is the truth that the govern-
ment officials want to keep from the

‘masses.

The Democratic Masses Must
Organize to Oppose the Government’s
Attempt to Breathe Life Into the
Fascist Anti-Busing Movement

The fact is that despite the efforts of
nearly every local politician and gov-
ernment official, the government has
to date failed to whip up any hysteria
among the people against busing in
Buffalo. In March, a fascist anti-bus-
ing demonstration fell flat on its face.
On the other hand, the masses of peo-
ple in Buffalo recently expressed their
anti-racist and anti-fascist sentiment
in the January 15 demonstrations and
other actions against the goveriment’s
racist terror campaign. And more re-
cently at the meeting held by the
Board of Education, the parents in no
way took up the anti-busing hysteria.

The black people and the working
masses of Buffalo must be vigilant and
organize against the government’s at-
tempts to get the anti-busing move-
ment going in Buffalo.

The reactionary program and policy
of the Reagan administration is the go-
ahead for all the government’s fascist
anti-busing elements to get into mo-
tion. To spur the fascist anti-busing
forces on, Reagan’s Education Secre-
tary announced in March that he “‘cer-
tainly would not oppose’’ ‘legislation
on a constitutional amendment to
prohibit federal agencies from trying
to bring about busing and that busing

“‘isolates parents from the neighbor=
’ This is an open call to

hood schools.’
oppose integrated education, whil
*‘neighborhoo

Further the Education Secretary e

plains that what is needed is mor
“dlsc1plme and ‘‘standard,’’ “espe
cially in the inner city.”" So not only
should black children be segregated in
the worst schools, but also kept in
“‘their place’ ‘with fascist discipline,
according to this official of the Reagan
administration.
+ More recently, the attorney general
has made anti-busing remarks while
the House, Democrats and Republi-
cans united, has approved a measure
that would bar Justice Department
funds to pay for transporting a student
to a school other than the school near-
est the student’s home. Despite their
lack of success to date in Buffalo, the
anti-busing elements with Reagn be-
hind them are bound to keep trying.

Wherever the black people and the
democratic masses have actively re-
sisted the fascist anti-busing move-
ment it has floundered and gone on
the skids. The democratic masses
must prepare public opinion against
the anti-busing movement in favor of
integration. They must get organized
for struggle against the fascist anti-
busing movement and other attacks
organized against the black people by
the government. O
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Workers shut down Belvidere, lllinois assembly plant

-
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Chrysler workers fight against

(The following leaflet was issued by
the Detroit Branch of the Marxist-
Leninist Party, USA on July 3, 1981.)

In the beginning of June, the Chrys-
ler capitalists and the UAW announced
that another COLA payment had been
stolen from the Chrysler workers (as
mandated in the January, 1981 conces-
sions plan). This latest robbery a-
mounted to $800 per worker and is but
one more step in extracting more than
$17,000 in ‘‘sacrifices’’ from each
Chrysler worker over the life of the
three-year contract.

Fighting mad over this latest out-
rage, the workers at the Belvidere, 11-
linois assembly plant took matters into
their own hands and staged a two-day
protest against the hated concessions
and, in particular, against the latest
*‘COLA robbery.”” On Friday, June 12
and Monday, June 15, thousands of
workers refused to report for work,
forcing Chrysler to cancel the produc-
tion of almost 1,300 Omni and Horizon
cars.

For more than 1% years, the Chrys-
ler workers have been viciously attack-
ed with “‘concessions’’ being jammed
down their throats by the auto billion-
aires, by the government and by the
UAW trade union bureaucrats, led by
arch-sellout Doug Fraser. The every-
day experience of the Chrysler workers
has shown that ‘‘concessions’’ have
not saved a single job but have paved
the way for further job elimination.
Since the signing of the 1979 auto con-
tract, six Chrysler plants have been
permanently closed and several more
are as good as being closed (just look
at Mack Avenue Stamping and Eldon
Gear and Axle). Today, more than
40,000 Chrysler workers remain on
permanent layoff with little hope of
ever working in an auto plant again.

At the same time, workers ‘‘lucky’”’
enough to have jobs are driven like

concessions!

drive. The assembly lines are sped up
and jobs are constantly being com-
bined. To enforce this productivity
drive, the auto billionaires are carrying
out a program of constant harrassment
and fascist discipline. Even while
thousands of jobless auto workers are
out in the streets, other workers in
plants like Belvidere, lllinois and De-
troit’s Jefferson Assembly are forced
to work mandatory overtime (nine
hours a day, six or seven days’ a
week). And, month after month, the
Chrysler workers see millions of “‘con-
cessions dollars’’ being spent for more
job-eliminating robots and computers.

Since the 1979 Chrysler contract,
monopolies all across the country have
been demanding ‘‘Chrysler style"”
concessions from the workers. This is
part of the monopolists” overall wage-
cutting offensive aimed at driving the
workers into deeper poverty. Workers
in auto parts, rubber workers, truck-
ers, public sector workers and others
have all faced wage and benefit cuts.
Using the Chrysler ‘‘example’’ the
presidents of Ford and GM are calling
on their workers to be ready to make

‘‘sacrifices.’

But the workers will never accept
the capitalists’ arrogant demands for
‘‘sacrifice and concessions.’’ The mass
struggle of the Belvidere, Illinois
workers shows that the auto workers
are beginning to rise in struggle a-
gainst the hated concessions. And
hardly a week had gone by when the
workers at Chrysler’s Vernor Tool and
Die plant in Detroit staged a one-day
wildcat strike against the contracting
out of jobs.

In developing their struggle against
the auto monopolies, the workers face
a major obstacle — the sabotage and
treachery of Doug Fraser and the other
top UAW hacks. Every step of the
way, Doug Fraser and co. have aided
the Chrysler capitalists in their cam-
paign to impose concessions upon the

workers. Only six months ago, when
Chrysler demanded more concessions
from the workers, Fraser and his boys
eagerly tore up the old concessions a-
greement and forced new and more
brutal coneessions down the workers’
throats. They did everything in their
power to sabotage and block the work-
ers’ struggle. They sent blackmail let-
ters to the workers' homes. They re-
fused to hold union meetings to dis-
cuss the concessions. And during the
voting they stuffed the ballot boxes.

But now, with the Belvidere and
other Chrysler workers taking action to
combat the concessions, Fraser sees
the handwriting on the wall. This is
why he has begun to make ‘‘militant’’
statements in order to cover over his
rotten treachery. Fraser has come out
to say, *“‘Chrysler is back in the strike
zone." What double talk! Doug
Fraser has no intention of waging any
struggle against Chrysler! Only days
after Fraser and his crew made the
above statement, they came out to de-
nounce the Belvidere workers’ strug-
gle as ‘‘unauthorized and illegal.”
And right now, Fraser and the other
hacks are plotting to extend ‘‘Chrysler
style’’ concessions to the workers at
Ford and GM. The first fruit of the be-
trayal was the 20% pay cut recently
forced upon the Steel Division workers
in the Ford Rouge complex. This sell-
out took place only one week after
Local 600 President Mike Rinaldi made
a similar ‘‘militant’’ statement, ‘‘We
will never give concessions to Ford."
This shows the auto workers can not
trust the UAW hacks for a single
minute!

The path of militant mass struggle
of the Belvidere workers is absolutely
correct! Now is the time to get organ-
ized for mass action! Forward on the
path of mass struggle against the at-

™M

tacks of the auto billionaires! L

dogs under a vicious productivity

Bronx, NY:

/

Police Assassins Pardoned

(The following article is reprinted from

The West Indian Voice, newspaper of

the Caribbean Progressive Study
.Gmup. June-July, 1981.)
it May 16, a Bronx grand jury com-
pletely exonerated two police officers
of any responsibility for their brutal
shooting of two Hlspamc youths (in-
nocent bystanders) in a Bronx roller
disco on March 21. One of these
youths was killed, the other was se-
riously wounded. In this typical phony
“full inyestigation’’ the two police of-
ficers were found to be ‘‘correct’’ in
their “‘use of deadly force'' and com-
mended for using ‘‘recommended le-
gal procedures’ in this racist crime.
Dozens of eyewitnesses testified to
the fact that the two police officers,
Robert Visconti and James McGeough
of the Bronx Task Force, completely
disregarded the lives and safety of the
people in the crowded roller skating
rink.
On March 21, the two police officers
in the typical gangster style of the
NYPD, barged into the packed roller

disco in the Bronx. They claimed that
they were told that a youth, whom
there was a complaint against was in
the disco. Without warning, they fired
a fusillade of 14 bullets hitting two
innocent bystanders. Of these two His-
panic youths, Herbert Torres, 17 years
old, was killed — shot five times; and

Juan Gonzalez, 17 years old, was se-

riously wounded — shot four times.
The grand jury simply threw out the
testimony of close to 40 witnesses in
handing down its ‘‘not guilty'’ ruling,
showing once again that the courts and
“*investigations’' of the rich will never
stay the hand of the fascist police, be-
cause the racist and fascist attacks
are the policy of the government it-
self. The police murders and attacks
on the black and working class youth
are not a chance occurrence but an in-
tegral part of the government’s grow-
ing fascism, part of the capitalist of-
fensive against the working masses.
The two police gangsters of the
Bronx Task Force were diligently car-
rying out the government’s policy of
fascist terror against the working class

and people, especially the youth. Thus
these police henchmen, routinely pur-
suing another youth, in real fascist
style stormed the roller skating' rink,
prepared to shoot first and ask ques-
tions later. The recently declared "war
on crime’’ simply codifies the fascist
policy of the government and gives the
approval beforehand for every manner
of outrage carried out by the police.
The rubber-stamping of the bestial
and atrocious crimes carried out by
the police shows that the working class
and people cannot rely on the courts of
the rich for \justice. The oppressed
masses will never receive justice from
the government, courts and the ‘‘in-
vestigations’' of the rich. The masses
must stand prepared to fight these ra-
cist and fascist attacks blow for blow,
‘relying on their own strength and or-
ganization and directing this struggle
squarely against the monopoly capital-
ist exploiters and the oppressive state
machinery. Mass active resistance is
the only way to fight the brutal police
murders and racist attacks! O

POSTAL
Continued from fjont page

right to refuse unsafepvork and against
harassment. The ney contract will al-
low the USPS to cortinue to mandate
at least 50-hour wokweeks. The hor-
ribly unsafe conditichs, which have re-
sulted in at least 'l] deaths in the last
three years and &1 injury rate that is
double the averaggrate for industry as
a whole, will contriue. As well the con-
stant harassmen, the fascist labor dis-
cipline which hss|led to constant fir-
ings (including 108 workers fired for
their participaign in the wildcat
strikes against ti¢ 1978 contract) and a
backlog of overl7,000 unsettled griev-
ances, will al®) continue against the
workers.
New Union
Betra:

aucrats Continue
From the Past

Because oftheir sellout of the work-
ers in the 1778 contract struggle, the
old heads ofthe APWU and the NALC
were driver from their union posts.
The worken elected Biller and Som-
brotto becaise they promised to bring
a change, lecause they promised mili-
tant mass iction to defend the work-.

ers’ interests. Indeed at their respec-
tive union conventions Biller and Som-
brotto vowed there would be ‘‘no con-
tract, no work!”’ in this year’s strug-
gle.

But when the contract expired these
new union hacks violated their vows,

~ demanded that the workers stay on the

job, and then went on to sign and even
to praise to the skies a tentative
contract which is even worse than the
"78 sellout pact for which their pred-
ecessors were driven from office.
What disgusting treachery!

The fact is that Biller and Sombrotto
are not at all for struggle against the
capitalist wage cutting and productivi-
ty offensive headed up by the Reagan
government. They have merely been
posing as ‘‘militants’’ in order to win
the workers’ confidence so as to be
better able to sabotage their struggle.
For example, these hacks screamed
bloody murder against the postmaster
general’s refusal to negotiate. But this
was not because they opposed the
USPS productivity drive and wage-
cutting schemes. No, instead they
wanted, in the words of Sombrotto,
‘“‘to improve labor-management rela-
tions in the Postal Service — and thus
to mutually improve productivity.’’

These union bosses are not for strug-
gle but cooperation with the vicious
job-eliminating productivity drive of
the Postal Service.

Likewise, despite their claims to be
fighting, these new union bosses have
promised to cooperate with Reagan’s
program of ‘‘national recovery’’ and
‘‘revitalization.'’ This program means
among other things productivity
drives, layoffs and wage cuts for the
workers while the captalists are given
big tax breaks and handouts to ‘‘re-
vitalize industry.”” But in their
March 4 resolution the APWU Nation-
al Executive Board pledged that they
‘‘are prepared to cooperate with the
new Administration in efforts to re-
vitalize the U.S. economy.”’

The workers can never defend their
jobs and livelihood by cooperating with
the capitalist offensive against them.
Mass struggle is the answer for the
attacks of the Reagan government.
The postal workers must get organized
for this struggle. Down with the be-
trayal of the union bureaucrats! Vote
no to the sellout postal contract!
Organize mass struggle against the
wage-cutting and productivity offen-
sive of the Reagan government! [

LIQUIDATOR
Continued from page 11

throw dust in the eyes of the masses.
To begin with, there is no such thing
as ‘‘unlimited democracy.’’ This is the
song of the liberals to oppose the class
struggle and smear the socialist revo-
lution and the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat which they allege to be ‘‘undem-
ocratic.”’
machine for the rule of one class over
another. Until the abolition of classes
and the subsequent abolition of
the state itself, the state apparatus re-
mains the apparatus for the rule of one
class over the other. Who will rule?
The working class or the bourgeoisie?
The exploited or the exploiters? This
is the fundamental question of the
class struggle and of socialism.
Socialism is thus not ‘‘complete,
universal and unlimited democracy,”’
but the dictatorship of the proletariat.
It is the rule of the working class,
which leads all the toiling masses to
suppress the capitalists and build a
new life. It is of necessity a proletarian
democracy, a democracy for the over-
whelming majority of the population,
the toilers. It represents a tremendous
extension of democracy, for capitalist
society is at best a bourgeois democra-
cy when it is not a straightforward des-
potism. And bourgeois democracy is
a democracy for an insignificant hand-
ful of exploiters and an iron rule, a dic-
tatorship, over the exploited, the over:

whelming majority of the population.
Proletarian democracy, however, is -

democracy for the overwhelming ma-
jority of the population, the working

masses, and a dictatorship over thff

pigs i-.

Every state apparatus is a -

handful of former exploiters. But so-
cialism is not an ‘‘unlimited democ-
racy,”’ for the former exploiters will
use every means to undermine social-
~ism, to subvert it, to drown it in blood.
As Lenin teaches: ‘‘The dictatorship
of the proletariat is a persistent strug-
gle — bloody and bloodless, violent
and peaceful, military and economic,
educational and administrative
against the forces and the traditions of
the old society.'’ (‘‘Left-Wing'' Com-
munism, an Infantile Disorder, Ch. V)
Therefore socialism cannot grant
equality to the forces of the old society,
but must suppress them in a revolu-
tionary fashion.

Furthermore, socialism cannot be
obtained by simply instituting ‘‘unlim-
ited democracy,’’ by simply extending
bourgeois democracy to its furthest
limits. Revolutionary socialism has
long ago proved that universal, unlim-
ited suffrage, including initiatives,
referendums and other means of ‘‘di-
rect popular suffrage,”’ does not take
one beyond the limits of bourgeois de-
mocracy. Even under universal suf-
frage the bourgeoisie retains one thou-
sand and one ways of deceiving the
masses, of suppressing them, of in
practice driving them out of affairs of
state, of bribing or buying up govern-
ments wholesale, and so forth. The
bourgeoisie may allow the Congress to
be turned into an impotent talkshop for
the purpose of fooling the common
people, but behind the scenes the gov-
ernment is in fact nothing but an exec-

a ceal;tan of the most powerful mo-

RS ..“" s

nopolxes 'If by chance the working.
.masses break through the oneé thou-

utive. coqlmlttee of the capitalist class, 3

sand and one restrictions that are in-
evitable in any bourgeois democracy
and win via elections some results that
worry the bourgeoisie, the election
can be set aside and the country
drenched in blood, as happened in
Chile, Indonesia and elsewhere. Len-
in, denouncing the social-democratic
lies about the wonder-working powers
of ‘‘pure’’ democracy by the renegade
Kautsky, wrote that: ‘‘The learned
Mr. Kautsky has ‘forgotten’ — acci-
dentally forgotten, probably...a ‘tri-
fle'; namely, that the ruling party in a
bourgeois democracy extends the pro-
tection of the minority only to another
bourgeois party, while on all serious,
profound and fundamental issues the
proletariat gets martial law or. po-
groms, instead of the 'protection of the
minority. " The more highly developed
a democracy is, the more imminent are
pogroms or civil war in connection with
any profound divergence which is dan-
gerous to the bourgeoisie.’’ (The Pro-
letarian Revolution and the Renegade
Kautsky, chapter entitled ‘‘Bourgeois
and Proletarian Democracy,’’ empha-
sis as in the original) This too is why
the socialist revolution, and not the
unlimited extension of democracy, is
the strategy of the proletariat.

Thus ‘‘complete, universal and un-
limited democracy”’ is neither social-
ism nor does it lead to socialism. It is
nothing but a utopian fraud. Nor is
Mr. Weisberg’'s pet scheme, *‘direct
popular legislation,”” a particularly

 socialist method. Perhaps Mr. Weis-

berg would care to recall the Soviets

~of the genuine socialism of the Soviet

Continued on page 7
See LIQUIDATOR
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The Democrats embrace
Reagan’s war budget

NO& THE BUFFALO
INT-IFERULIT
NO NEVSLETTER

URGON OF ANTI-IMPERIALIST STUDENTS

(The following article is reprinted from
The Buffalo Anti-Imperialist Newslet-
ter, newsletter of the Union of Anti-
Imperialist Students, June 15, 1981.)

Over the past few weeks the House
of Representatives and the Senate
have given their seal of approval to the
Reagan administration’s war budget.
Billions of dollars have been slashed
from programs like food stamps, wel-
fare, Medicaid and unemployment
benefits, while the military budget
soars to an all-time high of over $136
billion. This budget will pay for more
weapons of mass destruction, for re-
search and development of new weap-
on systems like the MX missile and the
B-1 bombers. Yet more money, over
and above the $136 billion already ap-
proved, will go towards further beef-
ing up U.S. imperialism’s war machine
in the form of money to pay military
personnel and construction which is
covered by separate bills. While mind-
boggling sums are being spent on pre-
paring for aggressive imperialist war,
over $1 billion has been slashed from
the food stamp program and similar
cuts are being made from the other
social programs. Meanwhile, the actu-
al need for these programs is bound to
increase in the coming years, as the
masses face growing impoverishment
due to unemployment and inflation.
This budget is truly a budget of fierce
attack on the masses, a budget to
serve the rich, a budget of imperialist
war.

By giving their wholehearted sup-
port to the Reagan administration, the
Democrats like a herd of sheep have

made good their promise to give *‘full
cooperation”’ to Reagan’s plans for
‘‘national renewal.’’ Democratic Party
spokesmen have tried to blame the
sheep-like behavior of the Democrats
on two things. On the one hand they
say that ‘‘conservative’’ Democrats
are to blame. If this is the case why did
that prince of liberals, Senator Kenne-
dy, and in fact every single Democrat
inthe Senate, vote on the fourteenth of
May, without a whimper of opposition,
to increase military spending to anoth-
er all-time high.

The Democrats would also like to
blame their slavish obedience to their
imperialist masters on the masses of
ordinary people. Speaking about the
so-called lack of organized opposition
to Reaganite reaction, Tip O’Neill said
that the Democrats’ hands were tied:

‘‘the opposition out there has not.

jelled.”” This man must be blind drunk
— as usual. Since the day Reagan was
elected the people have been showing
their opposition to Reagan and his cab-
inet of thieves and butchers in rallies
and marches all across the country.
When Haig spoke recently at Syracuse
University he was greeted by hun-
dreds of angry people shouting ‘‘we
need Haig like we need the plague.”’
When Reagan spoke at the Notre
Dame Commencement the people
were standing outside with placards
that read: ‘‘Reagan is a fascist’’ and
‘“‘Haig is a butcher.”” On May 3rd,
50,000 marched in Washington to ex-
press their anger at U.S. support of the
fascist regime of El Salvador.

No, Mr. “‘liberal”’ O’Neill, the
masses of people do not support the
Reagan administration and, unlike you
and all the Democratic Party, will fight
in whatever way they can, every step
the Reagan administration takes in
preparing for fascism at home and
imperialist war abroad. O

A Space Shuttle
for Imperialist War Preparations

It is reported that in September
there will be another launching of the
space shuttle. The following article is
from The Buffalo Anti-Imperialist
Newsletter, dated June 15, 1981.

On April 12, 1981 the NASA space
shuttle Columbia was launched at a
cost of $10 billion. U.S. imperialism
has developed this space transport
whose primary user will be the U.S.
Defense Department. Both NASA and
the government are openly bragging
about the terrific benefits of the space
shuttle in terms of military competition
with their chief imperialist rival, the
Soviet Union. Even the astronauts who
flew Space (Weapons) Transport Sys-
tems-1 stressed its military applica-
tions in their numerous post-flight
self-congratulatory  speeches and
chauvinist ravings. The space shuttle
will be used to launch spy satellites
and ‘‘high energy killer lasers’’ among
other things and NASA said that the
“Space Transport System could turn
the heavens into a scientific laborato-
ry, a weightless workshop and perhaps
even a distant battleground.”’

The two superpowers, the Soviet
Union and the U.S., are arming them-
selves to the teeth to prepare for war.
Both ate pouring billions of dollars into
their space program trying to turn
even ‘‘the heavens...into a distant bat-
tleground.’”’ Simultaneously, the sup-
erpowers carry out chauvinist cam-
paigns, each boasting ‘‘superiority”’
over the other. At the time of the
launching and landing of the Space
Shuttle Columbia, U.S. imperialism
filled the airwaves with the most dis-
gusting chauvinist propaganda. By
their account, the space shuttle was
the “*pride of America,”’ the masses of
people were supposed to feel like
chee leaders at a football game rooting
for ‘“‘our side.’”’” But this raving chau-
vinist propaganda was a big flop. All
the frenzied arming and all their fiend-
ish plans for war are meeting with
more and more resistance and opposi-
tion from the people in the U.S. and all
over the world.

Down with the war preparations of
U.S. imperialism and all the imperial-
ISt powers. O

NO TO THE DIABLO CANYON NUCLEAR PLANT!

The following leaflet, produced on
June 11 by the San Francisco Bay area
Branch of the Marxist-Leninist Party,
USA, was distributed at the Hollywood
Bowlin Los Angeles where, on June 14
18,000 people rallied against the U.S.
imperialist nuclear weapons and nu-
clear energy program.

The Pacific, Gas and Electric
(PG&E) moneybags are preparing to
bring into production the nuclear pow-
er plant at Diablo Canyon near San
Luis Obispo. But a powerful fight has
developed against these plans and a-
gainst the entire U.S. nuclear pro-
gram. Especially after the near catas-
trophe at Three Mile Island (TMI), the
mass opposition has grown and con-
tinues to arouse large numbers of
people. The second anniversary of the
accident at TMI was marked by a
march of 10,000 in Harrisburg, Penn-
sylvania to denounce the plans to re-
open TMI. And on May 19 in San Luis
Obispo 1,200 people protested against
Diablo and disrupted the sham hear-
ings organized jointly by PG&E and
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(NRC) to whitewash and license the re-
actor.

[The leaflet continues by describing
how the nuclear power program has
been developed as part and parcel of
the U.S. imperialist nuclear weapons
program. It then gives a particular ex-
ample of this relationship. — ed.]

Diablo Canyon Serves the
Nuclear Program of the
U.S. Imperialists

Today, in preparation to launch new
aggressions, the U.S. imperialists are
trying to ensure a secure supply of
electric power and fuel for their ‘‘de-
fense’’ industries and their aggressive
war machine. At a time when the plun-
der of foreign oil has proved vulnera-
ble to the just liberation struggles of
the world’s people, and when supplies
of coal have once again proven vulaer-
able to the strike struggles of the
American coal miners, nuclear power
stands out as a particularly suitable
means for generating electric power
without interference from the revolu-
tionary struggles of the people. For
example, Diablo Canyon is designed to
operate for months without refueling
and can be easily ‘‘secured’’ from the
people in its isolated coastal position.
In this way Diablo will free up liquid
fuels for bombers and fanks and will
fulfill its special mission of electrifying
the two key centers of California’s
high-technology war industry — the
Silicon Valley electronics and Los
Angeles Basin aerospace complexes —
while producing plutonium for the
U.S. imperialists.

Producing this power at Diablo
shows the total disregard of the rich
billionaires and their government for
the health and safety of the people.

Many more deaths will result from the
mining and milling of radioactive
fuels. Enormous quantities of deadly
waste will be produced for which there
is no reliable method of storage or dis-
posal. Diablo itself is a nuclear time
bomb. The PG&E builders of this plant
have been absolved from the responsi-
bility of solving any key safety ques-
tions. Diablo Canyon rests astride a
major active earthquake fault capable
of a temblor (earthquake) 10 times
more powerful than that for which the
plant was designed. A major accident
would have catastrophic results for the
45,000 residents of San Luis Obispo
just 12 miles away.

PG&E and the NRC deliberately
covered up this problem for years.
However, in 1971 they were forced to
concede that the Hosgri fault system
was only 2.5 miles from the site and
had been deemed capable of a magni-
tude 7.5 quake by the U.S. Geologi-
cal Survey. The NRC and PG&E then
changed their position from trying to
deny this problem to trying to define
this problem away. For example, they
collaborated to pressure the USGS to
reduce its quake magnitude estimate
for the fault. An NRC staff memo
states that no safety problem will be
allowed to interfere with the licensing
of Diablo Canyon because of the im-
pact on ‘‘the viability of continued op-
eration of plants at other sites’’ and
“‘because of the large financial loss in-
volved and the severe impact such ac-
tion would have on the nuclear indus-
try.”” Such total disregard for the
masses of people comes as no surprise
from the U.S. imperialists who murder
tens of thousands of workers every
year in their mines, mills and factor-
ies and who have ravaged whole con-
tinents and committed such genocidal
aggressions as in Korea and Viet Nam,
Central America, Iran and other coun-
tries.

The activization of this reactor will
mean additional profiteering for
PG&E and automatic rate increases for
millions of Californians. The govern-
ment of the rich has mandated that
this tribute will be gouged from the
people to pay PG&E for construction
cost overruns amounting to 500% or
over $1.3 billion — nearly 3500 million
of which will go in the form of interest
payments to the big Wall Street and
Montgomery Street financiers. This
will ensure a 30% profit increase for
PG&E for several decades to come! It
is no wonder that the utilities love nu-

clear power. In 1973-77 the electric

rates of nuclear utilities (those deriv-
ing more than 5% of their power from
nuclear plants) increased at an aver-
age rate of 27% higher than their non-
nuclear counterparts. The fantastic
sums bled from the masses of people
through their utility bills do not even
include the colossal costs for disposing
of the radioactive wastes nor for de-
commissioning the contaminated

plants — let alone the costs of such an
accident as at TMI. These vast rate
hikes which make the people pay for
the energy program of U.S. imperial-
ism are only one part of the soaring
burden of taxation on the American
working class and oppressed people.
In this way the people are made to pay
for all the war preparations of the rich.

At this time the U.S. imperialists are
attempting to remove any and all ob-
stacles to bringing nuclear plants on
line immediately so they can bulldoze
ahead with their program of frenzied
war preparations.

PG&E is pushing to start up Diablo
Canyon and Metropolitan Edison is
clamoring to reopen TMI. As well, the
new chieftain of reaction, Ronald Rea-
gan, has brought back Joseph Hendrie
to again head the NRC, the federal a-
gency which licenses, promotes and
whitewashes the nuclear industry.
How shameless, for Hendrie was head
of the NRC under Carter, too, at the
time of the TMI incident. He earned
notoriety for arrogantly covering up
the crimes of Metropolitan Edison
which owns the TMI power plant. As
soon as he returned to office, Hendrie
pledged to streamline the licensing
procedure for putting more nuclear
power plants into operation. True to
his word, on May 19 the NRC cut two
months from the licensing process to
speed up licensing of a dozen new re-
actors.

Streamlining the licensing proce-
dure is also aimed at wiping away
many of the nominal environmental
procedures and regulations which
exist today and thus to further weaken
a system which has already produced
the TMI accident and Diablo, an acci-
dent waiting to happen, as well as in-
numerable other leaks and malfunc-
tions. This elimination of safety regu-
lations is part of the bipartisan pro-
gram of reindustrialization supported
by both Democrats and Republicans.

The Democratic Party and Its Flunkeys
Are Enemies of
the Anti-Nuclear Movement

The movement against Diablo and
the nuclear program has brought new
sections of the masses into struggle a-
gainst the imperialist fiends. In order
to tone down this struggle, to destroy
its militancy and convert the move-
ment into a pressure group for this or
that special interest of the energy in-
dustry, a section of the Democratic
Party and its flunkeys seek to lead the
anti-nuclear movement. They want to
divert the movement from fighting its
real enemies, the imperialists and ex-
ploiters, and instead reconcile the
movement to these fiends and have
everyone vote for this or that smooth-
talking imperialist political liar like
Senator Kennedy or Governor Jerry
Brown.

Indeed, the flunkeys of the Demo-

cratic Party do their bet to eliminate
slogans against the nuctar program at
all. They promote that iis wrong to be
‘‘anti-nuclear,’’ to say nthing of anti-
imperialist. They say hat such an
approach is not “‘positiv.’”’ What they
mean by ‘‘positive’’ is tjoin with the
monopolies in a chauwist alliance
to ‘‘reindustrialize,’’ ‘‘slve the ener-
gy crisis”’ and help thecapitalists to
develop ‘‘alternate enegy’’ sources.
So while the Democrat Party as a
whole follows the Caerite energy
police of promoting nclear energy
and higher oil prices uner the slogan
of ‘‘alternative energy.’ the Demo-
cratic Party *‘liberals’’ 1y to convince
the masses that ‘‘alterntive energy’’
is the answer to nuclear nergy.

This is the type of pogram Jerry
Brown and friends prowoted for the
anti-nuclear movement a California.
Instead of developing mss struggle,
a whole program was oranized which
adviséd the governmer to finance
alternative energy projec and to offer
financial incentives to thicorporations
for conservation. Their reatest ‘‘ac-
complishment’’ to date ia tax credit
for those who use solar pwer to heat
their swimming pools. Aegedly with
the passage of such a pagram, they
said, there would be no eed for nu-
clear power in California What rub-
bish! All the passage of tis program
meant is that California ras getting
further in step with the nlitarization
of U.S. society by utilizingll sources
of energy, including nuclar power,
while conserving and stocpiling the
fossil fuels for war. Suchi program
has in fact accelerated te nuclear
power program because it wis intend-
ed to stop nearly all mas struggie
against it. The imminent advation of
Diablo Canyon clearly show that this
is true and points to the tracherous
nature of the program of te Demo-
cratic Party hacks.

The Democratic Party and its
flunkeys are saying: Don’t ight the
monopolies. Instead, give tkm con-
cessions and subsidies and wrk with
them and invent schemes to ese them
into new sources of energywithout
harming their profits. Hgwash!
The energy monopolies are svmming
in untold billions of dollars inprofits.
There is no common interest ktween
these billionaire exploiters ad the
masses. Only by stern struggleigainst
the monopolists and imperialits can
the nuclear program be fought.

Workers, young people, anti-
nuclear activists! Persist in the ath of
mass struggle againstithe U.S.impe-
rialist nuclear program. Work krd to
draw new sections of the massé into
the anti-imperialist struggle. Pt op-
position to imperialism squardy in
the center of the struggle aymst
the nuclear program. ¥ e

Reagan courts
South African racists

(The following article is reprinted from
The West Indian Voice, newspaper of
the Caribbean Progressive Study
Group, June-July, 1981.)

On May 14, the foreign minister of
the hated apartheid regime of South
Africa, Roelof Botha, visited the Unit-
ed States and was dined and courted
by Reagan and his crew in the State
Department. The ‘‘friendly’’ talks held
by these fascist chieftains demon-
strates the barefaced support which
the U.S. imperialist gives to the gov-
ernment of South Africa, a govern-

ment which savagely subjugates
the Azanian people under the racist
system of apartheid. ...

It is customary that following the in-
auguration of every president in the
White House, the various bourgeois
heads of state, tyrants and fascists
from far and wide, come in pilgrim-
ages to Washington, renew their
pledges of loyalty to the U.S. imperial-
ist superpower, receive fresh orders,
and are dispatched to their respective
countries to accumulate more blood
debts against the peoples.

Visits by the world’s leading tyrants
to their masters in the White House
are by no means unique to the present
administration. Indeed, Jimmy Carter
and the Democrats welcomed this
same racist dog, Roelof Botha, in 1978

in the White House. And of course, the
recent visit warmed the hearts of the
Democratic [Party] chiefs and the fas-
cist and racist cutthroat gangs in the
U.S.

The U.S. monopoly capitalists are no
strangers to racism and fascism, either
at home or abroad. The home rule of
the U.S. monopoly capitalist class is
very much permeated with violent,
racist and fascist suppression of the
working and oppressed masses. The
government carries out this suppres-
sion itself, through its police, and
through the numerous fascist cut-
throats it educates, arms and insti-
gates against the black people and oth-
er working people. And right here it-
self, it organizes and trains mercenary
marauders who are then rented out to
regimes like the South African regime.

And with the recent visit of Botha,
the Washington chiefs are consolidat-
ing their plans with the apartheid re-
gime to try to extinguish the heroi-~
national liberation struggles of the
cruelly subjugated black people of
Azania. They are moving to forestall
the armed liberation struggle of the
black people, both by trying their old
hand at massacres or by means of the
‘“‘new elections”’ [in Namibia], by
which they are reckoning to comprom-
ise the liberation fighters and rob them
of the fruit of their long years of untold

LEBANON
Continued from front page

all Arab peoples are considered either
*‘terrorists’’ or if not then at least
harborers of *‘‘terrorist bases’’ and
thus fair targets for extermination.

The recent bombing raids on Beirut
and south Lebanon come soon on the
heels of the so-called ‘‘Lebanese mis-
sile crisis.”” On April 28, Israeli jets
shot down two Syrian helicopters over
Lebanon. In response, Syria brought in
batteries of surface-to-air anti-aircraft
into eastern Lebanon near the Syrian
border. In turn, the zionists demanded
the Syrians withdraw their anti-air-
craft missiles, not only those deployed
in eastern Lebanon but also those near
the Lebanese border within Syria it-
self. If the Syrians refused, Begin de-
clared that he would destroy the Syrian
anti-aircraft installations on both sides
of the Syrian-Lebanese border. In
other words, the Israeli bandits would
not tolerate any infringement on their
ability to bomb and strafe the people of
Lebanon wherever and whenever they
liked and that they would not hesitate
to go to war against Syria, too, to a-

sacrifice and steadfast heroism in con-
fronting the thoroughly equipped rac-
ist army in South Africa.

U.S. imperialism has heavy econom-
ic, military and political interests in
South Africa, which is their principal
outpost in the Southern African re-
gion. South Africa is one of the main
sources of gold, diamonds and rare
metals which are crucial for the U.S.
aerospace industry, missiles and other
weaponry. South Africa also provides
the U.S. with a reliable outpost to con-
trol the sea route between the Indian
Ocean and the Atlantic, a vital link to
the Persian Gulf oil, so coveted by U.S.
imperialism. And South Africa is also
an outpost to launch aggression
against the African countries in the re-
gion.

Thus, the visit by Botha to Washing-
ton, on the invitation of the Washing-
ton chiefs, serves their all-round rac-
ist, fascist and imperialist designs. [

chieve this aim. The arrogance of the
zionist aggressors knows no bounds!

Following the July 17 bombing of
civilian targets in Beirut, the Reagan
administration temporarily suspended
the shipment of ten F-16’s to Israel.
War dog Haig and Reagan’s other
cronies made no secret of the fact
that this was simply a token gesture,
that there was ‘‘no change in U.S.
policy towards Israel.”’ That is to say,
the Pentagon will continue to supply
the zionist war machine with $2 bil-
lion of weapons a year and U.S. policy
will continue to back the zionist butch-
ers to the hilt. Nevertheless, for public
consumption, the Reagan administra-
tion will make this empty gesture of
withholding a few jets for a little while
in order to make it appear as though
U.S. imperialism were not the hand
behind its zionist puppets and their
genocidal war against the Palestinians
and the other Arab peoples.

Of course, in Washington it is not
simply the Reaganite warmongers who
are on the side of the zionist execu-
tioners. Far from it! The so-called lib-
eral, so-called ‘‘human rights”’
and ‘‘peace’’ advocates of the Demo-
cratic Party, with Ted Kennedy as
their foremost representative, are e-
qually in favor of the Israeli massacres
as the Reagans, Haigs and Weinber-
gers. In fact, Kennedy even criticized
Reagan for his public relations stunt of
delaying F-16 shipments as being
harmful to the interests of Israel. This
is not surprising because for many
years their unlimited support to the
zionist murderers has been a hallmark
of the Kennedyite wing of the Demo-
cratic Party and a section of its social-
democratic boosters such as the
‘‘Democratic  Socialist Organizing
Committee’” (DSOC). As the Israeli
bombs sow death and destruction a-
cross Lebanon, this is a further ex-
posure of the imperialist and war-
mongering nature of the Democratic
Party and its Kennedyite ‘‘left wing."’

Presently, Reagan’s envoy, Philip
Habib, has manipulated a cease-fire
between the Palestinians and the zion-
ists which has meant that the Israeli
jets have temporarily stopped their
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murderous raids. But, as the whole
world knows, neither Mr. Reagan
and the U.S. imperialists nor Mr. Be-
gin and the zionist bandits, have any
intention of abandoning their perma-
nent policy of aggression and if not
tomorrow then the next day, the
Israelis will commit new atrocities in
Lebanon.

The zionist state of Israel is again
demonstrating that it is one of the
most bloodthirsty and aggressive
states on earth. U.S. dollars and weap-
ons are what makes this beast tick be-
cause for U.S. imperialism Israel pro-
vides a strategic base and weapon for
digging its claws deep into the oil rich
Middle East. Soviet social-imperialism
also has its interests in profiting from
Israel’s aggression as a means to sink
its claws deeper into this vital region.
It is the predatory interests of these

vultures that ha brought about the
criminal bloodlett in Lebanon.

But no matter wlat savagery impe-
rialism and its zlomt agents resort to,
they have never bqel able to and never
will break the fightiig will of the Pal-
estinian, the Lebahese and the other
Arab peoples. Beg‘l,ns recent ‘‘prom-
ises’” are not the firs time the zionist
henchmen have vowel to wipe out the
Palestinian liberationforces. But the
greater the savageryof the Israelis,
the greater the Palestnian resistance
and the resistance of their Lebanese
brothers. No. It is not tie Palestinians
or the Arabs who are ping to be de-
stroyed by the barbaricaggression of
the Israelis, but it is the reckless
policy of the zionist baidits that can
only hasten the demise ¢ these blood-
stained puppets of imperalism. O
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U.S. military sales to China:

THE WORKERS’ ADVOCATE

JULY 30,1981 PAGE7

A Dangerous New Phase in the Aggressive U.S.-China Alliance

Last month U.S. Secretary of State
Alexander Haig visited Beijing for
three days of talks with top Chinese of-.
ficials. At a June 16 press conference
on the last day of the talks, Haig de-
clared that the talks had been ‘‘unusu-
ally significant and successful,”
foreshadowing ‘‘the prospect that the
Reagan administration will be marked
by a major expansion of Sino-Ameri-
can friendship and cooperation.’’

These talks were indeed unusually
ominous. They foreshadow a major ex-
pansion of the U.S.-China collabora-
tion in the military, intelligence and
other spheres. This means the expan-
sion of the aggressive and warmonger-
ing alliance between U.S. imperialism
and Chinese social-imperialism in the
growing inter-imperialist rivalry with
Soviet social-imperialism. This means
the expansion of the counter-revolu-

tionary U.S.-China alliance which is

directed against the revolutionary
struggle of the working class and op-
pressed peoples of the world. -

The Unfolding of
the Counter-Revolutionary
U.S.-China Military Alliance

- The smell of gunpowder hung in the
air above the General Haig/Deng
Xiaoping talks. It was made public
knowledge that in the secret meetings
behind closed doors military matters
took first place on the agenda. At the
banquets toasts were made by both
sides to the ‘‘importance of the strate-
gic relationship between China and the
U.S.” And the main practical fruit of
the discussions were the further steps
taken towards broad military coopera-
tion between the Pentagon and the
Chinese military.

General Haig went to Beijing as an
arms merchant offering to initiate
sales of U.S. ‘‘lethal”’ weapons to the
Chinese. In turn the Chinese revision-
ists cordially accommodated their
guest by agreeing to begin purchases
of what U.S. arms they can afford. Ac-
cording to the State Department these
sales will most likely start off with anti-
aircraft and anti-tank weapons and ex-
tend to other types of weapons later
on. Thus, the direct arming of the
backward army of the new Chinese
warlords by U.S. imperialism is get-
ting rapidly underway. ‘

During his trip, Haig also made pub-
lic the fact that the,U.S. CIA had set up
two spy stationsiin-northwest China to
spy on Soviet missile tests and military
communications. The Chinese leaders
volunteered to let the CIA set up these
high-technology intelligence gathering
stations to replace similar stations in
Iran that were shut down by the heroic
Iranian revolution in 1979. State De-
partment officials indicate that these
spy stations are only an indicator of the
potential cooperation which is being
developed between the U.S. and Chin-
ese intelligence agencies.

While in Beijing, Haig also prom-
ised legislation to change China’s offi-
cial status on the U.S. books to “‘a
friendly country”’ or ‘‘non-aligned
country.”” This change will make
China eligible for favorable trading
and other privileges and will facili-
tate weapons sales and other dealings
between U.S. imperialism and revi-
sionist China.

In short, as the headline of the U.S.
imperialist mouthpiece U.S. News and
World Report proclaimed in triumph,
Haig’s trip put in place the final pieces
of ‘‘An Alliance with Peking in All but
Name.”’ This marks a dangerous new
phase in the development of the
counter-revolutionary U.S.-China al-
liance. Haig’s trip and the Reagan ad-
ministration’s decision to sell ‘‘lethal’’
weapons to China marks an end to the
professed policy of so-called ‘‘bal-
ance’’ between Chinese and Soviet
social-imperialism. Nixon, Ford and
Carter all pursued this fraudulent pol-
icy with the aim of maintaining a thin
disguise over the warlike and aggres-
sive alliance that they were unfolding
between Washington and Beijing a-
gainst the Soviet new tsars and against
the people of the world. "

Now arch-war dog Reagan has torn
down the signboard of ‘‘balance’’ and
has come out openly in favor of arming
Chinese social-imperialism to - the
teeth. This change in policy is béing
justified with openly warmongering
code words such as that arming China
is a ‘‘strategic imperative” for U.S.
imperialism, that it is part of the Rea-
ganite strategy of building a *‘strategic
concensus’’ against the Soviet Union,
and so forth. In this light, Reagan’s
China policy can only be seen as part
and parcel of the entire Reaganite for-
eign policy of feverish militarism and
unbridled imperialism.

The U.S.-China Alliance Is a
Bloodthirsty Alliance of Bandits for
Aggression and War

‘‘Americans and Chinese,’”’ General
Haig proclaimed in Beijing, ‘‘can work

together to oppose efforts by other na-
tions to achieve global or regional
hegemony.’’ In other words, U.S. im-
perialism and Chinese social-imperial-
ism ‘‘can work together’’ to build up
their military arsenals and confront the
equally aggressive Soviet social-impe-
rialism and achieve their own enslav-
ing strategies of ‘‘global and regional
hegemony.’’ The U.S.-China alliance
is an alliance between imperialist
wolves for the enslavement of the peo-
ples. It is a bloodthirsty alliance of
bandits for aggression and war.

Reagan, Haig and the Pentagon
strategists are playing the ‘‘China
card’’ to the hilt. They are activating
their alliance with social-imperialist
China as a bulwark to protect U.S. neo-
colonial slavery in Asia, Africa and
elsewhere across the globe, to stave
off the competitive power of Soviet
social-imperialism and to suppress the
liberation struggles of the peoples.

Meanwhile, Deng Xiaoping and the
new Chinese warlords are hitching
their wagon to the war chariot of U.S.
imperialism with the objective of
transforming China into ‘a modern
imperialist superpower and of carving
out Chinese social-imperialism’s own
spheres of domination.

The unfolding of such a sordid coun-
ter-revolutionary alliance between
these two aggressive monsters poses a
great danger to the working and op-
pressed masses the world over. In
Asia in particular, the U.S.-China
alliance has today been put into action
as a new bulwark of imperialist slavery
and aggressive war.

U.S. imperialism’s designs on the
people of Asia were dealt an enormous
blow by the heroic liberation wars of
the Indochinese peoples. Since that
time the Chinese revisionist rulers
have been working hand in hand with
the U.S. imperialists to repair the
damage. With the aim of expanding
their own Asian sphere of influence,
the Chinese social-imperialists have
become direct accomplices of U.S.
State Department strategy and a fun-
nel for U.S. arms, dollars and impe-
rialist influence. According to reports,
one of the principal topics of discus-
sion during Haig’s trip was the detail-
ed coordination of the aggressive
Asian strategies of U.S. imperialism
and Chinese social-imperialism.

Though emerging triumphant in its
glorious liberation war against  U.S.
aggression, Viet Nam has fallen into a
conciliatory attitude towards imperial-
ism in general and is falling prey to the
designs of Soviet social-imperialism in
particular. Moreover, Viet Nam has
been utilized to extend Russian social-
imperialist influence in Laos. It is also
maintaining an occupation force in
Cambodia, trampling on the freedom
of the Cambodian people. Reportedly,
Haig discussed with the Chinese lead-
ers their joint strategy towards Viet
Nam and Southeast Asia.The U.S.
imperialists and the Chinese social-
imperialists are jointly striving to
strangle Viet Nam, drive out the Soviet
social-imperialist influence from Indo-
china and place all of the Indochinese
people under the U.S.-China jackboot.

U.S. official policy is to give unde-
clared support for the bloody border
provocations which have been carried
out by some 250,000 Chinese troops
against Viet Nam over the last two
years. On his trip, Haig also discussed
with the Chinese leaders the channel-
ing of more U.S. supplied arms-and
money by way of Beijing to the forces
of the bloodstained despotic Chinese
lackey, Pol Pot, as well as to the rem-
nants of the fascist U.S. imperialist
puppet forces, the so-called ‘‘Khmer
Serei,”’ which are fighting the Viet-
namese occupiers in Cambodia. Haig
also discussed further coordinating
policy with Beijing towards the pro-
imperialist ASEAN alliance of the
Southeast Asian governments of Thai-
land, the Philippines, Indonesia, Ma-
laysia and Singapore. The common
U.S.-China policy is to beef up the fas-
cist dictatorships in these countries
and to strengthen the ASEAN alliance
in order to bring pressure to bear
against Viet Nam and against the lib-
eration struggles of the other peoples
of Southeast Asia.

In relation to Afghanistan, Haig’s
trip also marked a further activation of
the U.S.-China alliance. Soviet social-
imperialism has brutally invaded Af-
ghanistan and. is waging a genocidal
war against the freedom-loving Af-
ghan people. In response, both the
U.S. imperialists and Chinese social-
imperialists are posing as the alleged
champions of Afghan freedom. They
strike this pose not out of any concern
for the genuine liberation of the Af-
ghan people, but with the objective of
subordinating the Afghan guerrillas
fighting the Soviet occupiers to their
own imperialist aims, and to strength-
en their neo-colonial influence over the
reactionary Pakistani and other neigh-
boring governments.

With this aim, Haig discussed with

the Chinese leaders in Beijing new
steps to funnel U.S. supplied guns and
dollars into the Afghan refugee camps
in Pakistan. As well, during Haig’s
stay in Beijing, the U.S. State Depart-
ment announced a resumption in mili-
tary assistance to Pakistan and a new
agreement with the Pakistani govern-
ment which includes some $3 billion in
military ‘‘aid.”’ Previously the Paki-
stanis had rejected this offer of ‘‘aid”’
because their ambitions ran counter to
certain of their instructions from their
U.S. imperialist taskmasters. Interest-
ingly enough, according to U.S. press
reports, it was only with the assistance
of China and the visit of Chinese Pre-
mier Zhao Ziyang to Pakistan on June
1 that the Pakistani government be-
came convinced to go along with this
new U.S. arms agreement.

These are but a few features of the
workings of the counter-revolutionary
U.S.-China alliance in Asia, which,
along with Soviet social-imperialism,
is a principal source of the continuing
bloodshed and the enormous suffering
of the long-oppressed peoples of Asia.

The Taiwan Question

The imperialist and revisionist gen-
tlemen behind the U.S.-China alliance
are arch-criminals, and the alliance
which these cutthroats are unfolding is
based on the most cynical calculations
of imperialist profit and nothing else.
This fact is what is brought home by
the ongoing backbiting between
Washington and Beijing over the Tai-
wan question.

Ronald Reagan built his entire polit-
ical career as a mouthpiece of rabid
anti-communism. Even after fascist
Nixon and other anti-communist cru-
saders had ‘‘seen the light’’ about
Mao’s China as a potential ally of U.S.

imperialism, Reagan still clung to the
jingoist rhetoric of a bitter China-
hater. During his election campaign
last August, Reagan condemned the
so-called ‘‘betrayal’’ of the so-called
‘‘Republic of China’’ to ‘‘Red China”’
and promised to reestablish official re-
lations with the fascist U.S. puppet re-
gime in Taipei.

But now that Reagan has taken over
running the affairs of the U.S. imperi-
alist state, he has quietly dropped his
threats to reestablish official relations
with Taipei and is promising ‘‘a major
expansion of friendship and coopera-
tion’’ with Beijing.

What this demonstrates is that the
aggressive U.S.-China alliance is es-
sential for the profits and strategy of
the U.S. imperialist ruling class. No
matter what campaign promises, no
matter whether the administration is
Democrat or Republican or whether it
flaunts the ‘‘human rights’’ and paci-
fist demagogy of a Carter or the anti-
communist and jingoist ravings of a
Reagan, the expansion of the counter-
revolutionary U.S.-China alliance re-
mains a fact.

At the same time U.S. imperialism
has not given up its neo-colonial out-
post on the Chinese island of Taiwan.
On the contrary, it continues to prop
up the Kuomintang/Chiang clique as
a means of profit and as a lever to
blackmail and humiliate their
‘‘friends’’ in Beijing. In fact, just prior
to Haig’s trip, the Pentagon was pre-
paring new sophisticated fighter plane
shipments to Taiwan, and Reagan’s al-
lies in the Congress were initiating a
new round of debate on whether or not
to reestablish official ties with Taipei.

In response, Chinese propaganda
struck a pose of bitter resentment. In a
June 12 People's Daily article, just two
days before Haig's arrival, the Chi-

nese leadership declared that U.S.
arms sales to Taiwan stood in the way
of any ‘‘further strategic relations be-
tween the two countries’ and that
‘‘China has made it explicitly clear
that it would refuse to buy U.S. arms
than consent to a U.S. arms sale to Tai-
wan.”” On this point the People's
Daily sternly warned that: ‘‘This is a
principled issue and China does not
barter on matters of principle.”’

This article was reprinted in the
June 22 issue of Beijing Review, the
very same issue that reported on the
talks with Haig in which the Chinese
agreed to U.S. arms sales! In a word,
the Chinese revisionists did not simply
‘‘barter principles,’’ but got down on
their hands and knees to beg for the
U.S. arms sales at the expense of the
humiliating violation of the sovereign-
ty of the Chinese people by arrogant
U.S. imperialism.

Such is the beautiful ‘‘friendship
and cooperation’’ between gangsters!

Down With the
U.S.-China Aggressive Alliance!
Down With All Imperialism
and Social-Imperialism!

Today it is the arch-reactionary Ron-
ald Reagan and the ultra-revisionist
henchman Deng Xiaoping who are
feverishly pursuing the warmongering
U.S.-China alliance. But this alliance
has been in the making for a long time.
In fact, this was not Haig’s first visit to
Beijing and as he put it, he has ‘‘a lot
of old friends'’ in China. A decade
ago, Haig was a top lieutenant of the
Nixon administration and was part of
the Kissinger and Nixon pilgrimages
to Beijing in 1971 and 1972. At that
time Mao Zedong shamelessly em-
braced these arch-fascist war criminals
as Nixon’'s, Kissinger’'s and General

Haig’s bombs fell like rain on the hero-
ic peoples of Indochina.

Both Mao Zedong and various strat-
egists of U.S. imperialism had long
sought a U.S.-China alliance. For dec-
ades Mao had sought such an alliance
in order to realize his dreams of build-
ing up a powerful, capitalist Chinese
state. By the early 1970’s, Mao ad-
vanced his ultra-revisionist theory of
‘‘three worlds’’ which is a theory a-
gainst the revolution and socialism in
general and to justify a counter-
revolutionary alliance with U.S. impe-
rialism in particular.

And for their part, the U.S. imperi-
alists, including some of the most ex-
treme anti-communists and previously
rabid China-haters such as Nixon (and
today Reagan), have seen in Mao's
China a valuable ally for the realization
of U.S.iworld hegemony. Thus, to-
day’s counter-revolutionary plofting
between Haig and Deng Xiaoping is
but a further realization of the path
dreamed of and pioneered by Mao and
Nixon before.

The Workers' Advocate adamantly
condemns the U.S.-China alliance as
an alliance for aggression, imperialist
slavery and war. It is a counter-revolu-
tionary alliance which is part of the
dance of imperialist alliances_ that
poses a great danger to the working
class and the people of the world. The
Workers' Advocate holds that the
struggle against aggression and war
must be directed against all imperial-
ism. It must be directed at the destruc-
tion of the biggest assassins and hang-
men of the people, directed against
U.S. imperialism, Soviet social-imperi-
alism, against the counter-revolution-
ary U.S.-China alliance, and all impe-
rialism. (il

SOLIDARITY WITH THE PEOPLE OF EL SALVADOR

Reagan is quietly expanding U.S. intervention

(The following article is reprinted, from
the Boston Worker, newspaper of the
Boston Branch of the Marxist-Leninist
Party, USA, July 12, 1981.)

Ever since the Reagan administra-
tion’s rabid warmongering against the
people of El Salvador in February and
Match aroused a giant wave of protest

across the U.S. and around the world, '

the government and capitalist news
media have hushed up what the U.S.
imperialists have been doing in El Sal-
vador. However, when U.S. imperial-
ism talks less about El Salvador, it
doesn’t mean that they have given up

| their aggression. They simply go about

it more quietly to deceive the people.
Reagan has, in fact, sent more U.S.
military advisors to El Salvador and
further increased military aid to the
fascist junta which is slaughtering the
people. The U.S. imperialists have al-
so stepped up their aid to the military
dictatorships in Guatamala and Hon-
duras to suppress the revolutions
which are developing in those coun-
tries and to use those governments’
armies against the workers and peas-
ants in El Salvador. In the last five
months, the U.S. puppet regime in
Honduras has also launched border
raids against Nicaragua.

In the last 20 months, the fascist re-
gime in El Salvador, directed by U.S.
military advisors and armed with weap-
ons of mass destruction, have mur-
dered some 23,000 workers, peasants
and other patriotic Salvadorians.
Thousands more have been murdered
in Guatamala and Honduras. Yet all
this terrorism of the imperialists and
military dictators has not been able to
stop the revolutionary struggle of the
brave Salvadorian people nor the
movements in Guatamala and Hon-
duras. The revolutionary workers and
peasants in El Salvador have inflicted
one defeat after another on the army
and there are whole provinces where
the army only controls the ground it
stands on.

In a desperate attempt to save their
empire in Central America, an empire
which has been crumbling especially
since the 1979 Nicaraguan revolution,
the U.S. imperialists are preparing
even further aggression not only a-
gainst El Salvador but also against
the people of Guatamala, Honduras
and Nicaragua. The Reagan adminis-
tration is once again trying to float
the discredited bogeyman of the Rus-
sian and Cuban arms theory to justify
more weapons, more ‘‘advisors,”’
more troops to this region. The gov-
ernment is preparing for a new draft to
force the American youth to fight ag-
gressive wars in Central America and
other parts of the world. This fall the
government will begin training 10,000
people to man the draft boards.

No matter how much Reagan may
proclaim that he is fighting against
‘‘Russian intervention’’ in El Salva-
dor, it is abundantly clear that Reagan,

the.unabashed spokesman for the rich,
is fighting to protect the empire and
profits of the American billionaires

and their friends, the Salvadorian oli-. B

garchy. All El Salvador is owned by an
oligarchy of 14 wealthy families and
the American multinational corpora-
tions. The peasants have been driven
‘offi their landoand forced to work on
coffee and cotfon plantations for an in-
come of less than $120 per year. While
the peasants slave to produce coffee
and cotton for export to the U.S. and
Germany, three-quarters of their chil-

. dren suffer from malnutrition because

they can not afford food. In the cities,
the workers are paid about $3 per day
to produce. calculators for Texas In-
struments and lingerie for Maiden-
form and other such things, all of
which are shipped out of the country to
be sold at huge profits by the multi-
national corporations. The Salvadorian
workers and peasants have risen up to
overthrow this rotten system of exploi-
tation. They are not fighting and dying
by the thousands to see the U.S. impe-
rialists replaced by the Russian social-
imperialists. No! They are fighting for
their freedom.

The American people remember
Viet Nam and see that Reagan is esca-
lating U.S. aggression in El Salvador
in the same way Kennedy, Johnson
and Nixon did in Viet Nam and Indo-
china. It makes the workers’ blood boil
to see the U.S. imperialists again pre-
paring to send them or their sons off to
slaughter their class brothers in yet
another country. The Salvadorian
workers and peasants are fighting the
same enemy as the American workers,
the same U.S. imperialists, the same
monopoly capitalists who are squeez-
ing the American workers to the wall,
shooting the black people in the streets
and preparing to draft the youth.
We must vigorously support the Sal-
vadorian people and fight here at
home against the U.S. imperialist ag-
gressors.

Mass Struggle Is the Only Way
to Combat U.S. Aggression
and War Preparations

The system of U.S. imperialism has
not changed from the time of Viet
Nam. Just as with Viet Nam, the impe-
rialist intervention and aggression in
Central America must be met by the
development of a powerful, revolution-
ary mass struggle. However, in the
face of this burning need, the liberal
Democrats are coming forward to say,
‘“Don’t worry about demonstrations
and other actions because we will stop
military aid to the Salvador junta in
Congress.’’ This rhetoric is just a trick
to stop the mass struggle. The *‘left
wing’’ of the Democratic Party did the
same thing last year with the draft reg-
istration. They told the youth, ‘‘Don’t
demonstrate. Lobby your Congress-
men. We'll stop this in Congress.”’
However, as soon as school let out for

Armed revolutionaries fire on the fascist forces of the U.S.-backed ju

nta.

the summer and the youth were dis-
persed, this Democratic opposition col-
lapsed. The draft registration bill pas-
sed through Congress with flying col-
ors.

This lesson demonstrates that the
Democrats do not oppose the defense
of the U.S. imperialist empire. They do
not oppose the imperialist aims of
Reagan’s policy in El Salvador and
Central America. They want to use the
movement to pressure Reagan to a-
dopt a more deceptive policy, to put a
Carterite ‘‘human rights’’ mask on the
bloodstained junta. They think this
would make it easier for the U.S. to
dictate a ‘‘political settlement’’ that

‘e

protects the junta and the ‘‘stability "’
of the U.S. imperialist empire in Cen-
tral America. We must reject these
pro-imperialist Democratic  Party
hacks and stick to the path of mass
struggle against U.S. imperialism and
militant solidarity with the Salvadorian
people.

Workers and all progressive people:
We must never forget the lessons of
the genocidal war of aggression in Viet
Nam! Reagan must not be given a free
hand in his criminal aggression in El
Salvador! Step up the mass struggle in
solidarity with the brave Salvadorian
workers and peasants! [

LIQUIDATOR
Continued from page 5

Union of the days of Lenin and Stalin,
the socialism that is a model for all
Marxist-Leninists, or the people’s
councils in the present-day genuine
socialism of the People’s Socialist Re-
public of Albania, that valiant bastion
of world revolution, that beacon of so-
cialism, surrounded by enemies but
standing up to fight in the interests of
the working masses the world over.
The Soviets and the people’s councils
are genuine instruments of the will of
the popular masses. They are not talk-
shop bodies but working bodies that
combine legislative and executive
functions. But they do not function by
‘‘direct popular legislation’’ nor would
such methods be an improvement.
This is a well-known feature of the
socialist system. Hence the question
arises: what type of ‘‘socialism’’ is
Mr. Weisberg thinking of?

Indeed, what are the examples of
this ‘‘socialism’’ that Mr. Weisberg is
calling for. In the blurb on the author
in the pamphlet The Fascist Menace, it
says that ‘‘...he [Weisberg] has travel-

led throughout the United States and
many parts of the world. He has met
with representatives of socialist gov-
ernments....”” Revolutionary Marx-
ism-Leninism says that there is only
one genuine socialist country in the
world today, socialist Albania. Yet
Mr. Weisberg has talked to ‘‘repre-
sentatives of socialist governments
....”" Indeed, to our knowledge Mr.
Weisberg has not traveled to Albania
and furthermore he speaks of several
socialist governments. So please tell
us, dear social-democratic liquidator,
what countries do you regard as social-
ist? Oh, so sorry, your paper has
closed down and so you can’t answer
such embarrassing questions. Oh well,
a ‘‘party’’ without an organ does have
its advantages, doesn’t it!! R’
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Third National Conference
of the Communist Party (Reconstructed) of Portugal
Calls for Strengthening the Party

The Communist Party (Reconstruct-
ed) of Portugal is the vanguard party
of the Portuguese proletariat which
stands at the forefront of the coura-
geous struggle of the workers and
broad toiling masses against the
bourgeoisie. From the 18th to the 21st
of June, this Party held its Third Na-
tional Conference in Lisbon. The re-
port printed below on this Conference
is extracted jrom the editorial en-
titled ‘‘Unite the Whole Party to
Apply the Resolutions of the Confer-
ence'’ which appeared in the June 25,
1981 issue of Bandeira Vermelha,
_Central Organ of the PC(R) of Portu-
gal. Translated by The Workers’
Advocate. {

The questions debated and the res-
olutions adopted (already ratified by
the Central Committee...) are of major
importance for the immediate activity
of the Party.

We attempted to draw a balance
sheet of the activity of the Party since
last year, at which time the Second
Conference took place, and to analyze
the political situation in which we live
today, taking into account the changes

~ -which have occurred in the meantime.

* The Third Conference had two clear
objectives. Firstly, to correct the de-
ficiencies in the activity of the Party
in the sense of improving its political
work in the mass struggle and to give a
new incentive to its buildup ~— in par-
ticular with regard to its proletarian
character, the training of the militants
and cadre and enlarging its ranks. Sec-

~ ondly, to determine, in the face of the

national and international situation
-and taking into account the balance
- sheet of the political wotk of the Party

- in'this last year, the tactics which the

PC(R) must follow and the concrete

- tasks which it must take up for solution

immediately.

In relation to these two objectives,
two equally clear conclusions stand
out: the need to give priority to the
fight against manifestations of a right-
est nature which, both in the political
and the Party aspects, are raising ob-
stacles to the growth of the influence
of the Party and are putting up re-

" sistance to its revolutionary line; and
the need to apply the main effort of
the whole collective, beginning with
the Central Committee, in the political

- action of the masses, in particular of

the working class.
With these orientations, the Party
- will be capable of greatly strengthen-
ing its activity and achieve the succes-
ses which it is duty-bound to attain in
the present political situation.
The Third National Conference of

Closing rally of the 3rd National Conference of the PC(R).

the PC(R) of Portugal adopted three
resolutions: ‘‘On the Tasks and Tactics
of the Party’’; “‘On the Activity and
Strengthening of the Party'’; and
‘“On the UDP.'" Below we print Part
2 of the ‘‘Resolution on the Activity
and Strengthening of the Party."”
2) The Party needs to develop the ide-
ological struggle against erroneous
ideas and practices, particularly a-
gainst manifestations of a rightist

a) The Third National Conference
reaffirms the correctness of the de-
cisions taken at the Second National
Conference which, guided by the reso-
lutions of the Third Congress and tak-
ing into consideration the evolution of
the political and party situation, con-
sidered the manifestations of rightism
the central target of the ideological
struggle.

The Conference rejects those stands
which, under the pretext that it is still
necessary today to fight against sec-
tarianism, do not see the need to cen-
ter the ideological struggle against
rightism, disarming the Party in this
way for the necessity of constant vig-
ilance towards the dangers which may
come from this direction.

b) The Third National Conference
points out that side by side with the
ideological manifestations of a right-
ist countenance which were already
noted by the Second National Con-
ference, namely the attitudes of de-
fensive, lack of initiative, weaknesses
in the work among the masses, liberal-
ism and the slackening of party and
militant life, there emerged in the
course of this year rightist political
positions which must be firmly com-
bated. Such positions emerged mainly
after the electoral defeats, based on
the argument that, in the face of these
defeats and the new situation created,
the Party’s activity should be turned

‘towards the economic struggle, that

once the conquests of April [the April
1974 revolution in Portugal — ed.]
would no longer be a factor for the
mobilization and action of the workers,
that the central thing would be the
trade union front and that it would
not be possible to continue to support
the UDP (Popular Democratic Union),
that our activity in this period of ac-
cumulation of forces could not have the
aim of achieving big successes under
the pretext of the objective situation
being unfavorable.

¢) Around the Party a firm, vigilant
style of militance, one of criticism and
self-criticism, of the unfolding of the
ideological struggle in all the organ-
isms, which stimulates communist vig-

ilance and rigor in contraposition to
the petty-bourgeois spirit of consen-
sus, must be strengthened. Only such
firmness and critical and self-critical
spirit will allow for the struggle for the
implementation of the decisions taken
and for the concretization of political
initiatives.

d) The entire Party from the CC to
the cells must unfold a persistent and
permanent struggle to develop the
spirit of initiative and quick and decid-
ed response to the political develop-
ments, with the aim of launching the
Party in the mass actions, combating
weariness and complacency, strengh-
ening the PC(R) as a political party
which intervenes in all aspects of the
national and international political life.

For this, special attention must be
paid to fighting the ominous tendency
towards lowering the work of leader-
ship by the leading organs. A revolu-
tionary party which does not feed itself
permanently on politics will naturally
tend to turn in on itself [i.e., shut it-
self off from the masses, become a
sect —tr.], its leading organs will tend
to fall into routine and complacency.
Responding to the political issues and
to the economic struggles and the
struggles for demands, and preparing
and unfolding mass action constitutes
thus the essense of what the Party
must be as a transforming force active
in the class struggle.

e) In the struggle against the mani-
festations of rightism the Party must

always keep in mind the point that one
can’t combat opportunism without
simultaneously combating sectarian-
ism and vice versa.

The positions continue to be verified
in resistance to going to the masses
with the Party’s politics and in shut-
ting oneself in a restricted circle of
blind and practicist activity.

At the present moment [there are]...
tendencies towards abandonment of
revolutionary work in the trade unions
and principally in the CGTP [the re-
visionist trade union center — ed.].

The Third National Conference re-
jects such positions and points out
that they must be firmly combated.

f) The struggle against the errone-
ous manifestations must be translated
in the whole Party into the raising of
its ideological and political level, the
perfecting of its militant qualities and
making the cells the center of gravity
of party activity. The permanent pre-
occupation with the life and aspira-
tions of the masses, the quick response
to their problems, the fulfilling of the
statutory duties, namely the regular
functioning as a party collective, the
regular payment of dues and the sys-
tematic collection of funds, the distri-
bution of and payment for the party
press, are essential questions for rais-
ing the Party’s capacity for action and
for asserting itself. O

CP of Spain (M-L):

Against unity with the revisionist
and social-democratic chieftains

The Third National Conference of
the Communist Party (Reconstructed)
of Portugal ended with a closing rally
which was addressed by representa-
tives of the sister Marxist-Leninist par-
ties which attended the Conference.
Below we publish an extract from the
speech given by Comrade Raul Marco,
representative of the Central Commit-
tee of the Communist Party of Spain
(Marxist-Leninist). Translated by The
Workers’ Advocate from Vanguardia
Obrera, organ of the CC of the CP of
Spain (M-L), July 3-16, 1981."

The unity and cohesion between the
Marxist-Leninist parties, which has al-
ways been vital, acquires today a much
greater importance and to that, to
strengthen it, develop it, and consoli-
date it, we must not begrudge any ef-
fort. It is necessary to mutually sup-
port ourselves, to learn from one an-
other, in order to be able to confront in
the best conditions the ferocious
beasts that are Yankee and Russian
imperialism and their - aggressive
blocs, NATO and the Warsaw Pact,
which are preparing a new imperialist
war that can only be made to fail by the
worker and popular unity, the true an-
ti-fascist unity, as much nationally as
internationally, which the Marxist-
Leninists should persist in forging with
all our might and in the forefront of
which we must place ourselves.

We think that the tactics and the
forms of action to go about forging this
united worker, popular and anti-fascist

front, can and must be very varied in
accordance with the specific conditions
and possibilities of each country and
each party.

Also we think (and we base our-
selves on the international experience
of many years) that this unity is not
possible without isolating and fighting
to the maximum degree possible the
revisionist leaders of -different hues,
such as the *‘Eurocommunists,”” Mao-
ists, Khrushchovites, or however they
call themselves.

All of them, together with the social-
democratic chieftains, are accomplices
and lackeys of their respective reac-
tionary governments and go at the rear
of one or the other imperialism.

Some harbor illusions about a possi-
ble unity with the revisionist chief-
tains. We think that this is an error
which can lead directly to the swamp
of opportunism. And if we must well
avoid the sectarianism that isolates us
from the people, we must also combat
with intransigence the opportunism
that would lead us to distort our Marx-
ist-Leninist principles.

The Marxist-Leninists of the world
say that, nowadays, one cannot com-
bat imperialism basing oneself on an-
other imperialism. And furthermore,
we say that whatever concessions to
the revisionist chieftains, conscious or
unconscious, play into the hands of
one or the other superpower or the two
at once. O

CP of Colombia (M-L):

‘Deepen the
ideological struggle agamst
Maoist revisionism’

The Communist Party of Colombia
(Marxist-Leninist) is valiantly leading
the workers and peasants of Colombia
in struggle against the bourgeoisie
and U.S. imperialism. Recently the
Central Committee of this Party held
an important meeting. Below we print
excerpts from an article on this meet-
ing which appeared in Bandeira Ver-
melha, Central Organ of the Commu-
nist Party (Reconstructed) of Portugal,
June 18, 1981. Translated by The
Workers’ Advocate.

As we have reported at the oppor-
tune time, the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of Colombia
(Marxist-Leninist) recently held its
2nd Plenary Meeting, at which it took
up in detail the evolution of the situa-
tion inside the country and interna-
tionally. It is precisely from the resolu-
tion dedicated to the international situ-
ation that we take lengthy excerpts, in
particular from the chapter entitled
‘““The World Revolutionary Develop-
ment and the Marxist-Leninist Move-
ment.”’ The editors are responsible for
the subtitles.

Drawing Lines of Demarcation
With Revisionism

The Marxist-Leninist movement and
the various parties which constitute it
— underlines the 2nd Plenary Meeting
of the CC of the CP of Colombia (Marx-
ist-Leninist) — strengthen themselves
in the class battles; in the struggle a-
gainst reaction and imperialism; in the
uncompromising struggle against op-
portunism and modern revisionism
and, in particular, in the last few years
against Chinese revisionism. In the in-
ternational Marxist-Leninist commu-
nist movement, essentially, lines of
demarcation were drawn against Mao-
ist revisionism. At the present time the
struggle is turned more towards eradi-
cating the practical and theoretical
manifestations that still survive inside
the revolutionary political movement.
In the case of Latin America, the ne-
cessity is clear for a deeper and more
organized work of those Marxist-Len-
inist parties which, calling themselves
‘‘Marxist-Leninist,”” strive to keep
that variant of revisionism alive within
the revolutionary movement.

The Marxist-Leninists fight revi-
sionism in any of its variants from the
trenches of the communist doctrine.
For this reason, the principled strug-
gle against all types of revisionism
leads and must lead to the ideological
and political strengthening of the
Marxist-Leninist parties, of the inter-
national communist movement and of
proletarian internationalism. Any
abandonment of this line, or any error
or vacillation in this direction, must be
exposed by all the parties, and in gen-
eral by the international communist
movement.

In this struggle against Maoist revi-
sionism one cannot lose sight of the
stand of “‘neutrality’’ taken by some
parties; our stand with respect to
them is based on the position defined
by the 11th Congress of the CP of Co-
lombia (M-L) which, in this respect

underlined:

““We consider the ‘neutral’ positions
with respect to the current struggle
between Marxists and revisionists to
be negative. Those who persist in such
‘neutral’ stands, under the cover of
tactical considerations, will fall hope-
lessly into opportunism. Those who
negate the need for ideological strug-
gle, who weaken it or put if off indefi-
nitely, hold, m practice, an anti-Marx-
ist pesition.”’

This situation shows the necessity of
persisting in and deepening the ideo-
logical-political struggle against Mao-
ist revisionism, with the purpose of
clarifying its deadly consequences.
Thersstruggle against Maoism, as a var-
iant of revisionism, must lead us inevi-
tably to a new stage of the struggle a-
gainst revisionism as a whole and es-
pecially against its principal and most
dangerous agent, Khrushchovite revi-
sionism.

The struggle to eradicate the theo-
retical and practical influence of Mao-
ism had positive consequences in rela-
tion to the role each party must play in
the revolutionary process of its own
country and, in particular, in relation
to the strengthening of the relations
between the Marxist-Leninist parties,
which are basic conditions in order to
advance with ever more firm steps
over more solid ground in the unity of
the Marxist-Leninist movement.

Going Over to a Higher Level of Unity

Later on, the document of the Co-
lombian comrades proceeds: The irre-
placeable responsibility of the Marx-
ist-Leninist movement, its obligatory
commitments and tasks, place in the
forefront the necessity for the Marxist-
Leninist parties of strengthening
themselves, and very specially, of
working decidedly for the consolida-
tion of the unity of the international
communist movement, taking steps in
various directions, in order to correct-
ly resolve the differences which exist
and to attain an identity of views on
the most important aspects, for it is
imperative to advance united in the
complex and difficult situation which
the world is going through today.

The necessity of introducing chang-
es of forms and méthods in the rela-
tions between brother parties, in the
bilateral meetings, places itself before
us. In general, the conditions are ma-
turing for passing from the phase of
simple exchanging of information be-
tween the parties, on to the phase of
discussion of general and particular
problems of common interest, of the
political divergences and of joint inter-
nationalist actions and tasks unfolded
on the basis of the principles which
unite us.

.. Our Party, conscious of the great
responsibility acquired in the work for
the unity of the international commu-
nist movement, will continue to unfold
the greatest efforts to increase its in-
formation, to strengthen its ties and
relations with the brother parties,
guided by the pohcy outlined by our
11th Congress... |

ORGANO CENTRAL DEL PARTIDO COMUNISTA DEL TRABAJO

The following article has been re-
printed from the May 1981 issue of
Lucha, organ of our fraternal comrades
the Partido Comunista del Trabajo
(the Communist Party of Labor). The
PCT is the Marxist-Leninist party of
the working class of the Daminican
Republic. Translation from the Span-
ish by The Workers’ Advocate.

Since the formation of the first so-
cialist parties in Europe, called social-
democratic, and specifically, since the
creation of the First International,
founded by Marx and Engelsiin 1864,
the bourgeoisie started a hard and
malicious work to try to put this im-

- portant organization of the world
proletariat under its control.

Marx and Engels fought implacably

" against the trade union chiefs who,

. like those of England, had sold them-
- selves to the bourgeoisie, taking the

seed of opportunism to the bosom of
the . workers’ movement and to the

- First International. .
The Second International, founded
- by Engels in 1889 anhd whose existence

v

" lasted to 1914, succumbed, smashed

- by the weight and the infiluence of the

opportunists. Lenin decreed the bank-

- ruptcy of the Second International,

-~ pointing out that ‘‘in fact it plays the
role of lackey of the international bour-

The Socialist International:

geoisie. It is a true yellow interna-
tional. "’

The ideological degeneration of
most of the social-democratic parties,
among which was the German party,
the strongest and most influential of
the Second International, made these
parties place themselves by the side of
their government and their bourgeoi-
sie, during and after the first impe-
rialist world war of 1914.

Lenin exposed and fought against
the betrayal and the opportunism of
the leaders of the Second Internation-
al, maintaining a systematic struggle
against these chauvinists and social-
patriots, establishing that it was im-
possible to fight against and defeat the
imperialists, if one didn’t fight and de-
feat the opportunists.

After the triumph of the proletarian
revolution in Russia in 1917 and the es-
tablishment of the first socialist state
in the world, led by Lenin and Stalin,
in various countries there emerged a
series of new communist parties, with
which the Third International was
formed in 1919, led by Lenin and
Stalin.

Lenin established that this commun-
ist international picked up the ‘‘fruits

.of the work of the Second Internation-

al, and had cast away the corrupt,
opportunist, social-chauvinist, bour-
geois and petty-bourgeois part, and
had started to establish the dictator-
ship of the proletariat.”’

The Third International represented
and defended for several years the

principles of Marxism-Leninism, and
under its revolutionary leadership the
communist movement achieved an un-
precedented development.

The remnants of the Second Interna-
tional formed by various opportunist
and revisionist parties, allied to the
imperialist bourgeoisie, kept manifest-
ing their reactionary and opportunist
features and waiting for the appro-

/priate moment to make a comeback.

The International of
Willy Brandt and Pefia Gomez

The Socialist International of which
the PRD is part of and Peffa Gomez is
its representative for Latin American
and the Caribbean [the Dominican
Revolutionary Party (PRD) is the rul-
ing party in the Dominican Republic
and Peha Gomez is the Secretary Gen-
eral of the PRD] is the international or-
ganization representing the old and
degenerate Second International. It
was reorganized by the bourgeoisie
after the Second World War.

Taking as its basis the social-demo-
cratic parties which had become in-
struments in the service of the West-
ern European capitalist states, impe-
rialism formed the Socialist Interna-
tional, making of it an important politi-
cal and ideological apparatus at the
service of the bourgeoisie and monop-
oly capital.

The reactionary character of this
Anti-Communist International is shown
in those countries where social-demo-

cratic parties govern [or have govern-
ed in the past], such as Germany,
Sweden, England, France, Costa
Rica, the Dominican Republic and
others where the working class and
people are repressed and exploited
with all the cruelty of the capitalist
regime.

The Socialist International is a plat-
form and an instrument of the capital-
ists of Western Europe, which even
though it has as its ideological banner
anti-communism and the fight against
the dictatorship of the proletariat and
scientific socialism, as a means of con-
fusing the workers the Socialist Inter-
national feigns to ‘‘fight’’ for the *‘rev-
olution’’ and for what it calls ‘‘demo-
cratic socialism.”” But this is a vulgar
lie and deception since in practice, the
parties of the Socialist International
have shown themselves to be the ene-
mies of the revolution and the libera-
tion of the peoples.

The ideological and political stand of
the Socialist International is in essence
reactionary and capitalist, based on
the opportunist positions advanced by
the traitors to socialism of the Second
International who like MacDonald,
Kautsky, Hyndman, preached class
conciliation between the proletariat
and the bourgeoisie, and defended the
idea that the main method of struggle
was the parliamentary one and not the
revolutionary violence and that the
proletariat could peacefully coexist
with the bourgeoisie.

The leaders of the Socialist Interna-

An Imperialist Agency

tional like Willy Brandt, Olaf Palme,
Pefia Gomez and other social-demo-
cratic leaders preach the alleged well-
being and progress of the states gov-
erned by the social-democratic parties,
even though the truth is different.
The truth is that in Germany, govern-
ed by [the Social-Democratic Party of]
Willy Brandt, and that Pefia Gomez
puts so much as an example in our
country, is a society which suffers the
same ills and phenomena of the rest of
the imperialist states, independently
of whether the German social-demo-
cratic ideologues argue to the con-
trary.

The same thing happens in Eng-
land, in France, in Portugal, in our
country and in all the countries which
have been governed by social-demo-
cratic parties that have established the
so-called ‘‘democratic socialism.”’

This ‘‘democratic socialism’ is a
‘“‘theory’’ which the imperialist bour-

geoisie opposes to scientific socialism,
to the real socialism, the one which is
led by the communist party and the
working class and which follows the
correct and invincible theory of Marx-
ism-Leninism and which guarantees
freedom, progress and well-being to
the workers and the people; which is
maintained and enjoyed when the pro-
letariat has succeeded in taking hold of
the state power and in maintaining it
with the application of the principle of
the dictatorship of the proletariat for
the benefit of the workers and against
the capitalist class displaced from
power, building socialism and com-
munism, the only social system which
guarantees the freedom of man from
exploitation, misery and the injustices
which capitalism and its different
hypocritical forms, like that which has
the mask of the name of democratic
socialism and that the Socialist In-
ternational represents, breed. O
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CONDEMN THE ATROCITIES
AGAINST THE ALBANIANS IN YUGOSLAVIA

Over the past five months, the
Yugoslav government has continued
its atrocities against the Albanian pop-
ulation of Kosova and the other Alba-
nian regions of Yugoslavia. In March
and April, students and working peo-
ple took to the streets in massive pro-
tests of the terrible discrimination
which is imposed on the Albanian pop-
ulation. The Yugoslav authorities re-
sponded to these just protests with
troops and tanks. In cold blood police
and soldiers gunned down many hun-
dreds of demonstrators including
small school children. :

Since that time the Albanian stu-
dents and the working people in the
cities as well as the peasants in the
countryside have persisted in their
struggle in the face of a brutal reign of
terror. Thousands have been imprison-
ed, tortured and kidnapped. The au-
thorities have demanded that all the
masses leave their doors unlocked to
allow for searches by the occupying
troops at any time of day or night. The
Prishtina University has been closed
and many other measures have been
taken against the struggle of the Alba-
nian people for their rights.

The Bloodshed in Kosovals a
Result of the Chauvinist Policy of the
Yugoslav Revisionist Ruling Clique

In 1913 the long-oppressed nation of
Albania was partitioned by the imperi-
alist and chauvinist powers. A major
portion of the territory of Albania was
incorporated into what was later
named Yugoslavia. However, the Al-
banian population in Yugoslavia never
reconciled themselves to this situation
where their freedom and national
rights were ruthlessly trampled upon
by the various Yugoslav monarchs,
landlords and capitalists.

During the Second World War the
Albanians in Yugoslavia threw them-
selves into the anti-fascist liberation
war against the German occupiers. Fif-
ty thousand Albanian partisans from
Kosova fought shoulder to shoulder
with their Yugoslav brother. The Alba-
nians shed their blood hoping that with
liberation from Nazi-fascism they
would also realize their national free-
dom including the right to self-deter-
mination for the future workers’ and
peasants’ republic of Kosova. Indeed,
during the war, Josef Broz Tito and the
other leaders of the Yugoslav libera-
tion war promised the right of self-
determination for the Albanians, that
is up to and including the right to suc-
cession from Yugoslavia, just as they
promised the other nations of Yugo-
slavia. As late as 1946 Tito repeated
this pledge to the Albanians and spoke
also of the unification of the Albanian
regions in Yugoslavia with liberated
Albania.

But the Yugoslav revisionist leaders
were insincere. Following liberation
they cast to the winds all their prom-
ises to the Albanian population. De-

spite the reality that the Albanian na-
tionality is the third largest in Yugo-
slavia (presently with a population of
over two million), and despite the fact
that they constitute the overwhelming
majority over a large territory border-
ing with the People’s Republic of Al-
bania (today the People’s Socialist
Republic), the Albanians were denied
all the national rights which were
achieved by the other nations. Instead,
in the interest of the great-Serb chau-
vinists, Kosova was made a

the status of a republic for Kosova
within the Yugoslav Federation. And
once again the Yugoslav revisionists
have responded to these just demands
with tanks, troops and massacres.

The Yugoslav Revisionists
Are Playing Into the Strategy of
Imperialism and Social-Imperialism

For many years the Yugoslav revi-
sionists have tried to protray their poli-

district within the Serbian re-
public and the rest of the
Albanian regions were divid-
ed up between the republics
of Macedonia and Montene-
gro.

Ever since, the Titoite ren-
egades have pursued a geno-
cidal policy of oppression
against the Albanians. Tens
of thousands were forcibly
deported to Turkey. They
have ruthlessly attempted to
exterminate the Albanian
language and national cus-
toms. A systematic policy of
extreme economic discrimi-
nation practiced by the Yu-
goslav chauvinist leaders has
meant that the incomes of
the impoverished Albanian
workers and peasants a-
mount to only a small fraction of the in-
comes of the exploited toilers in the
other regions of capitalist Yugoslavia.
In this desperate situation many tens
of thousands of Albanian economic
emigrants have been forced from their
homes to seek work in Western Europe
and North America.

In 1968, the workers, peasants and
students of Kosova rose up in struggle
against this intolerable oppression.
They demanded the improvement of
their miserable livelihood, and they
demanded language and cultural
rights, the right to fly the Albanian
flag, etc. The Albanian population also
loudly and strongly voiced their de-
mand for the right to self-determina-
tion and the status of a republic for
Kosova within the Yugoslav federa-
tion. That is they demanded that Koso-
va enjoy equal rights with the other
national republics of federal Yugosla-
via.

The Yugoslav ruling clique put down
the 1968 revolts with bloody massa-
cres. At the same time they granted a
number of concessions regarding the
Albanian language and culture, and
they made Kosova an ‘‘autonomous
region.’’ Nevertheless the national op-
pression of the Albanians continued in
force, and the Titoite rulers rejected
out of hand the just demand for the
status of a republic for Kosova.

Now, in 1981, the Albanian popula-
tion in Yugoslavia has once again
taken to the streets in protest of their
miserable condition, in protest against
the brutal national oppression which
they suffer, and for the realization of
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cy as ‘‘independent’’ and ‘‘non-align-
ed.”” But these boastful claims have al-
ways been only so much demagogy to
hide their actual dependence on impe-
rialism, and betrayal of Marxism-Len-
inism and socialism. So too, with their
present onslaught against the Alba-
nians in Kosova, the Yugoslav revi-
sionists are playing into the game of
the imperialists and social-imperial-
ists.

The U.S. imperialists along with the
West German, British and other impe-
rialists of the West on the one hand,
and the Soviet social-imperialists
along with Bulgaria and other Warsaw
Pact allies on the other hand, are ac-
tively plotting against the peoples of
Yugoslavia. The imperialist predators
of both the East and West have deeply
penetrated the economic, political and
military structures of ‘‘non-aligned”’
Yugoslavia. And imperialism and so-
cial-imperialism are actively taking ad-
vantage of the acute political crisis
which is shaking the Yugoslav Federa-
tion, a crisis reflected in the growing
strife among the various nationalities,
to strengthen their positions and fish
in troubled waters. ;

In this light it can be seen that the
brutal chauvinist oppression of the
Albanians and the denial of the right to
self-determination to Kosova can only
aggravate the situation. The atrocities
against the Albanians cannot but play
into the hands of the imperialist and
social-imperialist wolves who are
drooling over the prospect of the fur-
ther incitement of strife among the
nationalities in Yugoslavia so as to

more easily gobble up the Yugoslav
peoples.

A Condemnation of the
Titoite Revisionist Paradise

Titoite Yugoslavia has the dubious
distinction of being the first country in
which the modern revisionist traitors
to Marxism-Leninism came to power.
Soon after liberation at the conclusion
of World War II, the Tito clique de-
clared that it was charting an allegedly
third road between the imperialist
camp and the socialist camp. In fact
the Titoites betrayed socialism and
emerged as a dangerous Trojan horse
of the U.S. and other imperialists with-
in the international communist and
revolutionary movements.

Tito and his cohorts rejected the sci-
entific socialism of Marx, Engels,
Lenin, and Stalin. Instead they advo-
cated the revisionist idea of a ‘‘nation-
al”’ or ‘‘specific socialism.”” They re-
jected the dictatorship of the proletari-
at as allegedly inherently ‘‘bureaucrat-
ic’” and ‘“‘inhuinane’’ and in its stead
the Titoites advanced the liberal, so-
cial-democratic and anarchist concepts
of ‘‘self-administration socialism.’’
These bourgeois concepts are beloved
to the international bourgeoisie such
that in U.S. universities the ‘‘Yugo
slav model’’ is studied extensively for
its application to problems of labor-
management relations and other as-
pects of U.S. monopoly capitalist soci-
ety.

For the toiling masses Titoite Yugo-
slavia is a country of brutal exploita-
tion and oppression. The Yugoslav
capitalists and kulaks, in conjunction
with the foreign imperialist corpora-
tions, mercilessly suck the blood of the
workers and peasants. Revisionist Yu-
goslavia is also a land of ruthless na-
tional oppression where the Serbian
chieftains and the other chauvinist
clans ride roughshod over the other
nationalities.

The recent events in Kosova shed a
great deal of light on these realities of
the Yugoslav ‘‘paradise.”” They are
another powerful condemnation of Ti-
toite Yugoslavia where the revisionist
ruling clique does not hesitate to bring
out tanks and machine guns and resort
to fascist massacres against the just
protests of the oppressed masses.

The Workers' Advocate joins with
the 'revolutionary and progressive
forces the world over in vehemently
condemning the ongoing atrocities of
the Yugoslav authorities against the
Albanians in Kosova. We support the
just demand for the status of a republic
for Kosova and the right of the Alba-
nian people in Yugoslavia to self-de-
termination. We salute the Albanian
students and working people in Yugo-
slavia who are fighting bravely for
their rights in the face of the barbar-
ism of the Titoite revisionist regime. [

THE WORKERS’ ADVOCATE

Solidarity with socialist
Albania in the face of
the anti-Albanian hysteria
of the Titoite revisionists

The Yugoslav revisionists have
launched a rabid and frenzied crusade
against socialist Albania. They are
shouting from the rooftops that the
People’s Socialist Republic of Albania
is allegedly the one responsible for the
massive protests of the Albanian popu-
lation. in Yugoslavia. In this way the
Belgrade chieftains are trying to cover
up the fact that it is their own chauvin-
ist persecution of the Albanians that
has given rise to these demonstrations
and which is responsible for the mas-
sacres of the demonstrators in Kosova
and the other Albanian regions of Yu-
goslavia. Thus the Yugoslav revision-
ists have created a grave and danger-
ous situation in Yugoslav-Albanian re-
lations.

Socialist Albania’s Principled Stand

The Yugoslav propaganda machine
is churning out the most outrageous
slanders and attacks against the
PSRA. The Titoite chieftains are at-
tacking socialist Albania as ‘‘national-
ist,”’. ‘““chauvinist,”” ‘‘counter-revolu-
tionary,”’ etc., etc. According to their
crude lies, the Party of Labor of Alba-
nia is allegedly ‘‘interfering in Yugo-
slavia’s internal affairs,”’ ‘‘making ter-
ritorial claims,’”’ posing ‘‘a threat to

the Yugoslav Federation,”’ and so on
and so forth.
But these monstrous slanders

against the PSRA can fool no one.
They can neither wash the blood off
the hands of the Yugoslav authorities
who are continuing their atrocities
against the people of Kosova, nor can
they stain the principled, proletarian
internationalist stand of socialist Al-
bania.

The Party of Labor of Albania has al-
ways been and will always be a most
implacable opponent of Yugoslav revi-
sionism. While the Titoites curse at al-
legedly ‘‘dogmatic’’ Marxism-Lenin-
ism and at the so-called ‘‘Stalinist
hell”” of socialist Albania, the PLA too
has the right to carry on its principled
ideological struggle against Titoite re-
visionism and to expose the truth
about the Yugoslav revisionist ‘‘para-
dise.”” The PLA also has every. right
to speak its mind about the situation
facing its over two million Albanian
brothers living in Yugoslavia. These
things are only natural. In no way do
they contradict the stated desire of the
PLA for maintaining normal Yugoslav-
Albanian relations and the close trade
and cultural ties which have developed
in recent years.

In regard to Kosova the PLA has re-
iterated many times over its open,
principled and Marxist-Leninist stand.
The PLA has not interfered with any
other country’s internal affairs. Nor

A witness tells about the demonstrations in Kosova

On June 6, Zeri i Popullit, organ of
the Central Committee of the Party of
Labor of Albania, published the diary
of an Italian student, taken from the
Journal Expresso. This is a summary of
the notes of this diary which describe
the bloody events the author experi-
enced in person.

Prishtina. On the night of March 11,
reads the diary, the students of the
University had decided to organize a
demonstration, based chiefly on three
demands: the right to attend higher
school, the problem of textbooks, and
living conditions.

The granting of rights to Kosova
students to pursue higher studies is
still far more restrictive than in other
universities of the country. The studies
in the auditoriums of Prishtina are at
the lowest level.

Even though lessons are given in Al-
banian, there are no textbooks in that
language. Higher taxes have to be
paid, when possible, to get these
books from Tirana.

The third point which brought the
students out in demonstrations, that
is, their low living standards and'un-
employment — 80% of the postgradu-
ates cannot find jobs, and many of
them have emigrated to Germany,
France, Belgium, Switzerland and
Sweden — is a problem concerning the
whole population of Kosova. Last win-
ter was long and bitter, but above ev-
erything, it was difficult, because daily
foodstuffs, such as oil, sugar, tea, but-
ter, milk, as well as fuel for heating,
or detergents for washing clothes,
were very difficult to find. Thus, at
midday on March 12, the cafeteria at
the University was blocked, and the
students swarmed out into the streets
shouting, ‘‘Bread, bread!”’

The police did not hesitate, and re-
gardless of the intervention of several
professors, attacked the line of demon-
strators with many tear gas bombs.

The students replied with stones. The
demonstration was dispersed under
the pressure of the police, but leaving
the young people angry and astonish-
ed.

On March 26, in Prishtina, several
thousands of students came out in the
streets waving a big Albanian national
flag, the red flag with the black two-
headed eagle and the star of the parti-
san. The flag of Kosova, an officially
recognized district, is exactly the
same, but the police intervene with
force, encircle the students, and stop
the line of demonstrators. The young
people shout, ‘‘Release our comrades
from prison, we don’t want an autono-
mous district. Long live the Republic
of Kosova!'’ A crowd unites with the
demonstrators. A column of people is
formed which tries to reach the center
of the city where official festivities are
being held. It seems as though the po-
lice have been informed beforehand.
Suddenly, detachments flown out from
Belgrade appear in Prishtina. Hun-
dreds of tear gas bombs are thrown in-
to the crowd, and many explosions are
heard which steadily increase.

It took five days for the astonish-
ment and utter hatred for the police
and those who sent them to dissemi-
nate throughout the city. The concern
for the countless citizens who have
been arrested is also mounting, be-
cause of the danger that they may nev-
er come out of prison again, as oc-
curred in 1968. Thus on April 1, after
holding discussions all morning, the
building workers of the Dardania
building sites on the outskirts of the
city decided to organize a march to de-
mand the release of the students. The
crowds swelled in number as soon as
the movement began. Ordinary people,
passersby, others who left their houses
and came out into the streets, joined
the workers. Apart from the release of
the arrested students, higher wages
for the workers and again the creation

of the autonomous Republic of Kosova
are demanded. Seeing that the police
were not intervening, women with
their children, and even unaccompa-
nied children who wanted to take part
in this big game, joined the crowd.

In the final account, the motives be-
hind the manifestation are in the
hearts of all. Now there are about
15,000 demonstrators in this crowd.
Suddenly the police attack again with
tear gas bombs. Some are hit, and oth-
ers are trampled underfoot by those
who try to get away. Many of the
wounded are carried off by the crowd
by hand. Regardless of this, the dem-
onstrators decide to remain coolhead-
ed, and confronted with their passive
resistance, the police withdraw. After
reaching the street, the crowd com-
pletely occupies it. The number of
demonstrators has now reached 30-
40,000.

Now masters of the center, says the
diary, they transform the demonstra-
tion into a kind of revolutionary festivi-
ty. At 8:15 the police resume their at-
tack, leaving many wounded on the
ground. Then the people start picking
up stones, and steadily retreating,
they begin to smash everything in
their tracks. The demonstration dis-
perses towards dark, but a silent
agreement exists for it to begin again
the next day. The determination of the
demonstrators has been
throughout the whole city, and on the
morning of April 2 the streets once
again fill up with groups waving the
Albanian flag. The tanks are brought
in at 11:00. Four military aircraft fly
low over the rooftops and streets to
create panic. The reinforced police
forces try to stop different groups of
demonstrators from uniting, but on
that morning the whole city is out on
the streets. No one has gone to work!
The demonstrators surge forth with in-
dignation. At midday two tanks are
burnt. The police reply to the petrol

learned’

bottles of the demonstrators with bul-
lets. Eight people are killed including
two children. More tanks and armored
vehicles are called out from Macedo-
nia, and the airport is occupied by par-
atroopers, but the demonstration is not
dispersed. The participants reunite
after every attack. Trucks loaded with
bread come from the bread factory
near the city for those who have now
become fighters. The women carry
bandages and lemons for protection
against the gas. The crowd accepts the
truth-of its strength and begins to re-
peat in loud voices the ancient Albani-
an saying: ‘‘There is no wedding with-
out meat!,”” which means every festiv-
ity demands its own sacrifice. There is
a great deal of blood shed in the
streets. Now the demonstrators are al-
so armed. Whoever has a rifle takes it
with him into the streets and uses it.
Prishtina now has been encircled, and
the dawn of April 3 finds the demon-
strators exhausted.

It is said that the revolt spread even
to the most remote villages, but no
more is known. It is said that 300 peo-
ple have been killed. Official sources
say 12, but the Austrian newspaper
(name) will write that several immi-
grants from Kosova have estimated at
least 1,000. Whoever can abandons
the city which is now militarily occu-
pied, says the Italian student, conclud-
ing his diary published in the journal
Expresso.

(Broadcast by Radio Tirana from the
People’s Socialist Republic of Albania,
June 6, 1981. Transcribed by PCDN.)
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has it made any territorial claims
against Yugoslavia or anyone else. Nor
has the PLA done anything to endan-
ger the Yugoslav Federation. On the
contrary, the PLA has repeatedly ex-
pressed its stand that: ““We do not
wish the disintegration, but we wish
the stability of the Yugoslav Federa-
tion, we want good neighborliness and
not enmity with Yugoslavia.”’ (A/ba-
nain Telegraphic Agency News Bulle-
tin, June 12, 1981)

So why then all the poisonous venom
spewing from Belgrade?

The Titoite chieftains are raging
against socialist Albania simply be-
cause it has expressed its solidarity
with its Albanian brothers in Yugosla-
via and because it has condemned the
Yugoslav ruling clique’s atrocities
against them.

The Yugoslav propaganda paints Al-
bania as a chauvinist monster working
to tear apart the Yugoslav Federation
simiply because the PLA has supported
the demands of the people of Kosova
for a just and principled resolution of
the national problem in relation to the
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Albanian population in Yugoslavia. In
particular it has supported the demand
for the right to self-determination and
the status of a federal republic for Ko-
sova within Yugoslavia.

It matters little to the Titoite chief-
tains that in the past Tito himself advo-
cated this same demand. It matters lit-
tle to the Belgrade rulers that granting
the right to self-determination and the
status of a republic to Kosova is a ne-
cessary step to strengthen the fraterni-
ty among the Yugoslav peoples. And it
matters little to the Yugoslav revision-
ists that it is their own anti-Marxist-
Leninist and flagrantly chauvinist poli-
cy which is the source of the national
strife among the nationalities of Yugo-
slavia. Rather what matters to the Bel-
grade chiefs is their rabid anti-Alba-
nian hysteria to whitewash their own
crimes and nothing else.

The Yugoslav Revisionists
Are Desperately Trying to Whip Up
an Anti-Albanian Hysteria

The Yugoslav revisionists have pro-
ceeded to create a bad situation in
Yugoslav-Albanian relations, and both
domestically and internationally they
are trying to stir up an anti-Albanian
hysteria. The Yugoslav side has uni-
laterally cut off cultural and other
agreements between the 'two coun-
tries. Belgrade has let it be known that
they have place Albanian diplomatic
missions around the world under their
surveillance. And Yugoslav officials
are giving crazed speeches calling for
the destruction of what they like to
condemn as the ‘‘Stalinist regime’' of
socialist Albania.

On May 23, Yugoslav personnel,
with obvious motives, set off two ex-
plosives on the terrace of the Yugoslav
embassy in Tirana. Careful investiga-
tion by Albanian experts in the pres-
ence of the Yugoslav officials showed
that the explosives could not have
been thrown into the embassy, but had
to be detonated from within. Neverthe-
less, Yugoslav propaganda made a fu-
tile effort to portray these explosions,
which they themselves had orches-
trated, as terrorist bombs hurled at the
embassy by a criminal from Kosova
who was supposedly being harbored
by the Albanian government. Such is
the nature of the desperate and crimin-
al methods which the Yugoslav chief-
tains are resorting to.

The Titoite ruling clique has also
been working to incite. Greek reaction
against socialist Albania. For this pur-
pose the Yugoslav secret police, in
conjunction with Greek reactionaries
in the U.S., produced a map which
they distributed in New York and
Washington and other American
cities. This ‘‘map’’ depicts portions of
Greece as part of a so-called *‘big-Al-
bania.'” The Yugoslav news agency
Tanjug declared that this ‘‘map’’ sup-
posedly provided ‘‘evidence’’ of so-
called '‘Albanian expansionism’’ and
‘*proof’’ that the PSRA not only main-
tains ‘‘territorial claims'' against Yu-
goslavia but against Greece as well.
This despite the fact that even the
Greek reactionaries in the past have
not attempted to falsely accuse social-
ist Albania of such a thing. With such
vile cloak-and-dagger methods of in-
trigue and conspiracy the Yugoslav
plotters are striving to create a tense
situation for the PSRA.

The Yugoslav Revisionists
Are Drawing Their Swords in Vain
Against Socialist Albania

In a word, the Yugoslav revisionists
have drawn their swords against so-
cialist Albania. It must not be forgot-
ten however, that this is not the first

Continued on page 10
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Albanian youth gather in front of the Palace of the Pioneers in Tirana. In Alba-
nia cultural, educational, athletic and social activities are the right of all the
youth with all costs being paid by the state. The Albanian youth iook toward the
future with socialist militance and optimism.
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One after the other, the political
staffs of Yugoslavia, from the lowest to
the highest instances, from the regions
and republics up to the Federation,
from the basic organizations to the
Central Committee of the LCY [League
of Communists of Yugoslavia — ed.],
met and discussed the events in Kos-
ova. Everywhere there were curses
against the people and youth of Kos-
ova, threats, abuse, insults! A wave of
great-Serb and anti-Albanian chauvin-
ism is sweeping Yugoslavia. The Yu-
goslav leaders are competing with one
another in oratory to cover up the real
causes of the demonstrations and re-
volts of the Albanian population of
Kosova, to conceal the monstrous mas-
sacres and barbarites of the Serb arm-
ies, to denigrate the Albanians of Kos-
ova. They are all rushing to be the first
to propose the most draconian mea-
sures, to present the most oppres-
sive and inhuman plans against the
Albanians. ...

We are said to have interfered be-
cause we publicly condemned the mas-
sacres that were perpetrated in Kos-
ova, because we told the truth about
thousands of people being killed,
wounded and arrested there! Did the
Yugoslav leaders expect us to send
them our congratulations on these
crimes and atrocities? We are said to
have interfered because we said in our
articles that the people of Kosova
have the right to demand the status
of a Federal Republic. But this is a
legitimate demand, a demand of the
people of Kosova, which we have not
invented.

In recent days, the Yugoslav leaders
have had a great deal to say about this
question, but nobody has explained
why Kosova cannot be a republic.
One after the other, they merely re-
peat that the demand of Kosova to be-
come a Federal Republic is alleged-
ly reactionary, counter-revolutionary,
chauvinistic, etc. This stand is not only
utterly baseless but also in complete
and open contradiction with the war-
time programmatic stands of the CPY
on the national question and with
many statements of the top personal-
ities of the Yugoslav party and state.
But let us refer to documents.

A Few Facts of History About the
Treatment of the National
Problem of the
Albanians of Yugoslavia

At the London Conference of Am-
bassadors of the Great Powers, in
1913, Albania was partitioned. Despite
the many protests through diplomatic
channels and the armed opposition
of the Albanian people, a large part of
its north-eastern territory, Kosova and
other Albanian-inhabited regions were
annexed to the Kingdoms of Serbia
and Montenegro.

The Peace Conference of Versailles,
in 1919, ignoring the just demands of
the Albanian people, reconfirmed the
partitioning of the Albanian territor-
ies, as was decided by the imperialist
powers in London, and left them to the
Serbian-Croatian-Slovenian Kingdom,
which it created.

For a long time the Communist
Party of Yugoslavia had condemned
the national oppression of the Alban-
ians who ‘‘were enslaved and ear-
marked for extermination’’ by the
‘‘nationalist policy of the great-Serb
hegemonists,”’ as Tito wrote in the
newspaper Proletar. For some time it
has also upheld the thesis that the
peoples which made up the Kingdom
of Yugoslavia must be granted the
right of self-determination up to seces-
sion. ...

In “The Theses on the National
Question in Kosova and Metohia,”’
presented by Mosa Pijade, one of the
main leaders of the CPY, at the Sth
National Conference held in Zagreb in
October 1940, we read, ‘‘The solution
of the national question here (in
Kosova — ed.) can be achieved with
the formation of the free workers and
peasants’ republic of Kosova through
the revolutionary overthrow of the
imperialist fascist regime of the ‘great-
Serb’ bourgeoisie. ...”’ § ~

Thus the Communist Party of Yugo-
slavia recognized the right of the peo-
ple of Kosova, like the other peoples
of Yugoslavia, to self-determination up
to secession, the right to have their
own republic. The people of Kosova
would win these rights by taking part
in the Anti-fascist Liberation War.
And the Albanians of Kosova took part
in the war, making their valuable con-
tribution to the liberation of Kosova
and the peoples of Yugoslavia.

By the end of 1944, ...there were
more than 50,000 fighters in the parti-
san brigades and other detachments in
Kosova. During this war, thousands of
Albanian partisans laid down their
lives for freedom and national rights. ...

When Yugoslavia was liberated, the
Albanians of Kosova and the other re-
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gions expected that, in return for the
contribution they made in the war a-
gainst the occupiers, for the blood of
thousands of fighters who fell on the
battlefields, and for the countless sac-
rifices of the whole people, they would
be given political freedoms and na-
tional rights on an equal footing with
the other peoples of Yugoslavia.

But instead of this, in February 1945
a military administration was estab-
lished in Kosova. At this time, while
most of the Kosova brigades were
fighting in Croatia and Slovenia for the
liberation of the whole of Yugoslavia,
the Serb-Montenegrin 52nd and 46th
Divisions, the Macedonian 50th Divi-
sion and others poured into Kosova.
Thousands of Albanians accused of
various crimes were killed and mas-
sacred. Thousands of others were
sent to the front under the pretext of
military mobilization.

While the military administration
ruled and made the law in Kosova, the
whole of Kosova had been put on the
auction block of Belgrade. The first
variant which the Yugoslav leadership
discussed was the division of Kosova
among three Republics — Montene-
gro, Serbia and Macedonia. Thus a
further partitioning of the Albanian
regions, similar to that decided by the
Yugoslav Kingdom, was being design-
ed. At a meeting of the CC of the CPY
held at the beginning of 1945, Miladin
Popovié strongly opposed this propos-
al. He declared that this proposal was
openly contrary to the aspirations and
rights of the Albanians of Kosova,
rights which they had won with the
blood they had shed and the contribu-
tion they had made during the Nation-
al Liberation War.

Next it was discussed that Kosova
should remain an autonomous unit,
neither separate nor dependent on the
Federation, but annexed by one of
three Republics: Serbia, Macedonia or
Montenegro. Finally it was decided
that Kosova should be annexed by the
Republic of Serbia. (Kosova 2, 1973,
pp. 76-78.) ...

Only one variant was not discussed
in Belgrade at the time — that Kosova
also could be united with Albania.
Had the people of Kosova not expres-
sed this wish at the Bujan meeting?
Were not Albania and Yugoslavia two
allied states that had fought and shed
blood together?

The status of Kosova was decided
under the dictate of the great-Serb
chauvinist ideology, which was inherit-
ed from the Yugoslav Kingdom and
preserved in post-war Yugoslavia.
This emerged also from what Tito said
to Comrade Enver Hoxha in 1946, that
‘‘Kosova and the other regions in-
habited by Albanians belong to Alban-
ia and we shall return them to you,
but not now, because the great-Serb
reaction would not accept such a
thing.’’ (Central Archives of the PLA,
File ‘‘Visit of the Albanian delegation
to Yugoslavia,’’ 1946.) ...

What Tito concealed, the great-Serb
chauvinist Rankovié declared openly,
with no kid gloves. Speaking about the
question of the annexation of Kosova
by Serbia at the extraordinary meeting
of the Anti-fascist Convention of
Serbia in April 1945, he stated that this
annexation ‘‘is the best answer to
those who trumpet about the danger of
the partitioning of the ‘Serbian’
territory, - who make the accusation
that the National Liberation War will
weaken the Serbs in the interests of
the Croats and the others.’’ (Borba,
April 8, 1943.) ...

The people of Kosova neither re-
quested nor decided that Kosova
should be annexed to the Republic of
Serbia. This decision was taken by
the top forums of Serbia in an arbitrary
manner. This emerges clearly from the
documents of that time. ...

What, then, did Kosova gain from
all that struggle it waged and all the
blood it shed? In the new Yugoslavia it
was not even granted the rights of an
autonomous region, as was done with
Vojvodina, but was reduced to the sta-
tus of an ‘‘oblast’’ of Federal Serbia.
Kosova remained in this status up till
1968.

The people of Kosova did not recon-

cile themselves to this situation and
persisted in demanding their rights.
In 1968, on the occasion of the discus-
sion of amendments to the Constitu-
tion, the Albanians of Kosova once
again raised the question of their na-
tional rights and put forward their de-
mand of the status of a republic for
Kosova. This demand was presented
openly and publicly at the meetings of
political activists held in the com-
munes of Prishtina, Gjilan, etc. The
Kosova press of October 1968 said that
in a number of meetings in ‘‘several
communes demands for a republic, the
right of self-determination, etc....have
been expressed.”’ (Rilindja, Septem-
ber 8, 1968 and October 6, 1968)

A delegation of the Communist
League of Kosova-Metohia also pre-
sented this demand to Tito at the be-
ginning of November 1968. Tito op-
posed this lawful demand of the Alba-
nains of Kosova and refused it, saying
that *‘the republic is not the only factor

which solves all the problems.’”’ (Ri-
lindja, November 4, 1968.) It was
clear that the Yugoslav leadership
did not intend to give the Albanians of
Kosova the status of a republic.

That is why massive demonstra-
tions, in which Albanian youth and cit-
izens took part, broke out in November
1968 in various cities of Kosova. They
demanded that they be given the na-
tional rights for which they had fought
and shed their blood, such as the right
to keep their national flag, the right of
two languages (Albanian and Serbian),
the establishment of an Albanian uni-
versity, the right of self-determination
and the status of a republic. The dem-
onstrations were violently suppressed
by the police forces.

After the demonstrations, the Yugo-
slav leadership agreed to the Albani-
ans’ demand for bilinguality and the
national flag, and established the Uni-
versity of Prishtina. However, the de-
mand for the republic was rejected.
Although the autonomous region was
given certain wider competences after
the sanctioning of the amendments to
the Constitution, Kosova remained, as
always, under the tutelage of Serbia.

From what has been said, it emerg-
es that the demand of the Albanians of
Kosova for the status of a Federal Re-
public, for the recognition of their na-
tional rights, is not a new problem that
emerged for the first time in the dem-
onstrations of Prishtina and other cit-
ies, and is not a problem stirred up
by socialist Albania. The people of Ko-
sova have always fought for these
rights. But they have been systemati-
cally denied them, starting from the
second meeting of the AVNOJ of No-
vember 29, 1943, which treated the Al-
banians of Kosova and other regions
of Yugoslavia as national minorities,
destined to live under the umbrella of
other republics, while the right to
sovereignty and the formation of a re-

public was recognized to others, such
as Montenegro and Macedonia. As it
turns out from the above-cited docu-
ments, the Serb bourgeoisie and Serb
chauvinism have always been obsta-
cles to the full recognition of the na-
tional rights of the people of Kosova.
Precisely because the just demands of
the people of Kosova, such as the de-
mand for the republic, are not to the
liking of this bourgeoisie, they are call-
ed irredentist, counter-revolutionary,
chauvinist, etc. ...

The Policy of the Albanian State
Does Not Endanger But
Defends the SFR of Yugoslavia

The ideological contradictions be-
tween socialist Albania and self-ad-
ministrative Yugoslavia are well
known. The ideological polemic be-
tween us is not a development of re-
cent times. We Albanian communists
have felt, feel and will feel it our per-
manent duty to defend Marxism-Len-
inism. We have fought against revi-
sionist-opportunist-reformist theories
and views of whatever hue and will
continue to do so. This is our right, just
as it is the right of all the anti-Marxists
and the different parties of the bour-
geoisie to fight us, and in this direction
they do not hang back.

We have the full right to defend our
system of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat. Others have the right to defend
their systems. The ideological struggle
resulting from this is natural and inevi-
table.

The Yugoslav leaders claim that
they do not wage this sort of struggle
against us. This is not true and never
has been. We wage the ideological
struggle and we say so, whereas they
wage it, but don’t say so.

They claim that such an ideological
struggle weakens the state, commer-
cial and cultural relations between Al-

bania and Yugoslavia. We assert and
observe that they have not been weak-
ened. On the contrary, they have
strengthened, and this is due not only
to their will, but also to ours. Neither
the Yugoslavs nor we have made ideo-
logical concessions to each other, but
we have agreed on matters of common
interest and have disagreed over those
questions on which we can never be
reconciled. ...

We oppose the present foreign and
internal policy of Yugoslavia, because
we think it is fraught with dangers for
Yugoslavia itself and for Albania, for
the Balkans and Europe, regardless of
the pretentious claims about ‘‘self-ad-
ministration’’ and talk about an ‘‘inde-
pendent,”’ ‘‘non-aligned’’ policy, etc.

Every government and every indi-
vidual who understands politics and
follows the situations that develop in
the world, can see the dangers of this
course of the Yugoslav policy. This
policy has exposed Yugoslavia to the
greedy ambitions and possible aggres-
sion of American imperialism and So-
viet social-imperialism. This threat is
the outcome of this short-sighted poli-
cy which also causes the instability
within Yugoslavia. ...

It is not hard for anyone to guess
what would happen if socialist Albania
were to open its doors to Soviet, Amer-
ican and other capitalist countries’ cap-
ital, to the hordes of hippy tourists,
what would happen if Albania were to
open the ports of Saranda, Vlora, Dur-
rés and Shéngjin to the Soviet war-
ships, as Yugoslavia does with its
ports. If this were done, not only the
People’s Socialist Republic of Albania,
but also the Socialist Federal Republic
of Yugoslavia, the Republic of Greece,
and the whole of the Balkans and Eu-
rope would be endangered.

This we have not done and never
will. Neither the Soviets nor anybody
else will see our ports, even through

binoculars. In order to enter the Alba-
nian ports, any enemy will have to do
so over our'dead bodies.

Because it pursues a principled, cor-
rect and unwavering policy, because it
sticks to its course consistently and
with determination, Albania is an im-
portant factor of peace, stability, secu-
rity and defense in the Balkans and
Europe, as has been its tradition
throughout its long history. ...

Messrs. Yugoslav leaders, forget
your morbid passions for a moment
and think with cool heads: Does this
policy of the Albanian state endanger
or defend the Socialist Federal Repub-
lic of Yugoslavia?

We have declared and we declare
again officially and publicly that if the
Socialist Federal Republic of Yugosla-
via is attacked, we Albanians of the
People’s Socialist Republic of Albania
will fight shoulder to shoulder with the
peoples of Yugoslavia. Does this un-
dermine or defend the Yugoslav Fed-
eration? ...

Why, Messrs. Yugoslav leaders, do
you distort our declarations and try to
put in our mouth things we have not
said? We have declared and we de-
clare again that we have not raised and
are not raising territorial claims. Why
do you accuse us of being chauvinists,
inciters of irridentism, and national-
ists? Of course, by leveling such un-
founded and preposterous accusations
against us, you want to conceal some-
thing grave and unjust on your part.

We do not have the slightest inter-
est in weakening the Socialist Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia. On the con-
trary, we want it strengthened, but not
at the expense of the Albanians of Ko-
sova. The weakening of the Federation
is to the liking of the revisionist ag-
gressor Soviet Union and the Bulgar-
ian revisionist leadership. This truth
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A letter from

(The following article is reprinted from
Albanian Telegraphic Agency News
Bulletin, June 14, 1981.)

It is almost three months sincé Ko-
sova has been living under a curfew.
Everybody, not only foreign but also
native, that comes in or goes out is
subjected to a strict police control. The
Serbian army and militia are distribut-
ed everywhere in the region. The spe-
cial troops of the UDB and secref mili-
tary police, made up of former parent-
less children reared in orphanages and
trained in particular to exercise terror,
chase and persecute the Albanians.
The whole of Kosova is under unprece-
dented terror. While continuing the
savage oppression, the great-Serb
chauvinists do their utmost to isolate
Kosova from the world so that the
crimes they perpetrate should not be
learned from it. Despite this there are
patriots who, even in grave conditions,
find ways to inform public opinion a-
broad on what has happened and is
happening in Kosova.

Recently Radio Tirana has received
a letter from a listener abroad. The let-
ter had been sent to him from a com-
rade, a participant at the demonstra-
tions in Prishtina.

The full text of the letter follows:

“If you want to ask about me, I fail
to say that I am well, not only me but
no one in the whole region of Kosova.
Two to three months have gone by that
I have not written to you, but the rea-
son has been this. I could not mail a
letter to you because they are checked
and read. Now I found the opportunity
to write to you about everything that
has happened here.

‘‘Kosova, as you know, is one of the
most backward regions and, at the
same time, life is very expensive. The
wages of the workers are among the
lowest in Yugoslavia. This situation
has continued for years, but on March
11 the patience came to an end and the
Albanians rose. At 7:00 a.m. on this
day the students raised their heads,
and more than 3,000 people filled the
streets and began to ask for their
rights, freedom, work for the workers,
treatment for the students, etc. The
demonstration lasted for about three
hours. The police who came in to dis-
perse the demonstrators immediately
passed onto the offensive against
them, and their clashes with the stu-
dents were fierce. The next day the ar-
rests began. Thus, this job continued
for several days and uninterruptedly
led to March 26, when the demonstrat-
ing students were also joined by the
workers. During the demonstration of
this day the same slogans and requests
were again shouted out. The police-
men undertook actions, killed and
maimed several people. Again arrests,
and thousands of students were
thrown into prisons. The participation
of the Albanians in the demonstrations
of this day was larger. Now, how could
the rest continue their lessons withiout
their comrades; therefore they took
the decision: either death or victory.
This brought about April 2. The entire

a participant in the Kosova demonstrations

people of Kosova rose on their feet, an
event that you rarely experience in
life. You cannot believe this. How can
a whole people from 12 to 75 years of
age, pupils of elementary, middle
schools, university students and work-
ers rise on their feet? All of them car-
rying flags in their hands, with Albani-
an songs on their lips, came out to ask
for their rights.

“For a moment, to tell the truth, I
was embarrassed and did not want to
believe my eyes. 1 remained looking
for about half an hour, but unexpect-
edly, a girl’s voice called to us, ‘Hi,
what are you doing; come on, this is a
struggle for all.” This call aroused
great emotions in me and I myself did
not understand how I found myself a-
mong the demonstrators. When thou-
sands of people rushed into the streets
of Prishtina like a river, children came
out of the houses of Albanians and
brought bread, water, biscuits to the
demonstrators. Children not more
than eight to ten years of age distribut-
ed bread and water among the demon-
strators. Each of the demonstrators cut
a mouthful of bread and then handed it
over to his comrade. So did they act
with the water; sip after sip, it was
passed from hand to hand. In such a
way we remained in the street until
half past seven in the evening, cheer-
ing and singing songs. At half past

seven, numerous military and police
forces appeared. They came in from
Belgrade and Zagreb. These forces
rushed us and, together with them,
tear gas bombs were hurled at us. At
the same time, the Serbs began to
shoot at us from the windows. The po-
licemen hit mercilessly and sent to
jail everybody they caught. There were
thousands of tanks, policemen and sol-
diers engaged. These forces put Prish-
tina under an iron encirclement. Seven
persons were killed during the first
day. Calamity arose on the second day,
not only in Prishtina, but throughout
Kosova, in Podujeva, Vucitern, Feri-
zaj, Suhareka, etc.

*“Is there any history that can de-
scribe such events, the people killed
that day by the tanks and machine
guns.of the Serbs? This was a real
struggle. Is there any people where a
child of 12 years of age, carrying a flag
in his hand, jumps onto the tank and
waves the flag? Where is it seen that
children of 10 years of age, under the
boots of policemen, shout: ‘Long live
Kosova!’? Where is it seen that chil-
dren oppose policemen armed head to
foot, throwing mud and dust at their
eyes? This day cannot be forgotten.

‘‘Peasants, too, rose to their feet
and went to the defense of Pudojeva
and other cities. During this day about
300 people were killed. The figure of

nine persons was a mere lie.

*‘So far, I had not known myself of
what a people I was a son of. Prior to
these events 1 was thinking about a-
gain coming there, whereas now, even
if you gave me the worid, I would not
move from here. I prefer to stay here
even on bread and cheese. Now 1
learned for what I must die. The home-
land is above everything. It was so bad
of us to come there and we nearly lost
our Albanian langudge, customs and
traditions.

‘‘Come see the situation yourself.
Come to see your homeland. Come
here to write about the Albanian flag,
about the martyrs, and render glorious
songs to them. In short, come here and
life will have another meaning to you
when you do something for the home-
land.... Well, come to see how the
martyrs fought against the guns....
Come and join our struggle. If the Yu-
goslavs do not grant us our rights, all
Kosova will keep on fighting.... How
can we stay in the face of thousands of
prisoners and hundreds of people kill-
ed? Perhaps at this moment we are
rather grieved, but we are stronger
than ever, because apart from our
courage, we now have our convic-
tions."’ O
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time that they have done such a thing.
Nor will this be the first time that so-
cialist Albania will successfully turn
back the dangerous provocations of
the Yugoslav chieftains.

The courageous Albanian working
class and people, with their Party of
Labor as their steadfast Marxist-Len-
inist vanguard, are afraid of no one.
The new socialist life which they are
successfully building has been won
and defended in the fire of heroic
struggles against the internal and ex-
ternal enemies. In their national liber-
ation war, the Albanian people liber-
ated their country from the Nazi-fas-
cist yoke through their own efforts. At
the end of the war they successfully
smashed the plots of U.S. and British
imperialism to enslave new Albania.
Soon after liberation, the Albanian
people faced the extremely dangerous
conspiracy of the Titoite traitors to
socialism who attempted to annex Al-
bania. But their plots were smashed to
bits by the vigilant struggle of the PLA
and the Albanian people. Later, after
the Khrushchovite renegades had
seized power in the Soviet Union, the
frenzied efforts of the Soviet revision-
ists to bring Albania to its knees were
similarly defeated through courageous
and bitter struggle. Likewise, in recent
years, the Chinese revisionists too
have suffered fiasco in their attempts
to trifle with socialist Albania.

The imperialists, capitalists and re-
visionists the world over see in social-
ist Albania a mortal enemy and togeth-

er they maintain a savage imperialist-
revisionist encirclement against the
PSRA. This is because Albania is
a solid bulwark against U.S imperiai-
ism, Soviet social-imperialism and all
reaction. This is because Albania is
building a genuinely socialist society
under the dictatorship of the proletari-
at, a new society which spells the
doom of the capitalist system of exploi-
tation and the tyrannical rule of the
bourgeoisie. And this is because Alba-
nia holds aloft the revolutionary ban-
ner of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin
and wages a consistent and principled
struggle against all bourgeois and re-
visionist opponents of Marxism-Lenin-
ism.

The outrageous provocations which
the Yugoslav revisionists are launch-
ing against the PSRA carry with them
the danger of a further activation of
theimperialist-revisionist encirclement
of socialist Albania. But the heroic
Party of Labor and working class and
people of Albania have never hesitated
before difficulties or the threats of
their enemies and will as always con-
tinue to march triumphantly forward
on the Marxist-Leninist road.

The Defense of Socialist Albania
Is the Duty of the
Working Class of All Countries

In the face of powerful enemies so-
cialist Albania has always found its
source of strength in its own working
class and people who are highly mobil-
ized, organized and made conscious by
their Marxist-Leninist communist par-
ty, the PLA. At the same time, social-

ist Albania has always found strength
in the support and sympathy which it
enjoys from the Marxist-Leninists,
revolutionaries, class conscious work-
ers and progressive people all over
the globe.

In Albania the new socialist society
is being built, a new world without ex-
ploitation of man by man. The workers
and downtrodden masses everywhere
dream of this new world. They have
laid down countless martyrs in the
struggle to achieve this new world.
Today the PSRA stands forth as the
only land of socialism and the dictator-
ship of the proletariat against the en-
tire capitalist-revisionist world. How-
ever, the PSRA does not stand alone
but with the Marxist-Leninist commu-
nists and the revolutionary proletariat
of all countries who see the socialist
victories of the Albanian communists
and working class as their own vic-
tories and who consider the defense of
socialism and the dictatorship of the
proletariat in Albania to be their sa-
cred proletarian internationalist duty.

The Workers' Advocate, the voice of
the MLP,USA the vanguard party of
the U.S. proletariat, adamantly con-
demns the criminal attacks of the Yu-
goslav revisionists against socialist
Albania. We express our proletarian
internationalist solidarity with the he-
roic working class and people of the
PSRA and their glorious Party of Labor
with Comrade Enver Hoxha at the
head who have accomplished miracles
in their socialist revolution.

Defend Socialist Albania! =
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A Liquidator Goes Bunkrupt

Barry Weisberg’s so-called ‘‘CP-
USA/ML” is a handful of social-demo-
crats pretending to be Marxist-Lenin-
ists. Its predecessor, the MLOC, was a
fervent admirer of the ‘‘three world-
ers,”’ while the ‘“CPUSA/ML’’ trails
in the wake of the liquidators. It
whines that U.S. imperialism is all-
powerful and can stave off its crisis via
‘“‘reindustrialization’’ and achieve an
‘‘unrivalled position”’ for ‘‘the next 10-
20 years,”’ that the revolutionary and
Marxist-Leninist forces in the U.S. are
negligible, and hence there is nothing
to be done but to turn tail and hide be-
hind the “‘liberals” in the Democratic
Party. After all, Weisberg and co. say
with imploring eyes, ‘‘The liberal or
social democratic donor base’’ can
‘“‘call upon something under one mil-
lion supporters.’’ (Unite!, January 15,
1981, p. 2) And so they have put for-
ward the plan of merging with all the
liberal-labor politicians, especially
with the other social-democrats, the
pro-Soviet revisionists, the labor bu-
reaucrats and some unglued Maoists,
in short, with the whole loose informal
“‘left-wing’’ of the Democratic Party.
This loose union they have christened
the ‘‘Democratic Front.”’

Where does liquidationism lead?
Well, today the ‘‘CPUSA/ML’’ has
announced that the ‘‘Central Commit-
tee of the CPUSA/ML has decided to
temporarily suspend publication of
Unite! We anticipate resuming publi-
cation in early 1982." (Letter from the
distribution department of Unite!) The
reason — they have gone bankrupt.
They write: “‘In addition to the ideo-
logical, political, and organizational
assaults upon the Party, the deepening
economic crisis has sharply affected
the material resources of the Par-
ty...."”" (‘‘Report on the 8th Meeting of
the Central Committee,”’ Unite!, Ju-
ly, 1, 1981, p. 2, col. 5) Therefore the
CC decided to suspend Unite!, the
newspaper of the ‘‘CPUSA/ML.”
Why are they scrapping their paper?
They say it is in order to ‘‘pay more at-
tention to the actual program and or-
ganization of the democratic front.”
(Ibid., col. 4)

In fact, this is not just a financial
question. On the contrary, it is another
sign of the utter ideological, political
and organizational bankruptcy of these

miserable sogial-democratic . impos- -

tors. By abandoning their own journal
Unite!, they show their total demoral-
ization. They are dropping even the
pretext of maintaining the slightest
independence from the Democratic
Party marsh. This is a paper organiza-
tion which is too weak to even maintain
the existence of its paper. It is too
bankrupt to even publish a four-page
tabloid in a few dozen copies every two
weeks.

It is also notable that they are ceas-
ing publication of Unite! after having
been crushed by the forces of revolu-
tionary Marxism-Leninism. They com-
plain piteously of the ‘‘wide range of
attacks’’ (/bid., col. 5) on them. True
enough. There will never be peaceful
coexistence between Marxism-Lenin-
ism and social-democracy. Our Party
has publicly branded ‘‘CPUSA/ML”’
as social-democrats and liquidators.
Each new step of theirs confirms this
assessment then times over. Mean-
while, ideologically bankrupt, the so-
cial-democratic ‘‘CPUSA/ML’’ prefers
to whine about ‘‘attacks’’ rather than
to make the slightest attempt to an-
swer them.

The junking of Unite! also marks an-
other milestone in the policy of ‘‘re-
treat’’ declared-by the CC of the
‘““CPUSA/ML”’ at its second meeting
in June 1979. The MLOC was never
much of anything to begin with. But
after the formation of the ‘‘CPUSA/
ML"’ in December 1978, they blew a-
part into a dozen pieces. Then they de-
clared the policy of ‘‘retreat.”’ They
admitted to themselves that in each lo-
cality (of which there are only tweo left)
“The distribution of Unite! can be
measured in dozens’’ and that' even
the ‘‘distribution of free materials has
dwindled to an all-time low.”’ (Organ-
ize!, a journal of ““CPUSA/ML,”’ Sep-
tember 1979, pp. 24, 13) As the ‘“‘re-
treat’’ continued, things becamé even
worse. Splits continued and they ad-
- mitted in November 1980 that *‘Since
the split in the Party one year ago, var-
ious aspects of the Party’s work have
been curtailed....”” (Report from the
6th Session of the CC, Unite!, Nov. 1,
1980) The 8th Meeting of the CC has
now thrown aside Unite! altogether.
God only knows what the 9th Meeting
will do. Although there is almost no
one left in this ‘‘party,”’ they are still
lacking in any internal unity or united
activity. Their only common point is
their worship of the liberals and the so-
cial-democrats.

Why don’t they just disband alto-
gether? This question immediately
comes to mind. They themselves admit
that their party is a sick joke. In the

only issue of their theoretical journal
since the *‘CPUSA/ML”’ was founded,
their chairman, Mr. Weisberg, de-
clares the ‘‘...lack of a nation-wide
Marxist-Leninist center....”” (Class
Against Class, Jan. 1980, p. 21) In his
recent pamphlet, Mr. Weisberg re-
nounces any claim to the ‘“‘CPUSA/
ML”’ being a party by declaring that
‘“...from the end of the 1930’s until the
present, a truly revolutionary, nation-
wide political party...has not existed in
the U.S.”’ (The Fascist Menace in the
U.S. and How to Fight It, Barry Weis-
berg, p. 40) The 8th Meeting of the CC
is still wondering if the *““CPUSA/ML”’
will ever get around to ‘‘establish(ing)
the foundations of the Party....”’
(Unite!, July 1, 1980) Here we have a
“party’’ which is not a ‘‘nation-wide
Marxist-Leninist center,”” is not a
“‘truly revolutionary, nation-wide po-
litical party’’ and has no foundations.

Thus it is crystal clear that the only
reason the ‘‘CPUSA/ML’’ calls itself
a “‘party’’ is simply as a cynical wreck-
ing maneuver. They call themselves a
‘‘party’’ solely in order to infiltrate in-
to the Marxist-Leninist movement,
simply in order to disguise social-
democracy as communism. Mean-
while, in front of the *‘liberal or social-
democratic donor base,’”’ they change
colors and swear up and down that
there is no party, there is no center,
there is no role for revolutionary Marx-
ism-Leninism.

Once Again the ‘‘Pre-Party Situation”’

The junking of Unite! is also the log-
ical outcome of the liquidationist stra-
egy of this social-democratic sect. The
MLOC/*‘CPUSA(ML)”’ started its ex-
istence, it will be recalled, by advocat-
ing that a ‘‘pre-party situation’’ exist-
ed in the U.S. Now once again they are
in a fit of the blues about the possibili-
ties of a party. They are advocating in
effect that the party will someday
emerge spontaneously from the
‘‘Democratic Front.”’ Their pretext for
liquidating their press is for the pur-
pose of paying ‘‘special attention...to
the democratic front.”’ They are ‘‘sus-
pend(ing) publication of Unite!, while
expanding its propaganda and other
work along lines suggested above [i.e.,

for the ‘‘Democratic Front’’ —ed.].”‘

(Ibid., col. 4,5) TN

And what if their liberal-labor liqui-
dators’ party doesn’t emerge from the
“Democratic Front’’ but instead
drowns in the marsh? Well, so what, it
isn’t of that much value to them any-
way. The main role Mr. Weisberg sees
for a party would be to *‘form national
alliances”’ with the social-democratic
and opportunist parties. (The Fascist
Menace, p. 40) Indeed, Weisberg’s
new pamphlet on The Fascist Menace
is really very instructive. Here the
chairman of an alleged ‘‘communist
party’’ writes on how to fight fascism.
Yet he omits all mention of his own
‘“party,”’ the ‘“‘CPUSA/ML.”’ Even
the blurb on the author, designed to
inflate Mr. Weisberg to heroic dimen-
sions, fails to mention that he has any
connection with the ‘‘CPUSA/ML.”’
Indeed,, what need to mention such
things, when even the signboard of
Marxism-Leninism might detract from
wheelings and dealings needed for
cavorting in the far more important
‘“‘liberal or social-democratic donor
base’’?

The ‘‘CPUSA/ML” is following
slavishly in the footsteps of the arch-
apologist for the Democratic Party,
Browder. It was Browder who step by
step liquidated the once-revolutionary
CPUSA in favor of paying more atten-
tion to playing footsy with the Demo-
cratic Party hacks, labor bureaucrats
and opportunists. Browder’s liquida-
tionism led to the outright dissolution
of the CPUSA in 1944, and its replace-
ment, for one year, by a mere ‘‘educa-
tional association.”” Never thoroughly
repudiated, Browderism again drag-
ged down the reconstituted CPUSA.
Of course, liquidating Unite!, a social-
democratic rag, is not equivalent to lig-
quidating a communist party. But the
ideological position being put forward
by Mr. Weisberg and co. to apologize
for their nakedness is that of sleazy
Browderism. They are denigrating the
very idea of the genuine communist
party and advocating that Marxist-
Leninists should give up party-build-
ing and instead slosh into the marsh.
They go so far as to brazenly deny the
very existence of the forces of revolu-
tionary Marxism-Leninism with their
shouting that there is no ‘‘nation-wide
Marxist-Leninist center.”’

The ‘‘Democratic Front®’

The 8th Meeting of the CC of
the ‘‘CPUSA/ML” thus liquidated
Unite! for the sake of going all-out to
build up the “‘left-wing’’ of the Demo-
cratic Party, the ‘‘Democratic Front.”
And how is this *‘Democratic Front’’ to

be built up? Mr. Weisberg looks back
longingly at the legacy of the arch-re-
visionist Browder and suggests:
‘“What is most needed today is a
movement which works to achieve sup-

port from labor and farm organiza-

tions, from church, community, and
minority organizations, and from pro-
gressive national political organiza-
tions of all types, involving militant
leaders from all sections of the peo-
ple’s movement.”’ (The Fascist Men-
ace, p. 41) In short, labor bureaucrats,
priests, liberal businessmen, Demo-
cratic Party hacks, etc., all must unite.
Mr. Weisberg is very careful not to
characterize what groups he would
unite with or to give a concrete assess-
ment of the state of these organiza-
tions, but hides behind general terms
such as ‘‘labor organizations’ and
‘“‘“minority organizations.”’ This is the
usual method of the opportunist to slur
over the sharp struggle between the
revolutionaries and the class traitors
that goes on in the mass movements
and to prettify the slavish followers of
the bourgeoisie ‘as ‘‘labor leaders”
and ‘‘minority leaders.”” Browder
would be proud of his present-day dis-
ciples. Indeed, Weisberg’s program is
the same Browderite program which
liquidated the once-revolutionary
CPUSA, the program which the pres-
ent-day pro-Soviet revisionists, the
“‘C’’PUSA of Gus Hall, have been fol-
lowing for decades.

Still, in case anyone has missed the
point, Mr. Weisberg is quick to add
that: ‘‘The democratic front would not
exclude, in principle, reformist or even
revisionist organizations such as those
now at the heel of the Soviet Union and
China.”” (Ibid., p. 42) Bravo, Mr.
Weisberg! We wrote in The Workers'
Advocate of November 30, 1980, an ar-
ticle entitled ‘“The ‘United Labor
Front’ of the MLOC/‘CPUSA(ML)’
Means Unity With the Khrushchovite
‘C’PUSA and All the Socail-Demo-
crats.”’ In The Workers’ Advocate of
May 20, 1980 we showed that you are
still defending unity with the ‘‘three
worlders’’ as well. And now, sure
enough, the ‘‘CPUSA/ML’ admits
this is just what they want.

But don’t think that Mr. Weisberg is
an opportunist, oh no, for he would
insist that ‘‘The membership of any or-

: ganization [in the ‘‘Democratic Front’’
— ed.] would be determined on the

basis of its actual unity with the pro-
gram of the front, as evidenced by its
actions.”’ (Ibid.) On the other hand, he
must think that all readers have very
poor memories, for two pages earlier
he has told us that the ‘‘program and
tactics’’ of the front will be determined
by what is “‘mutually acceptable’ to
‘‘the many existing groups and organ-
izations.’’ (Ibid., p. 40) Thus the revi-
sionists would be firmly judged
against a very harsh standard — a pro-
gram that has been chosen in advance
on the basis of being ‘‘mutually ac-
ceptable’’ to all the different currents
of opportunism, pro-Chinese, pro-
Soviet and social-democratic. What a
farce! But from behind this facade of
circular reasoning one can catch a
glimpse of Mr. Weisberg’s ideological
stand. He holds that the revisionists
have not deserted to the bourgeoisie
and are not fighting against the class
interests of the proletariat and the. toil-
ing masses. Oh no, he holds that in-
stead the revisionists and social-demo-
crats may well be, ‘‘as evidenced by
(their) actions,”” staunch defenders of
the immediate interests of the masses,
although the ‘‘CPUSA/ML"’ will grant
that the opportunists and revisoinists
may perhaps fail to make it all the way
to the ultimate goal. (We would say:
all the way to socialism, but as we shall
see later on in this article, it is rather
questionable whether what the
“CPUSA/ML’’ describes as its goal is
socialism.)

What all this means in practice has
been revealed in a front-page article in
the July issue of The Call, newspaper
of the ‘““CPML,” those rabid pro-
Chinese liquidators and advocates of
*“directing the main blow against Sovi-
et social-imperialism.”” This article,
subtitled ‘‘Black Marxists Meet in De-
troit,”’ reports favorably on the pres-
ence of the Weisberg sect at this meet-
ing held on June 20, 1981. This was a
meeting of liquidators and social-demo-
crats hiding under the cover of flagrant
cultural nationalism. It put forward the
liquidator slogan that the problem was
to eliminate sectarianism, that is, to
eliminate any revolutionary or Marx-
ist-Leninist character of the move-
ment. According to The Call, ‘‘...the
participants also summed up the sec-
tarianism which has characterized
both the nationalist and Marxist-Len-
inist movements in the past ten years
and which has taken its toll on organi-
zations and individuals. People felt
that the very fact that such a meeting
could be held, after years of interne-
cine and factional struggle, was itself

a rejection of this sectarianism.”’

Why, reading such a passage one
easily forgets whether one is reading
The Call, organ of a sect of ‘‘three
worlder’’ liquidators, or Unite!, organ
of a sect of social-democratic liquida-
tors, so close in spirit and so identical
in tone are these Tweedledees and
Tweedledums. What an excellent ex-
position The Call gives of what is in
effect Unite!’s ‘‘Democratic Front’’!
Indeed, The Call follows up this pas-
sage by immediately putting forward
the Weisberg sect as the spokesman
for The Call’s point of view. The Call
states: ‘‘Earl Rose, member of the
CPUSA(ML) formerly MLOC, stated
that though a great many differences
exist between the various groups and
individuals, espgcially on questions of
political line, the conditions clearly
call for unity, at the very least, on a
minimum program.’’ This apparently
was the unanimous opinion .of the
meeting, for The Call goes on to say
that the meeting ‘‘...appoint(ed) W.
JeanPierre [a Call writer — ed.] to
write a draft minimum program for the
group.”” The very fact that The Call
speaks of the presence of the Weis-
berg sect, and so favorably at that,
shows that the liquidators have accept-
ed Weisberg and company as one of
their own. Moreover, they agree in
practice on the plan for the ‘‘Demo-
cratic Front,’’ although they all call it
by a different name.

Indeed, it is notable that The Call
claims that the participants of the
meeting agreed ‘‘to fight for four stra-
tegic goals’’ including ‘‘unity of all
Marxist-Leninists.”” This shows that
underneath all the ‘‘CPUSA/ML’s”
chatter about tactics and united and
popular fronts, in fact they are taking
part in cabals of liquidators designed
to unite them as ‘‘Marxist-Leninists’’
or, to be more precise, to unite the lig-
uidators against the Marxist-Leninists.
The ‘‘CPUSA/ML’’ and its predeces-
sor the MLOC before it have long been
seeking such a platform of unity with
the ‘‘three worlders’’ such as the
“CPML.”" Even after the MLOC was
forced to say a few words against the
“‘three worlds” theory in late 1977,
they continued to seek unity with the
“CPML."”" In March 1978 they issued
their infamous “‘open letter’’ in which
they called for everyone, ‘‘three world-
ers”’ and anti-‘‘three worlders’’ alike,
to come together for the sake of build-

ing a common ‘‘Marxist-Leninist’’
party. But, alas!, such all-encompass-
ing unity escaped them at that time.
Now, with the ‘‘Democratic Front,”’
the ““CPUSA/ML’’ believes they final-
ly found the long-sought form to unite
with the ‘‘three worlders.’’ However,
the ‘‘CPUSA/ML’’ has not been
standing still all these years. Now they
are more open about: seeking unity
with the pro-Soviet revisionists, trot-

skyites and other opportunists as well.,

Thus here we have Mr. Weisberg’s
‘‘Democratic Front’’ in action. It is
unity with the liquidators, the ‘‘three
worlders,”’ the social-democrats and
the cultural nationalists on a platform
of opposing ‘‘sectarianism.’” This
meeting is an example of what the 8th
Meeting of the CC of the ““CPUSA/
ML”’ referred to as follows: ‘‘Several
major attempts to unify the fighting
forces in our country are occuring over
the next several months. The Party
will continue and expand its efforts
toward establishing the unity of action
of all those who fight against reaction,
racism, fascism and war, who can be
united for progress, equality, democ-
racy, and peace. This is the course of
struggle toward socialist revolution to-
day.”’ (Unite!, July 1, 1981, p. 2)

But, Mr. Weisberg assures us, at
least ‘‘...no alliance would be sought
with any section of either the Demo-
cratic or Republican Parties, or any
other capitalist political party....”” This
is just another one of Mr. Weisberg's
little jokes, just like his “‘party,”’ the
“CPUSA/ML,” which is not a ‘‘na-
tion-wide Marxist-Leninist center.”
It is quite clear that this ‘‘Democratic
Front’’ not only necessitates unity with
the capitalist parties, but it is nothing
but another name for the already exist-
ing ‘‘left’” wing of the Democratic Par-
ty. Unity with the Democratic Party
hacks and the labor bureaucrats is an
example of that ‘‘mutually acceptable
program and tactics’’ that already
exists among the different opportunist
and revisionist currents. This is why
the ‘‘CPUSA/ML”’ so bitterly opposed
the resolution put forward by our Party
and other anti-imperialist groups at
the National Anti-Draft Conference of
February, 1981 for condemning ‘‘the
warmongering, aggression and war
preparations of both the Republican
and Democratic Parties.”. (See:'‘Why
the ‘CPUSA/ML’ Liquidators, Cansid-
er the ‘Left’ the Main Danger,”” The
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Workers' Advocate, May 20, 1981)
Unite! went into a frenzy over this res-
olution, denouncing it repeatedly as
ultra-leftism and trotskyism. (Unite!,
March 1 and March 15, 1981) Unite!
held that such a resolution would
hinder ‘‘seek(ing) to unite all those
who could be united.”’ (‘‘1,000 Attend
Anti-Draft  Conference,”’  Unite!,
March 1, 1981, p. 4)

It is to the *‘Democratic Front’’ that
the ‘““CPUSA/ML” has dedicated all
their efforts. When Unite! was being
published, every issue supported this
Browderite campaign of unity with the
“left’” wing of the Democratic Party.
Now when the ‘‘CPUSA/ML" has
thrown aside this smelly old rag, it is
being thrown aside for the sake of con-
tinuing the work of wading through
this same Browderite swamp. As the
8th Meeting of the CC of the ‘“CPUSA/
ML’ ‘“‘ruled’’: the central organ may
come and go, the pretense of being a
‘“‘party’’ may come and go, but social-
democracy and Browderite liquidation-
ism will be the constant policy, the
end-all and be-all, of this group of
social-democratic impostors.

For Revolutionary Vigilance

Against Social-Democracy
Unite!, as its last gasp, states ‘‘we
are well aware that the enemies of the
party will consider this step to repre-
sent our demise.’’ No, not at all. True,
you may well collapse. But you — or
some other social-democratic im-
postor, the particular personality mat-
ters little — may tomorrow get a grant
from the liberals or from a social-dem-
ocratic foundation. Whether or not you
live or die, the social-democratic trend
is deep-rooted and will not die out so
easily. It would be premature for us to
announce the end of attempts at social-
democratic infiltration of the Marxist-
Leninist movement.

No, what we do declare is — you are
utterly disgraced. Your wretchedness
is expesed to all. And we declare that
we will keep a sharp eye out for you or
any other social-democratic impostor.
The revolutionary Marxist-Leninists
have crushed you once. That is what
you admit by closing down your paper.
If you manage to start publishing
again, the revolutionary Marxist-Len-
inists will crush you yet again. [

REFERENCE NOTES: A LIQUIDATOR ON ‘“DEMOCRACY”’

In the article ‘‘A Liquidator Goes
Bankrupt,’’ we have seen that the so-
cial-democratic  ‘‘CPUSA/ML’’ is
presently carrying out its Browderite
liquidationist program of unity with
the ‘‘left wing"’ of the Democratic Par-
ty under the slogan of building the
‘‘Democratic Front.”” Over the years,
the MLOC/*‘CPUSA(ML)"’ has made
a lot of fuss about ‘‘program.’’ Today
naturally they are shouting about the
“program’’ of the ‘‘Democratic
Front.”” According to them, it is lack of
a ‘“‘program’’ that is one of the funda-
mental weaknesses of the opportun-
ist coalitions, a weakness that they set
themselves the task of rectifying.

So what is the program of their
‘“‘Democratic Front’'? The 8th Meeting
of the CC of the ““CPUSA/ML,"’ the
one which junked Unite/, expressed
the desire to ‘‘pay more attention’’ to
this question. The ‘“‘CPUSA/ML” is
looking for that *‘mutually acceptable’’
program that will magically unite, or
at least be acceptable to, that *‘liberal,
social democratic or revisionist Left"
that the ‘*‘CPUSA/ML’’ regards as the
real opposition to the ‘‘organized
Right.”’ As Mr. Weisberg says: ‘““The
organized Right in the U.S. is several
times larger than the liberal, social
democratic or revisionist Left, let alone
the Marxist-Leninists.’” (‘“The Fascist
Menace in the Oval Office,”” Unite!,
Jan. 15, 1981, p. 2) The ‘“‘CPUSA/
ML’ constantly lectures that this re-
formist, revisionist and liberal stew
doesn’t go far enough, but that gener-
ally speaking it is on the side of the
people. Hence they urge the need to
build a ‘‘Democratic Front’’ out of this
stew.

Actually, Mr. Weisberg and compa-
ny have already made great progress
towards formulating their program, at
least in general outline. It is nothing
but Browderite worship of American
*‘democracy.’”’ Surely everyone in the
liberal-labor marsh will agree with
‘‘democracy,” even the ‘‘reformist’
labor bureaucrats, the liberals, the re-
visionists and trotskyites of all stripes
and so forth. The ‘“‘CPUSA/ML”’ will
unite with them all in defense of what
it calls ‘‘the alleged ideals of dollar
democracy’’ (Unite!, July 1, 1981, p.
1), while preserving for itself the role
of going farther than the liberals, of
going on to the ultimate goal, that is,

' of painting up socialism itself as sim-

ply ‘‘complete, universal and unlimit-

ed democracy.’’

Our Party, following the teachings
of Marxism-Leninism, places a high
value on the struggle over the ques-
tions of democracy. Such struggle is
one of the streams of revolt that must
be merged into the socialist revolution.
Such struggles as those against fas-
cism, against racial discrimination and
against reaction are struggles of great
power, struggles that are a component
part of and subordinate to the class
struggle as a whole.

But Mr. Weisberg and company
have replaced the Marxist-Leninist
teachings on democracy with the
Browderite worship of American de-
mocracy. The *‘CPUSA/ML’ uses
“‘democracy’’ as the excuse to chop
down the Marxist-Leninist program, to
abandon the class struggle and the
revolution, to promote reforms as ev-
erything and to oppose the independ-
ent political movement of the prole-
tariat. This means in fact to betray the
struggle for democracy and to turn it
into its opposite, into prettification of
the growing reaction of the bourgeoi-
sie. And this is just what the ‘‘CP
USA/ML"’ does when it uses the slo-
gan of ‘‘democracy’’ as the pretext
for its unity with the ‘‘left wing'' of
that diehard imperialist, anti-demo-
cratic, racist and warmongering party,
the Democratic Party.

Elaborating on this theme of de-
fense of ‘‘dollar democracy’’ as the
burning issue of the day, Mr. Weis-
berg himself declared, in the last issue
of Unite! prior to its suspension, that
““What is at stake this Fourth of July
is the very institution of dollar democ-
racy itself.”” (Unite!, July 1, 1981) How
does Mr. Weisberg propose to defend
this ‘‘dollar democracy’’? Why he
says, speaking indirectly but clearly,
‘“‘“From many directions the existing
democratic state is under attack. The
majority of people find national elec-
tions of so little consequence that they
refrain from voting.’’ With this ser-
mon, Mr. Weisberg admits that the
“CPUSA/ML’s’’ own ‘‘No Vote No-
vember 4th’’ campaign was a cynical
fraud, a fake signboard behind which
the *“‘CPUSA/ML’’ was actually seek-
ing unity with the “‘left wing'’ of the
Democratic Party, for now the “‘CP
USA/ML’’ openly denounces all those
that didn’t vote as attacking ‘‘the ex-
isting democratic state.”” Now if they
did vote, whom were they supposed

to vote for? Obviously not for Reagan
and the Reaganites. So it is clear what
Mr. Weisberg has on his mind. His
idea of a struggle for democracy is
voting for the Democratic Party hacks.
Here Mr. Weisberg is simply show-
ing off his training at the Institute for
Policy Studies, a social-democratic
foundation. For this program of ‘‘de-
mocracy'’ is exactly the theme song of
social-democracy, from the ‘‘Demo-
cratic Socialist Organizing Commit-
tee’’ whose goal is to push on the De-
mocratic Party until it reaches the
‘‘consistent”’ democracy of ‘‘social-
ism,”’ to the partisans of ‘‘economic
democracy,”’ who say that the problem
is simply to extend that wonderful
American ‘‘dollar democracy’’ until it
becomes ‘‘economic democracy.’’
They tell the workers: don’t wage the
class struggle, but strive for *‘parti-
cipation’’ in deciding where the cut-
backs will be made. Don’t fight the
savage ‘‘reindustrialization’’ program
of the bourgeoisie, but ‘‘participate’
in administrating it. Don’t fight the
growing fascization of the rich and of
both political parties, but worship
American ‘‘democracy’’ and strive to
“‘extend’’ it to the economic front.

Socialism According to Weisberg

Mr. Weisberg has taken up this re-
visionist and Browderite worship of
American ‘‘democracy’’ in order to
have a’ common ‘‘program’’ with the
liberal-labor marsh. He claims, of
course, that he goes beyond this
marsh. But where to? What is Mr.
Weisberg’s conception of ‘‘social-
ism”’'? He writes: *‘Our struggle for
complete, universal and unlimited de-
mocracy in which there exists direct
popular legislation by the working
people. This can only occur om the
basis of the social ownership of the
means of production. This is a road to
a new tomorrow. It is a socialist road.”’
(bid., p. 44)

So, according to Mr. Weisberg, so-

cialism is ‘‘unlimited democracy”
and ‘‘direct popular legislation.”
Bravo, Mr. Weisberg! You have

shown yet again that Weisberg-ism
is nothing but unlimited liberalism
which obscures the real substance and
significance of socialism and seeks to

Continued on page 5
See LIQUIDATOR
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The truth about the relations between the Marxist-Leninist Party
of the USA and the Communist Party of Canada (M-L)
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For over a decade, from May 1969 to December
1979, the predecessors of the MLP,USA, first the
American Communist Workers Movement (Marxist-
Leninist) and then the Central Organization of U.S.
Marxist-Leninists (COUSML), maintained a close
fraternal relationship with the Communist Party of
Canada (Marxist-Leninist). On December 5, 1979,
three weeks before the Founding Congress of the
MLP,USA, the leadership of CPC(M-L) without
warning trampled these longstanding ties into the
mud with two brutal letters. In these letters, the
leadership of CPC(M-L), in the most savage lan-
guage, laid down the ultimatum that they would
have no further relations with the COUSML or the
soon-to-be-founded MLP,USA unless the leadership
of our Party was overthrown and every disagreement
or difference of views between the two Parties was
resolved immediately and without hesitation in favor
of the leadership of CPC(M-L). Since then, the lead-
ership of CPC(M-L) has been going all-out to stran-
gle our Party. Heedless of the damage done to the
interests of the revolution and of revolutionary
Marxism-Leninism, they have been carrying out
straightforward wrecking activity with the aim of
destroying the MLP,USA.

The immediate issues which lay behind this dec-
laration of war by the leadership of CPC(M-L)
against our Party are twofold. First of all, the leader-
ship of CPC(M-L) is demanding a ‘‘special relation-
ship’’ with our Party in which all criticism of them is
banned as allegedly the work of ‘‘agent-provoca-
teurs'’ and in which our Party is supposed to submit
unconditionally to their dictate. They are angry be-
cause our Party insists that it is the norms dictated
by Marxism-Leninism and proletarian international-
ism, and not any sort of ‘‘special relationship,”’
that governs relations between fraternal contingents
of the international Marxist-Leninist movement.
They denounce these norms, especially those of
equality, independence, non-interference in each

other’s internal affairs, consultation and coopera-
tion, and criticism and self-criticism as ‘‘archaic,”’
‘‘formalist,”” *‘centrist’’ and ‘‘sources of national
and social-chauvinism.”’

Secondly, the leadership of CPC(M-L) is opposed
to our Party’s carrying the struggle against Chinese
revisionism through to the end and to the struggle
against revisionism and opportunism in general.
They demand that our Party give up its open polemic
against ‘‘our own’’ domestic opportunism and in
particular advocate that to fight the centrists means
to disrupt the '‘‘unity of the Marxist-Leninists.”
They are infuriated by our Party’s vigorous leader-
ship of the movement against social-chauvinism in
the U.S. of the 1976-1980 period and by our Party’s
being founded under the Leninist slogan ‘‘Build the
Marxist-Leninist Party Without the Social-Chauvin-
ists and Against the Social-Chauvinists.’’ Trying to
be derisive, they call our Party ‘‘the theoreticians of
the ‘movement’ and of ‘ideological struggle.’’’ With
their permanent crusade against ‘‘ideological strug-
gle’’ and their opposition to the *‘without and a-
gainst’’ slogan, they have in fact come out against
the Marxist-Leninist teachings on the struggle a-
gainst opportunism.

Interconnected with these two issues is the poly-
centrist and factional concept advocated by the lead-
ership of CPC(M-L) according to which the genuine
Marxist-Leninists around the world are divided in-
to two different trends, with the leadership of CPC
(M-L) being the center and leadership of a trend of
their own. Their attempt to bludgeon our Party into
submission is part of their demand for a “‘special re-
lationship’’ with those parties or organizations that
they regard as part of their ‘‘trend.”’

The differences between the MLP,USA and the
CPC(M-L) should have been sorted out according to
the methods provided for in the Marxist-Leninist
norms and not by severing the relations between the
two Parties. The MLP,USA condemns this hostile ac-

tivity by the leadership ‘of CPC(M-L) as unprincipled
splitting and wrecking activity. It is unprincipled: for
it serves to split the ranks of the international Marx-
ist-Leninist movement in the face of the class en-
emies and the opportunists; for it is in violation of
every applicable Marxist-Leninist norm of relations
between parties to say nothing of elementary hones-
ty and revolutionary morality; because it is carried
out in the dark by means of slander, blackmail, prov-
ocation and lies; and because the leadership of CPC
(M-L) does not dare to avow its real motives but in-
stead constantly shifts and turns.

This does not mean however that the differences
between the MLP,USA and the CPC(M-L) are minor
or unimportant. On the contrary. The demands by
the leadership of CPC(M-L) for a ‘“‘special relation-
ship’’ and for an end to the spirited struggle against
opportunism would be fatal to our Party if we accept-
ed them in the slightest. As well, these demands are
manifestations of a whole series or system of Maoist
and liquidationist blunders by the leadership of CPC
(M-L). The CPC(M-L) is a Marxist-Leninist party
which is committing deviations. A deviation is some-
thing that can be corrected. But just as long as these
Maoist and liquidationist deviations are not correct-
ed, just so long will these deviations continue to pose
a great danger to the CPC(M-L). Our Party holds
that the Marxist-Leninist norms governing relations
between parties are not just for show or for minor
ceremonial uses, but are precisely designed in order
to deal with the major questions of principle and the
life and death issues.

Our Party has fought consistently to solve these
serious problems in the channels provided for by the
existence of fraternal relations. Even after the lead-
ership of CPC(M-L) unilaterally broke off these rela-
tions, we refused to be provoked. We gave the lead-
ership of CPC(M-L) ample time to reconsider its
stand, reestablish relations and begin the process of
resolving the differences away from the eyes and

ears of the class enemy. Instead they made the split
public. Thus eventually we could no longer call them
a fraternal party in our press. But we still refrained
from directly mentioning the name *‘CPC(M-L)"" in
the ensuing polemical exchange between the two
Parties which they inaugurated with full-scale po-
lemics in the organ of the CC of CPC(M-L), People's
Canada Daily News, in June 1980 and with their con-
tinual verbal agitation. ‘

Despite our efforts, today the war of the leader-
ship of CPC(M-L) against our Party remains a fact.
With their shameful letters of December S, 1979,
with their frenzied war on our Party, with their at-
tempts to build up an anti-party network in the U.S.
and with their all-round wrgcking activity, the lead-
ership of CPC(M-L) has taken upon itself the full
responsibility for the creation and maintenance of
that split. In such a situation, it is not only the right
of the MLP,USA, but also its solemn revolutionary
duty, to speak out to the Marxist-Leninists, revolu-
tionary activists and class conscious proletarians of
the U.S. and the world and clarify the issues at
stake. Therefore the Central Committee of the MLP,
USA, in order to execute its responsibility to defend
the integrity of the Party, to defend the interests of
the revolutionary movement in the U.S. and world-
wide, to continue our tradition of rendering whole-
hearted proletarian internationalist assistance to the
CPC(M-L), and to shoulder its responsibility to inter-
national Marxism-Leninism as a whole, has decided
to make public the truth about the relations between
the CPC(M-L) and the MLP,USA. Starting with this
special issue, The Workers' Advocate will publish a
series of materials, documents and commentaries
that will establish the facts of the matter and bring to
the fore the issues of principle involved. In this is-
sue, we begin the reprinting of the relevant corre-
spondence. This article has been written to serve as
an introduction to this correspondence.

The series '‘The Truth About the Relations Between the
MLP,USA and the CPC(M-L)’" contains important corres-
pondence from the crucial period from November 1979 to
June 1980. This correspondence discusses the last several
years of relations between our Party (by which we refer not
Jjust to the MLP,USA but also to its predecessors, the
ACWM(M-L) and the COUSML) and the CPC(M-L). For
ease in studying this correspondence, we provide a chronol-
ogy of some of the events leading up to the public split and
the savage war of CPC(M-L) against our Party. This chron-
ology is incomplete and leaves out many letters and discus-
sions referred to in the correspondence. It is not designed to
be comprehensive, but instead simply to provide a frame-
work in which the reader can place the various events refer-
red to in the correspondence and thus get a sense of their
timing and order.

Latter half of 1975 ,

This period marks the successful conclusion of a period of
struggle against factionalist deviators inside the COUSML,
first against the anarche-syndicalist deviation, then against
the reformist deviators. As a result, there is a big strength-
ening of the work of the COUSML on all fronts, political,
theoretical and organizational. Among other things, the
party concept is strengthened in the COUSML and the work
of the Party committees on all levels is enhanced. There is a
dramatic improvement in the work of the higher Party com-
mittees. They meet more frequently, function more collec-
tively and provide a powerful centralized guidance for all
the work. From this time on, the higher Party committees
succeed in preventing any violation of the organizational in-
tegrity of the COUSML. As well, from this time on all devia-
tionist errors are nipped in the bud before they can crystal-
lize into full-blown factions.

This period also marks the beginning of a new series of
problems in the fraternal relations with CPC(M-L) that con-
tinue right up to CPC(M-L)’s unilateral breaking off of re-
lations on December 5, 1979. Major problems existed in
these relations from the very start in 1969, but a new phasé
begins in late 1975. The insistence of the National Commit-
tee and the National Executive Committee of the COUSML
on the organizational integrity of the COUSML comes into
conflict with the concepts of the leadership of the CPC(M-L)
on their ‘‘special relationship’” with COUSML. This mani-
fests itself in various problems that arise in the practical re-
lations between the two Parties. The NC and NEC of the
COUSML seek to resolve these problems according to the
standards of revolutionary professionalism and the norms
dictated by Marxism-Leninism and proletarian internation-
alism. But the leadership of CPC(M-L) constantly works to
aggravate and inflame the differences. The problems are
never resolved. At a certain stage, ideological differences
become intertwined with the problems of practical rela-
tions. Finally, on December 5, 1979, the CC of the CPC
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(M-L) brutally declares that it has ‘‘no more patience’ and
‘‘this time your defeat will be final’’ and breaks off all rela-
tions with the COUSML.

There is a direct connection between the beginning of a
new series of problems in the latter part of 1975 in the rela-
tions with CPC(M-L) and the victory of the COUSML over
the factionalists. All the major factional disruptions in the
ACWM(M-L) and COUSML found their external source in
the influence of the leadership of CPC(M-L). The clearing
out of the factionalists marks the removal of those elements
who, wittingly or unwittingly, comprised the agencies on
which the leadership of CPC(M-L) placed their hopes in
their attempts to impose their dictate on our Party. The re-
pudiation of their deviations is a casting off of errors fos-
tered by the leadership of CPC(M-L). Although this is not
realized at this time by the COUSML leadership, it is of
course realized by the top leadership of CPC(M-L). As well,
the reinforcement of the party concept and of party norms
throughout the COUSML is both alien to the conception of
the leadership of CPC(M-L) and directly blocks their at-
tempts at violating the organizational integrity of the
COUSML. Hence the leadership of CPC(M-L) begins a new
series of attempts to shake the solidity of the COUSML
leadership, to discredit it in the eyes of the COUSML
membership, and to probe for divisions in order to foster
new agencies.

March 13, 1976

When a representative of the COUSML leadership points
out the unnecessary problems caused by the CPC(M-L)
leadership’s use of ‘‘middleman’’ methods in contacting
the COUSML, a representative of the CPC(M-L) leadership
refuses to hear him out and denounces the COUSML
leadership for ‘‘formalism.’’ This begins a constant stream
of denunciations of the COUSML leadership for ‘‘formal-
ism'’ for the alleged sin of insisting on the proper observ-
ance of the Marxist-Leninist norms in relations between
parties and in particular for the sin of insisting that the or-
ganizational integrity of the COUSML must be respected.

Over a period of years, the leadership of CPC(M-L) con-
tinues to develop new pseudo-theories directed against the
norms. For example, in January 1978 a representative of
CPC(M-L) charges that *‘...formality is wrong. ...it is now
coming up internationally to use this business of non-inter-
ference in other parties to develop national and social chau-
vinism."”’ He goes on to charge that elements in the COUS-
ML leadership ‘‘were using this formality to promote social
chauvinism.'’ Later on, the leadership of CPC(M-L) calls re-
spect for the norms ‘‘centrism.”’ They pose as big fighters
against ‘‘centrism,’’ but they find the ‘‘source of centrism'’
in the defense of the Marxist-Leninist norms governing
relations between parties, especially those of equality, in-
dependence, non-interference in each other’s internal af-
fairs, etc.

The use of ‘‘middlemen’’ is how the NEC of the COUSML
refers in early 1976 to certain methods of the leadership of
CPC(M-L) designed to circumvent the authority of the Party
committees of the COUSML. Instead of directly contacting
the appropriate Party body of the COUSML or authorized
contact or delegate of these bodies, the CPC(M-L) leader-
ship instead casually discusses any matter it wishes with
any member of the COUSML that it chooses. In early 1976
they particularly concentrate on a comrade who had been
expelled from the National Committee of the COUSML.
After such discus -ions, the leadership of CPC(M-L) then re-
gards the matter as settled and expects the COUSML com-
rade to convey the instructions of the CPC(M-L) leadership
to the COUSML. Similarly, the CPC(M-L) leadership holds
that any delegate from the COUSML is automatically au-
thorized to immediately decide on any question, no matter
how serious, and that there is no need for the delegate to
consult the higher Party committees of the COUSML and
submit to their decisions.

In this way, the NEC of the COUSML is repeatedly faced
with a series of ultimatums from the leadership of CPC
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(M-L). The most trivial and routine questions are made
complicated and difficult while it is impossible to develop
any practical working relations at all on most issues. At the
same time, the leadership of CPC(M-L) avoids any obliga-
tions at all because they can and do say that the *‘middle-
men’'’ had misunderstood the words of the CPC(M-L) lead-
ership. As well, with these methods the CPC(M-L) leader-
ship puts great pressure on various COUSML comrades,
whom they want to work on one by one, in order to com-
promise them and turn them into" agencies of the CPC
(M-L) leadership. :

The NEC of the COUSML steadfastly refuses to accept
these methods and these so-called ‘‘agreements.’” The
NEC steadfastly defends the organizational integrity of the
COUSML, submits all major matters to the decision of the
NC and prevents any encroachment on the authority of the
Party committees by the ‘‘middleman’’ methods. This
question is never resolved with the leadership of CPC(M-L).
In the discussions of May 1979, the leadership of CPC(M-L)
is still lecturing that: ‘'The theory of ‘everything through
the Central Committee’ is wrong.'’ In their letter of Decem-
ber S, 1979 to the NEC of the COUSML, the CC of the CPC
(M-L) displays great irritation over the NEC's refusal to al-
low casual agreements with delegates to replace the author-
ity of the appropriate Party committees.

Late 1976 to January 1977

The leadership of CPC(M-L) incites an artificial contra-
diction with the COUSML over work among the East Indian
nationality circles in the U.S. To use the expression of the
CPC(M-L) leadership itself, they ‘‘freeze’’ relations with
the COUSML. This is a savage act of political blackmail a-
gainst the COUSML. The leadership of CPC(M-L) thus
without warning temporarily suspends the fraternal rela-
tions with the COUSML, cancels their obligations to the
COUSML and tries to use the question of continuing rela-
tions as blackmail to make the COUSML leadership bow
down to arbitrary dictate from the CPC(M-L) leadership.
However, faced with the principled and courageous stand of
the COUSML leadership, the CPC(M-L) leadership has to
back down on the *‘freezing’’ of relations.

The CPC(M-L) leadership continues to make use of this
method of brinksmanship repeatedly. Again and again they
put the relations with the COUSML in doubt, threaten ei-
ther openly or by implication the breaking off of all rela-
tions, escalate the pressure to the highest degree — and
then temporarily back down in the face of the unyielding
stand of the NC and NEC of the COUSML.

In the case of the ‘‘freezing'’ of relations, the action of
the CPC(M-L) leadership is so arbitrary that the NEC of
the COUSML can not at that time even figure out what al-
leged ‘‘differences’’ are being raised. However, time would
provide the answer. The revolutionary work of the
COUSML had been gaining respect among various newly
formed progressive East Indian circles in the U.S. and rela-
tions were beginning to develop. This had worried the lead-
ership of CPC(M-L) who does not want these circles to de-
velop any connection with the COUSML and instead wants
to subjugate them to an unprincipled *‘special relationship”’
with the top leadership of CPC(M-L). Hence the CPC(M-L)
leadership does its best to create unprincipled splits and an-
tagonisms inside the East Indian circles in the U.S. with the
purpose of isolating and forcing out those East Indian acti-
vists who were closest to the COUSML. Then, in early 1977
at the time of the Third Congress of the CPC(M-L), the
leadership of CPC(M-L) poses as the savior who had “‘solv-
ed’’ the contradictions by laying down the anti-Marxist-
Leninist and chauvinist theory, the theory with more in
common to the anti-communism of the trade union hacks
than to anything else, that activists could work with the
East Indian circles or with the COUSML but not with both.

January 1977
At the suggestion of the leadership of CPC(M-L), it is a-
greed by both sides that: ‘‘A problem exists between the

two organizations which is recognized by both. "’

The leadership of CPC(M-L) continually asserts that
there were political differences between the COUSML and
the CPC(M-L), without, however, ever explaining what these
differences were supposed to consist of. In fact, time has
proven that there are indeed major ideological and politi-
cal differences between CPC(M-L) and our Party. But the
leadership of CPC(M-L) talks of differences not in order to
study them or attempt to resolve them, but simply as a
means of putting pressure on the COUSML. As well, the
CPC(M-L) leadership claims that it was wrong to work out
the problems in the practical, working relations between
the COUSML and CPC(M-L) as just that, problems in the
practical relations, because that would allegedly be the
practice of capitalist executives meeting in a boardroom
while communists should allegedly only deal with the un-
derlying political line. Thus the CPC(M-L) leadership in ef-
fect claims that the norms don't apply when there are
“‘differences’’ between the Parties — while if there aren't
any differences, the norms are allegedly a harmful formal-

ity.

Monday, August 8, 1977

The leadership of CPC(M-L) communicates over the tele-
phone via a messenger to the NEC of COUSML that: **You
are acting like a bunch of U.S. imperialist gangsters. The
type of relations you have with us in the future is up to
you.'" This is in response to the NEC of COUSML's insist-
ence on carrying out a meeting of the delegations of the
two Parties to sort out the problems in the fraternal rela-
tions, a meeting that had been agreed on by both Parties.

This message is a shocking provocation. The leadership
of CPC(M-L) has defended this message to this day, both in
numerous discussions and in the letters of September 9,
1977 and December S, 1979. In fact, in the letter of the CC
of the CPC(M-L) to the NC of the COUSML of December S,
1979, the CC of the CPC(M-L) boasts that this message was
an attempt to split the leadership of COUSML. They wrote:

“*‘More than ‘two years ago, we communicated (o
COUSML that, ‘some of you are behaving like imperialist
gangsters.” We are firmly convinced that Joseph Green is
one such individual. Such individuals have no place in the
ranks of the genuine Marxist-Leninists, let alone in any
kind of leadership position."’

September 9, 1977

The leadership of CPC(M-L) sends the NEC of the
COUSML a shameful letter which defends the telephone
message of August 8 and actually taunts the NEC of COUS-
ML to break relations, stating: ‘*We say to you: If we con-
sider our fraternal comrades with whom we have shared
weal and woe for so many years as ‘imperialist gangsters,’
and you believe that this is what we-do, then for what rea-
son do you want to maintain fraternal relations with us?"’
As well, the leadership of CPC(M-L) uses the occasion to
unilaterally cancel the agreement for a meeting of delega-
tions to sort out the problems in the fraternal relations,
stating that: ‘‘It is our view that considering the state of re-
lations between us, a meeting of the delegations of the fra-
ternal parties will be of no use whatsoever....”" Thus once a-
gain the leadership of CPC(M-L) brings brutal pressure to
bear on the COUSML leadership and puts the relations be-
tween the two Parties into doubt.

November 5, 1977

The NEC of CPC(M-L) writes a letter in reply to com-
radely criticism from the NEC of COUSML which says in
part: ‘It is our decision to not receive any such notes in the
future and return the ones already received. It is our deci-
sion not to reply to the provocations against our Party."”
Thus the leadership of CPC(M-L) stresses that they are op-
posed to receiving letters from COUSML that disagree with
the leadership of the CPC(M-L) and that they will not con-
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sider (‘‘reply to’’) any views different from theirs.

In fact the leadership of CPC(M-L) flaunted the Maoist
theory that any fraternal criticism is a ‘‘polemic’’ or a
‘‘provocation.’’ Naturally such an attitude on their part
could not but aggravate the situation. How are relations to
be conducted and problems to be resolved when letters and
fraternal criticism are denounced as *‘provocations’’?

January 12, 1978

The NEC of CPC(M-L) writes to the NEC of COUSML.
This letter still opposes a meeting of delegations of the two
Parties, but it praises the movement against social-chauvin-
ism in strong terms: ‘‘We also take this occasion to congrat-
ulate the comrades on the good work they are carrying out
on the ideological front against ‘C’P(M-L). We consider the
movement initiated against the rabid U.S. social chauvin-
ism a valuable and necessary contribution to the entire
Marxist-Leninist communist movement.’’

But by the very next month, the leadership of CPC(M-L)
begins to change its mind. Later on they state that they
could not understand what the movement against social-
chauvinism was. Eventually they publicly denounce our
Party as ‘‘the theoreticians of the ‘movement’ and of ‘ideol-
ogical struggle.’ '’ These zigzags show that the leadership
of CPC(M-L) does not have a principled stand in the strug-
gle against revisionism but judges on the basis of the prag-
matic interests of the moment. Faced with fierce pressure
from the ‘‘three worlders'’ in 1977, they support for a time
time COUSML's struggle against social-chauvinism and
‘“‘three worlds-ism.’’ But by 1978 they pass over to trying to
force the COUSML to tone down the struggle and engage in
‘‘unity”’ maneuvers with various opportunist forces and
particularly certain centrists and professional conciliators of
social-chauvinism.

February 10, 1978

The article ‘‘How to Advance the Struggle Against So-
cial-Chauvinism’’ is published in The Workers' Advocate.
This article is the prelude to the open polemical struggle a-
gainst the conciliators of social-chauvinism. While it does
not attack them by name, i.e., it does not mention the MLOC
or the ‘‘RCP,USA’’ by name, it sets the orientation and pro-
gram for the assault on them and identifies conciliation as a
major obstacle for the movement against social-chauvinism.
Right from the start of the movement against social-chau-
vinism, the COUSML regarded the struggle against the
conciliators as an integral part of the overall struggle. But
at first the COUSML waged this struggle through constant-
ly intensifying the struggle against the open social-chauvin-
ists and through exposing the roots of the social-chauvinist
betrayal in neo-revisionism, the basic ideology of both the
open social-chauvinists and the conciliators. Now the
COUSML decides that the time is ripe for the open polemic
against the conciliators.

Upon the appearance of this article, the leadership of
CPC(M-L) begins to turn against the movement against
social-chauvinism. In their letters of December S5, 1979,
the CC of CPC(M-L) characterizes this article as follows:
‘*...propaganda was carried out on the one hand calling for
the unity of the genuine Marxist-Leninist forces in the USA
while, on the other hand, without exhausting the full possi-
bilities of the opportunity of building the unity of the gen-
uine Marxist-Leninists, hidden attacks are launched against

others."”’
The leadership of CPC(M-L) had been consulted ahead of

time prior to the NC meeting that took the decision to open-
ly attack the MLOC and the ‘‘RCP,USA,"’ and they had a-
greed with this plan. Nevertheless, the leadership of CPC
(M-L) now opposes the polemics against the MLOC and the
“*RCP,USA."" They begin by putting forth a nondescript ar-
ray of strange, wild objections ostensibly simply to individ-
ual points. Thus with regard to the pamphlet Why Did the
‘RCP,USA’ Split?, they object to Stalin’s idea that a tempo-
rary ‘‘anti-fascist coalition’’ existed between the Soviet
Union and the other Allied powers in World War Il and they
also object to the use of the Leninist concept that “‘war is
the continuation of politics by other, i.e.,violent, means.’’
With regard to the polemic against the MLOC, they object
to the term ‘‘idealist anti-revisionism.’’ But step by step
they go from opposition to individual points to opposition to
any polemic at all against the conciliators of social-chauvin-
ism (centrists) and then to denunciation of the entire move-
ment against social-chauvinism itself.

March 4, 1978

As a result of the steadfast stand of the NC and NEC of
the COUSML in favor of a meeting of the delegations of the
two Parties to sort out the problems in the fraternal rela-
tions, the CPC(M-L) leadership finally agrees once again to
hold such a meeting. Once again they renege on this agree-
ment. Their behavior during this meeting, which lasts only
a few minutes, proves that their agreement in words to the
proposal to hold this meeting was nothing but a cynical
maneuver.

The meeting takes place on March 4, 1978. The leader-
ship of the CPC(M-L) walks out. They admit at the begin-
ning of this meeting that they are unprepared for it and
then walk out demonstratively a few minutes later. They
then announce via a letter to the COUSML delegation at the
meeting that an ‘‘extremely grave situation...has arisen in
the fraternal relations betweenz)ur two organizations’’ and
that *‘Until this issue is properly settled in the true prole-
tarian internationalist spirit, it is impossible to proceed to
conclude work on any other front.”’ On this basis, they uni-
laterally cancel the work to prepare a joint statement of
the CPC(M-L) and the COUSML, although such a joint
statement had been agreed to By the two sides at the speci-
fic request of the leadership of CPC(M-L).

Thus once again the leadership of CPC(M-L) goes to the
brink of a split and puts all the relations in doubt. Indeed,
how bad must the relations be when it is ‘‘impossible to
proceed to conclude work on any other front.”’

As well, the leadership of CPC(M-L) had now declared it-

self against both discussions between delegations of the
two Parties and against letters as methods of sorting out the
problems in the relations. They had demonstrated that they
refused to listen to either verbal or written views different
from theirs and especially to criticism. This left very few
channels of communication open to the NC and NEC of
COUSML. Only by combining steadfast adherence to prin-
ciple with the utmost in flexibility and patience is the
COUSML leadership able to maintain any relations at all
with the CPC(M-L).

1978
As 1978 continues, the leadership of CPC(M-L) further

develops its opposition to the struggle against the concil-
iators of social-chauvinism. The press of CPC(M-L) gives no
public support at all to COUSML’s polemics against the
conciliators, such as Why Did the ‘RCP,USA’ Split? and
Reply to the Open Letter of the MLOC. In general, public
support for the COUSML weakens in the press of CPC
(M-L).

Early September 1978

In these discussions the leadership of CPC(M-L) refuses

to talk to the comrades from the NEC of the COUSML who
have traveled to Canada as part of a larger delegation from
the leadership of COUSML. This delegation had gone to
Canada at the invitation of the leadership of CPC(M-L)
which had asked for further discussion on the situation in
the international Marxist-Leninist movement and also on
tactics against MLOC. The CPC(M-L) leadership however,
vilely making use of certain possibilities open to them due
to their position as the host for the discussions, succeeds in
refusing to talk to certain COUSML comrades. This is an-
other big provocation by the leadership of CPC(M-L) and a
mark of utter disrespect for the organizational integrity of
the COUSML. ;

With this provocation, the CPC(M-L) leadership contin-
ues its probing here or there looking for the possibilities of a
split. These schemes are frustrated by the iron unity of the
COUSML delegation and by its insistence on meeting to-
gether as a whole to discuss each stage of the short-lived
discussions. Faced with this unity, the CPC(M-L) leader-
ship once again puts the fraternal relations into doubt and
states: ‘‘...it seems relations have sunk to the lowest level.
Only the most formal relations can exist.’”

March 1979

At the invitation of the NEC of COUSML, the leadership
of CPC(M-L) sends a comrade to attend the COUSML inter-
nal conference held under the slogan ‘‘Build the Marxist-
Leninist Party Without the Social-Chauvinists and Against
the Social-Chauvinists.’” The CPC(M-L) comrade holds dis-
cussions with members of the conference committee on the
analysis of the conference and expressed enthusiasm with
the conference.

May 1979

A representative of CPC(M-L) delivers a solidarity mes-
sage at a May Day meeting of the COUSML held in Chica-
go. This message enthusiastically endorses the planned
founding of the MLP,USA. However, when asked if this
message could be printed in The Workers' Advocate, the
representative of CPC(M-L) at first agrees but then says
that he wishes to take the message back to Canada for edit-
ing prior to publication. The COUSML never sees this mes-
sage again. Every time the COUSML leadership inquires, it
is told that the message had been ‘‘lost’’ or ‘‘misplaced”’
but would be sent in a few days. In the discussions of Au-
gust 1-2, 1979, the CPC(M-L) leadership again promises to
provide this message and again fails to do so.

Later in 1979

The CPC(M-L) withdraws support from the campaign to
found the MLP,USA. As was their custom, the CPC(M-L)
leadership does not even notify the COUSML leadership of
their change of heart, to say nothing of explaining their rea-
sons. Instead the leadership of CPC(M-L) simply lets its
failure to uphold its obligations towards the COUSML be-
come apparent in practice.

It should be noted that mutual support between fraternal
Marxist-Leninist parties is not a matter of charity but of
proletarian internationalism. It is a question of fighting
side by side in the common struggle, a question of the solid
class unity of the different national contingents of the one
worldwide proletarian army. Indeed the CPC(M-L) and
COUSML had a long history of fraternal relations. It was

supposed to be the established practice for the two Parties.

to give public political support for each other. The COUSML
for its part always enthusiastically supported the CPC(M-L)
in the most vigorous and openhearted manner. Neverthe-
less, mutual support and cooperation had not developed to
the extent it should have or in a proper fashion due to the
erroneous concepts of the leadership of CPC(M-L) who only
gave support to the COUSML when they felt it served some
pragmatic interest of theirs of the moment and who repeat-
edly used their “‘support’’ as a means of pressure.

The COUSML had every right to expect vigorous support
from the fraternal CPC(M-L) for the founding of the MLP,
USA. But this support is withdrawn. It is withdrawn be-
cause the leadership of CPC(M-L) is once again using the
question of support as a means of putting pressure upon the
COUSML. This is stressed in the letters of the CC of the
CPC(M-L) of December S, 1979. They state that they will
not support the founding of the MLP,USA unless the
COUSML leadership agrees to immediately end the so-
called ‘*provocation’’ of its differences with the CC of the
CPC(M-L), that is, not until the COUSML leadership agrees
to unconditionally submit to the dictate of the leadership of
CPC(M-L).

July 17, 1979

Implementing the decision of the NC, the NEC of
COUSML writes the NEC of CPC(M-L) a letter requesting
support in People’'s Canada Daily News, the organ of the
CC of the CPC(M-L), for the campaign to found the MLP,
USA.

August 1-2, 1979

After receiving the COUSML's letter of July 17, the CPC
(M-L) leadership insists that the COUSML send a delega-
tion for an urgent meeting to discuss the question. In these
discussions, the representative of the CPC(M-L) informs
the COUSML for the first time of the objections of the CPC
(M-L) leadership to the ‘‘without and against’ slogan. In
fact, he gives this slogan as the reason for CPC(M-L)’s lack
of support for the campaign to found the MLP,USA, stat-
ing: ‘“We agree with a lot that is in your document [i.e., the
Call of the NC of the COUSML entitled ‘‘Build the Marxist-
Leninist Party Without the Social-Chauvinists and Against
the Social-Chauvinists’’ — ed.]. But if we disagree with this
main slogan, it means that we disagree with the whole pam-
phlet. The mistakes from the past should be corrected.’”

No agreement is reached on the *‘without and against’’
slogan. Nevertheless the representative of CPC(M-L), see-
ing the firm stand of the COUSML delegation, makes yet
another zigzag and hypocritically says that the CPC(M-L)
will support in the press the campaign to found the MLP,
USA. As well, on his own initiative, he states that PCDN will
reprint a COUSML article denouncing the MLOC/**CPUSA
(ML)”’ in order to make clear to everyone their attitude to
this group. For this purpose, PCDN reprints the article ‘A
Holy Alliance of the ‘Three Worldists’ with the Pope”’

which describes the MLOC/‘‘CPUSA(ML)”’ in passing as
‘“‘a sect of professional conciliators of the social-chauvin-
ists’’ and as ‘‘social-democratic scribblers.’’

Early August 1979

The PCDN issue dated August 1, 1979, which appears not
on August 1 but sometime after the discussions of Au-
gust 1-2 between the COUSML and CPC(M-L), carries the
article: Brother Marxist-Leninist Party to Be Founded in the
U.S. in the Near Future. The article states that the coming
founding of the MLP,USA will be *‘a great step forward for
the proletarian movement for emancipation in the U.S. and
that ‘‘the vigorous all-sided work for over 10 years’’ of the
COUSML and the ACWM(M-L) before it had ‘‘now created
the conditions to found the genuine Marxist-Leninist Party
in the U.S."" It also praises the COUSML for having ‘‘firmly
unmasked the so-called ‘Marxist-Leninist’ parties which
have been founded since 1973, each one of them aligned to
definite opportunist positions in the U.S. and international-
ly.”

This is the only article in PCDN to name the MLP,USA.
Nevertheless this article is sufficient to show the complete
hypocrisy of the various innocent-sounding pretexts that
the leadership of CPC(M-L) has used to hide its savage war
to strangle the MLP,USA, such as that it doesn’t know
“‘what this organization is’’ (Letter of January 19, 1980),
this organization which it has hailed in advance as its
‘“brother Marxist-Leninist party.’’

The subsequent wrecking activity of the leadership of
CPC(M-L) against the MLP,USA proves the hypocritical na-
ture of the article in the August 1 PCDN. Moreover, the ar-
ticle itself is a cynical maneuver in violation of the agree-
ment from the discussions of August 1-2. The article is in
fact a covert polemic against the plan for the founding of the
MLP,USA put forth at the March 1979 internal conference
and carefully avoided mentioning the campaign to found
the MLP,USA.

Late October to early November 1979

In discussions with the leadership of CPC(M-L), the dele-
gate of the COUSML learns that CPC(M-L) had in early
September sold the rights to the English translation of Pala-
cios’ book Chile: An Attempt at **Historic Compromise '’ to
the **RCP,USA"’ (Banner Press) for $1,000. CPC(M-L) also
threw in the negatives. The leadership of CPC(M-L) says
that this transaction was a mistake, but on very narrow
grounds, such as the low price. In the letters of the CC of
the CPC(M-L) of December 5, 1979, they are still complain-
ing of the low price, talking of the sale of the rights *‘for a
song.

November 17-18, 1979

The 7th Plenum of the Central Committee of the CPC(M-
L) takes place on November 17-18. Its Communique ap-
pears in the PCDN of December 3. The 7th Plenum identi-
fies Mao Zedong Thought as essentially petty-bourgeois
ultra-leftism and presents rightism as the way of ‘‘overcom-
ing the adverse influence of ‘Mao Zedong Thought’ on the
Party.’" For example, it criticizes the parliamentary cretin-
ists of the official Khrushchovite party in Canada, Kash-
tan's ‘‘Communist Party of Canada,”” for not making
enough use of parliament.

December 1, 1979

The NEC-of the COUSML sends the NEC of the CPC(M-
L) a letter, whose draft was read and unanimously approved
by the NC of the COUSML, protesting the sale of the Eng-
lish translation of Palacios’ book to the ‘*‘RCP,USA."" This
letter contains principled, constructive and fraternal criti-
cism. It goes into the ideological issues involved and ex-
plains the COUSML'’s tactics on certain issues regarding
the struggle against the conciliators or centrists.

December 5, 1979

The CC of the CPC(M-L) sends letters to the NC and NEC
of the COUSML in reply to the letter of December 1. These
letters are brutal, savage letters that attack the leadership
of COUSML as ‘‘agent-provocateurs.’” They demand a split
in the leadership of COUSML and the elimination of any
disagreement whatsoever with the leadership of CPC(M-L)
as a prerequisite for continuing fraternal relations. These
letters are wild and incoherent. They do not elaborate on
any ideological issue, but instead throw as many insults as
possible at the leadership of the COUSML. It is impossible
to describe them: they have to be read. One of the main
purposes of these letters is to sabotage the Preparatory
Conference for the Founding of the MLP,USA and prevent
the Founding Congress of the MLP,USA from taking place.

The letters of December S are the key documents in
which the leadership of CPC(M-L) declares war upon the
COUSML and the soon-to-be-founded MLP,USA. They il-
lustrate the ugly meaning of the demand by the leadership
of CPC(M-L) for a ‘‘special relationship’® with our Party.
For example, what does it mean to demand the overthrow of
the leadership of another party, as these letters do? It will
be recalled that the revisionist class traitor Khrushchov
broke off relations with the Party of Labor of Albania by
calling for the overthrow of the Albanian leadership at the
22nd Congress of the CPSU and by uttering such unspeak-
able filth as that the Albanians had allegedly sold out to im-
perialism. The letters of December S of the CC of the CPC
(M-L) similarly demand the overthrow of the leadership of
our Party. Filled with filth, these letters denounce the com-
rades of our Party as allegedly ‘‘agent-provocateurs,”” *‘im-
perialist gangsters,’”’ ‘‘agents of the blackest reaction,”
etc. With these letters, by claiming the right to make and
break the leadership of another party, by seeking to dis-
credit and ruin anyone who didn’t tamely and unquestion-
ingly submit to one's baton, by in effect dividing parties
into mother and daughter parties, the CC of CPC(M-L) was
following the foul example of the Khrushchovite revision-
ists.

December 1979, immediately after the successful conclu-

sion of the Preparatory Conference

The NC of the COUSML reads the two letters from the CC
of the CPC(M-L), gives a just charactérization of them, de-
cides that it is the CC of the MLP,USA that should deal with
them, and decides to maintain public solidarity with the
CPC(M-L).

January 1, 1980

The Marxist-Leninist Party of the USA is founded! At the
Founding Congress the delegates unanimously adopt an ex-
tremely warm and fraternal resolution sending the ardent
revolutionary greetings of the MLP,USA to the CPC(M-L).

The first week of January, 1980
PCDN carries the major New Year’s speeches of the CPC
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(M-L) which sum up the decade of the 70’s and set the ori-
entation for the 80’s. These speeches present blatant liqui-
dationist theses. They ridicule party-building and the up-
holding of the party norms, vehemently oppose the struggle
against opportunism, reduce the criticism of Mao Zedong
Thought to meaningless generalities and trivialities and
present it essentially as ultra-leftism, and put forward very
rightist positions on a series of important political issues.
They also blame the errors of the leadership of the CPC
(M-L) on allegedly having ‘‘had a very large heart for the
International Marxist-Leninist Communist Movement’’ and
attack the Party of Labor of Albania and the ‘‘ American par-
ty”” for allegedly interfering in CPC(M-L)’s affairs. Togeth-
er with the 7th Plenum, these speeches mark the open
flaunting of the liquidationist deviation by the leadership of
CPC(M-L).

January-March 1980

The press of CPC(M-L) is silent about the founding and
existence of the MLP,USA" Given the previous close frater-
nal relations that existed for over a decade, this silence
comes very close to a public declaration of a split. It means
that the LPC(M-L) has gone far down the road of bringing
the rupture into the open before the eyes and ears of the
class enemy. '

February 4, 1980 ’

- The NEC of the MLP,USA receives two letters from the
CPC(M-L) via internal channels. Both are addressed to the
COUSML and both are backdated. The letter dated Janu-
ary 19, 1980 announces in a smart-aleck way, as a supposed
answer to some alleged literature request, that ‘‘neither the
National Publications Centre, nor any of the Institutions as-
sociated with CPC(M-L) will have anything whatsoever to
do with any ‘Marxist-Leninist Party, USA’ until such a time
as it is clarified what this organization is, what are its rela-
tions to COUSML and whether this ‘Marxist-Leninist Party,
USA’ is interested in establishing relations with us, or
merely in receiving literature.’’ This letter also strongly en-
dorses the previous letters of December S, 1979.

The other letter is dated December 15, 1979. It is a cover
letter for the letter of the CC of the CPC(M-L) to the CC of
the RCP of Chile, which is also enclosed.

February 1980

The Second Plenum of the CC of the MLP,USA examines
the letters of the CC of CPC(M-L) of December 5, 1979 and
the relations with CPC(M-L). It decides, among other
things, to write the CC of the CPC(M-L) a letter, which ul-
timately becomes the letter of -the CC of the MLP,USA of
June 16, 1980.

March 30, 1980

The CC of the MLP,USA sends a delegation to the Inter-
nationalist Rally held on the occasion of the tenth anniver-
sary of the founding of the CPC(M-L). This principled and
mature stand of our CC is an obstacle to the path of unprin-
cipled splitting being followed by the leadership of CPC(M-
L) and helps show who is for Marxist-Leninist unity and
who is deviating from this stand.

The leadership of CPC(M-L) reacts to the MLP,USA dele-
gation in a frenzy. They boycott the delegation and refuse to
let it speak at the rally, thus consummating the public split
with the MLP,USA. In the months following the/Interna-
tionalist Rally, the leadership of CPC(M-L) step by 'step'in-
creases its efforts to organize an anti-party network of
wreckers in the U.S.

At the Internationalist Rally, the chairman of the CPC(M-
L) gives a major speech, entitled *‘The Road of the Party.™
to commemorate the tenth anniversary of the founding of
the CPC(M-L). This speech continues the liquidationist ori-
entation from the New Year’s speeches. It is reprinted in
pamphlet form as the first issue of CPC(M-L)'s new theoret-
ical journal, which is also called The Road of the Party.

Latter part of April to May 1980
Because the leadership of CPC(M-L) has now made their
breaking off of relations with our Party public and has
shown that they were persisting in splitting activity, the
MLP,USA holds party-wide discussion of the hostile actions
and deviationist stands of the leadership of CPC(M-L). All
the militants of our Party are fully informed of the situation
and shown all relevant correspondence, including the letter
~ of the NEC of COUSML of December 1, 1979, the letters of
the CC of CPC(M-L) of December S, 1979 and the prelimi-
nary draft of the letter of the CC of MLP,USA of June 16,
1980. With a single voice, the militants of the MLP,USA
condemn the hostile and unprincipled actions of the leader-
ship of CPC(M-L) and approve the preliminary draft letter
to the CC of the CPC(M-L).

May-June 1980

The wrecking activity of the leadership of CPC(M-L) in
the U.S. is now in full swing. They order those elements
who they have contact with to break off with the MLP,USA.
Agents of the leadership of CPC(M-L) seek out militants
and sympathizers of the MLP,USA to ask them whether
they *‘love CPC(M-L)."" Unable to find a single crack in the
unity of the MLP,USA, the leadership of CPC(M-L) relies
on a handful of non-party elements, most of whom they
have cultivated for years, who in effect form a loose anti-

* party network. This network has no unity, no internal cohe-
sion, and no common views. It exists simply to carry out
wrecking activities and circulate slanders on the instruc-
tions of the top leadership of CPC(M-L). There is a series of
pilgrimages to Canada by these elements.

Although their efforts to build up the rudiments of a sec-
ond party lead to repeated fiascos for the leadership of CPC
(M-L), still these attempts are an extremely serious matter
that show how far they have strayed from proletarian inter-
nationalism. They are trampling on all the standards of rev-
olutionary morality. Anything goes, no matter what harm is
done to the revolution, to the working class movement and
to the prestige of communism, just so long as it is directed
against the MLP,USA. These activities by the leadership of
CPC(M-L) show that they are stubbornly refusing to resolve
the contradiction with our Party according to the norms laid
down by Marxism-Leninism but instead are seeking to des-
troy our Party at all costs and to replace it with a subservi-
ent organization of yes men.

May 29, 1980

The CC of the CPC(M-L) writes a letter to the CC of the
MLP,USA that reiterates the foul slanders and brutal ulti-
matums of the letters of December 5, 1979. Although the
letter condemns our Party on the basis of the CC of CPC(M-
L)’s alleged analysis of the ‘‘Call of the NC of the COUSML"’

Continued on next page
see CHRONOLOGY
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of mainly Indian and Pakistani descent
resisted the racist assaults by Hitler-
worshiping youth gangs. Several hun-
dred of these fascists, who are con-
nected to the nazi National Front,
came into the community to attend a
concert by a racist band. They began
shouting racist slogans and passing
out literature calling for deportation of
immigrants. They smashed the win-
dow of a store owned by an Indian
family. Young people from the area
came onto the streets to fight these ra-
cist attacks, but the police rushed to
the defense of the fascists and began
beating and arresting the Indian and
Pakistani youth. The anti-racist youth
would not be suppressed. Over 500
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joined their ranks and for hours they
battled the police and fascists with
clubs, bricks, bottles and gasoline
bombs. Before the night was over, 61
police were injured while 23 of the
anti-racist youth were hutt and 23
thrown in jail.

The rebellion spread to Liverpool
the next night. The anger against the
enormous unemployment and miser-
able life, the outrage against the daily
harassment and arbitrary arrests by
the police reached the boiling point.
Hundreds of young people poured onto
the streets to fight the police. In this
struggle large numbers of white youth
joined with the young people of Afri-
can and West Indian descent in hand-
to-hand battles with the police. For
three nights the rebellion continued.

The young people stole many vehicles
including a fire truck and a cement
mixer and used them for battering
rams to break through the police lines
and barricades. At one point the fight-
ers virtually drove the police out of
the Toxteth district of Liverpool using
gasoline bombs to keep the police from
advancing. In the course of these
sharp battles dozens of buildings were
set ablaze and at least 240 policemen
were injured.

In Manchester, too, rebellions broke
out. On July 10, during the second
night of fighting in that city, over 1,000
white and black youth laid siege to a
police station. For an hour they trap-
ped the police inside, barraging the
building with gasoline bombs, bricks
and iron pipes. The police were only

Strikes in Jamaica

(The following article is reprinted from
The West Indian Voice, newspaper of
the Caribbean Progressive Study
Group, June-July, 1981.)

Since the Seaga administration took
office, the powerful outbursts of
strikes and protests by the Jamaican
people have been continuing. Well
over fifty strikes have been launched,
involving thousands of workers in vir-
tually every sector of the economy.
The working class and people of Ja-
maica are demonstrating mass outrage
and indignation against the systematic
and savage onslaughts on their live-
lihood, orchestrated today by Seaga
and the JLP (Jamaica Labor Party).
Under Seaga’s program of ‘‘National
Recovery,”’ a ruthless drive is being
carried forward to increase the profits
of the foreign and local rich and to
starve and oppress the masses of town
and country. Seaga and his gang hope
to rescue imperialism from the all-
sided crisis that is gripping the Jamai-
can economy by making the people pay
for the crisis, for the handouts and re-
wards to the capitalists, and for the
further penetration of imperialism into
the economy.

The strikes and protests by the
working class and people of Jamaica
are expressions of the strong determi-
nation of the masses to oppose the vi-
cious attacks and measures being
taken by Seaga and the JLP. The Ja-
maican people are demonstrating that
they will not stand idly by in the face of
these attacks on their livelihood. They
are seeing the government’s promised
‘“‘deliverance’’ for what it really is —
massive wage cuts and price in-
creases, productivity drives and lay-
offs and increased political repression.
They are refusing to starve their fami-
lies for the sake of profits for the rich.
The wrath of the workers has been felt
in every major industry, from the in-
dustrial and manufacturing sectors, to

the agricultural sector, to the public
service sector. The following are some
of the strikes and other actions taken
over the last couple of months:

— A massive strike of over 15,000 sug-
ar workers hit the sugar industry, re-
sulting in the closing down of 7 of the
12 sugar estates. Workers (most of
whom were making under $30 [Jamai-
can] a week) struck for better wages
and against the savage exploitation
and slave conditions that exist on the
estates.

— Workers at Housecraft Manufactur-
ing Co. Ltd. went on strike for over 10
weeks, in protest against capitalist
productivity drives and speedups and
non-payment of bonuses.

— 480 airport workers went on strike.
— Over 600 non-academic university
workers staged a two-day strike.

— 296 junior doctors instituted a work-
to-rule policy in opposition to the gov-
ernment’s 9% wage increase proposal.
— Trade unions representing the over
100,000 workers in the public sector
rejected the government’s wage in-
crease offer of $29 per week over two
years (i.e., $15 per week this year, $14
per week next year).

— Cigarette Company of Jamaica pro-
duction workers refused to cross the
picket lines of striking supervisory and
middle management staff, shutting
down production.

— Over 100 workers at Caledonia Mo-
tors on strike.

— 500 workers at Marold of Jamaica
went on a four-week strike.

— Striking workers at Soya Products
clashed with the police and other
strikebreakers sent by the government
to violently attack the workers and
break their strike.

— Keans Industries plant shut down
by plant workers.

The present strikes and protests by
the Jamaican people are a continuation
of the strikes and protests that the peo-
ple have been waging for the past
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eight years against the PNP (People’s
National Party) administration of Mi-
chael Manley. [Manley is a social-
democratic demagogue. His adminis-
tration fried to paint the brutal impe-
rialist domination of Jamaica as
‘‘progress,”’ ‘‘nmon-alignment’’ and
‘‘democratic socialism.”” Seaga who
replaced Manley is an open, self-
avowed reactionary and lackey of U.S.
imperialism. — ed.] Under Manley, the
Jamaican economy was steered into
the complete bondage of the U.S. im-
perialist financiers. He too loyally
axed away at the workers’ wages;
broad masses of the people were sub-
jected to poverty and starvation, and
tens of thousands were thrown on the
bread lines. The heroic protests of the
working class and people such as the
demonstrations against price increases
in January 1979, and the workers’
struggles against exploitation in the
work places were met with savage re-
pression by the PNP regime. Fascist
strikebreaking and Hitlerite legislation
such as the Labor Relations and Indus-
trial Disputes Act and the Suppression
of Crimes Act were imposed on the
backs of the people, while the police
and the Jamaica Defense Force (JDF)
were repeatedly marshalled out a-
gainst the workers to provide the'“‘sta-
ble investment climate’’ that Manley’s
imperialist backers demanded.

Today, this very same fascist legis-
lation has been adopted and is be-
ing used by the Seaga administration
to suppress the working class and peo-
ple. Seaga and his JLP cohorts have
announced a ‘‘master plan’’ for the ex-
tension, rearming and modernization
of the security forces. The aim of this
plan is to restore ‘‘good order’’ and
stop ‘‘the growth of indiscipline’’ that
has ‘‘destroyed the work ethic.”’ But
the beefing up and strengthening of
the repressive forces is for the sole
purpose of protecting the vast fortunes
of the local and foreign moneybags.
Seaga is already recognized as an un-
ashamed servant and flunkey of U.S.
imperialism and is despised by the
broad masses of the people as a fascist
and slave-driving wage cutter. The
people of Jamaica are rising up against
the attacks of the Seaga government,
just as they did when the same attacks
were carried out by the Manley admin-
istration. The working class and peo-
ple of Jamaica must continue their res-
olute struggle against expioitation and
oppression, and against imperialism
and its local flunkeys, the JLP and the
PNP. O

able to escape after reinforcements
_were sent to rescue them. »

By the weekend the rebellions had
spread all across Britain. Through the
nights of July 11 and 12 big battles
took place against the police and fas-
cists in at least 17 cities. The British
government, unable to bring the re-
bellions under control, announced
more draconian repressive measures
and threatened to call out the army to
crush the revolts. On July 13 Prime
Minister Margaret Thatcher herself
went to Liverpool to plead for ‘‘law and
order.”” But she was met by 1,000
demonstrators who threw tomatoes
and wet toilet paper at her. The next
day Thatcher announced that the po-
lice would begin using plastic bullets
and water cannons like those used
against the people of Northern Ireland.

Despite the severe repression, in-
tense struggle continued throughout
Britain for several more days. In the
two-week period beginning July 4 the
rebellions spread to over 30 cities.
Scotland was not left untouched as
street fighting broke out in the port
city of Dundee. In Wales the Secretary
for Wales in Thatcher’s Cabinet, Nich-
olas Edwards, whined that there was a
‘‘huge danger’’ that his region would
explode next.

Throughout, the British government
has had nothing to offer the impover-

ished working masses but the iron heel

of ‘‘law and order”’ repression. Prime
Minister Thatcher has virulently con-
demned the fighting masses as
“‘hooligans’’ and denounced their just
struggle as a ‘‘spree of naked greed”’
and as ‘‘terrorism, criminal looting
and thuggery.”” Besides employing
new weapons, the government has un-
leashed police ‘‘snatch squads’ to
raid homes and arbitrarily arrest
people in the nationality communi-
ties. Since the rebellions began,
police have been sent to Northern
Ireland to get trained by the blood-
soaked specialists experienced in the
slaughter of the Irish people. As well,
special courts, which dispense with
normal trial procedures like the right
of appeal have been set up to process
those arrested. The British Labor Par-
ty which claims to represent the work-
ing masses has consistently agreed
with Thatcher’s repressive measures.
Laborite Leader Michael Foot, on July
14 called for suppression of ‘‘illegali-
ty'’ by “‘fair methods.”’ On July 17 the
Labor Party hacks applauded Home
Secretary William Whitelaw when he
declared in Parliament that ‘‘the first
priority must be to end the violence on
our streets and to reestablish respect
for law and order.”’ Thus the social-
democratic Laborites and the Thatch-
erite open reactionaries agree that at
all cost the struggle of the masses
must be smashed. This reveals once
again the real nature of captialist de-
mocracy, under which the second the
capitalists feel threatened, they dis-
pose of their own laws and set about a
frenzied effort to suppress the working
masses.

After two weeks the British govern-
ment believed that it had quashed the
fierce rebellions and that life could
proceed, business as usual. But Brit-
ain is a powder keg. On July 26 rebel-
lions again broke out in Liverpool and
have continued for several days. On
the third night of fighting there, a po-
lice vehicle crushed to death 23 year
old David Moore. The British rebel-
lions have their first martyr. But the
violent repression of the masses by the
British government is only provoking a

The British youth have had enough!

burning anger among the working peo-
ple. In Britain the spirit of revolt is
growing.

The Rebellions in Britain Herald
the Mass Revolutionary Onslaught
Which Wili Put British
Imperialism into its Grave

The scale and intensity of the mass
struggle have made these the fiercest
upheavals in Britain in more than fifty
years. They come on the heels of the
recent upsurge in the struggle of the
Irish people which is inflicting heavy
blows against the British colonial rule.
These struggles, at home and abroad,
have shaken the arrogant British bour-
geoisie to the core.

the Irish people today, against other
peoples tomorrow. Besides, the Brit-
ish bourgeoisie is an important ally
of U.S. imperialism and has hitched it-
self to the common NATO war chariot.
Indeed militarism is a cornerstone of
the policies of the British bourgeoisie
to extricate itself from its crisis —
Britain spends 4.9% of its GNP on the
armed forces, which is higher than
any other Western European country
and second only to the U.S.

These reactionary policies are com-
mon to both the Conservative and
Labor parties. These two parties have
alternated being in the seat of power
but they have carried out the same
savage capitalist measures against the

The rebellions in
the cities of Britain
have further aggra-
vated the deep crisis
of British imperial-
ism. Britain is one of
the oldest bastions of
capitalism. For centu-
ries the lords of Brit-
ish capitalism held
sway over vast terri-
tories of the globe.
Besides exploiting to
the bone its working
class at home, the
bourgeoisie extracted
superprofits from the
sweat and toil of the
brutally  oppressed
workers and peasants
of Africa, Asia, Latin
America, Ireland and
the West Indies. In
the name of bringing
*‘civilization”’ far and
wide, the British im-
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perialists ferociously
suppressed with fire broke out
and sword the longings of the oppress-
ed peoples for freedom and emancipa-
tion.

But it was inevitable that this vast
empire would crumble, and crumble it
certainly did. The oppressed peoples
of the empire waged an unrelenting
fight against British colonialism. Brit-
ain was forced to give up its direct
colonial domination over much of its
subjugated territories. Although it
maintains  economic  exploitation
through neo-colonialism in most of
the former colonies, it has however
lost ground to bigger predatory powers
such as U.S. imperialism which estab-
lished preponderance over much of
the British empire after World War II.

Thus, hit hard by the aati-colonial
struggles and edged out by other
imperialist competitors, British impe-
rialism was plunged into a profound
crisis. Today Britain continues to be
wracked by all-round crisis. Its domes-
tic industries are declining in almost
every sector. The unemployment rate
is the highest it has been in many de-
cades. Inflation runs high. The current
rebellions in the cities highlight the
severe economic deprivation suffered
by millions of the workers and youth.
The housing, educational and medical
facilities for the masses are becoming
worse day by day. It is a telling in-
dictment of British capitalism that the
only thing that the youth of Britain can
look forward to is even higher unem-
ployment and further decay of the rot-
ten system.

In this situation the British capital-
ists have nothing to offer the working
masses but more impoverishing aus-
terity policies, racist and fascist at-
tacks, police terror and war — against

Map showing some of the cities where rebellions

masses. Despite their promises and
demagogy, the crisis has only worsen-
ed over the years. They are both die-
hard enemies of the British people.

Propaganda has been done that the
decline of British imperialism has been
due to the supposed *‘softness’’ of the
Labor Party. So in 1979 the British
bourgeoisie installed Thatcher, the
British Reagan. But this has only in-
tensified the crisis and decline of Brit-
ish imperialism. The present mass up-
surge shows the bankruptcy of Thatch-
erism. It can be predicted with cer-
tainty that Reaganism will suffer the
same fiasco in the U.S.

The British working class and the
toiling masses of the colonies such
as North Ireland have not quietly laid
down before the onslaught of the
bourgeoisie. Since the late 1960’s
the Irish people’s struggle has deliver-
ed blow after blow to which the British
bourgeoisie has responded by main-
taining a most brutal military occupa-
tion. The Irish people’s struggle has
served as an impetus to the develop-
ment of the mass struggle in the heart
of Britain itself. As well, recent years
have also seen growing currents of
working class and popular struggle a-
gainst exploitation, unemployment,
fascism and war preparations. The
mass rebellions currently going on
have shown the great power that is to
be found within the ranks of the work-
ers and youth of Britain. All the differ-
ent streams of struggle are bound to
merge into a powerful torrent of prole-
tarian socialist revolution which will
put British imperialism into its
grave! U

CHRONOLOGY
Continued from previous page

of May 12, 1979 and the Communique of the Founding Con-
gress of the MLP,USA, it gives no analysis of these docu-
ments or any other matter but instead just flings as much
mud as it can.

This letter insistently demands in the strongest language
that the MLP,USA stop displaying public solidarity with the
CPC(M-L) and stop referring to CPC(M-L) as a ‘‘fraternal
party.”’ Thus it demands that the public split be made even
bigger. It stresses that ‘‘our Party [CPC(M-L) — ed.] would
not establish any fraternal relations of friendship and co-op-
eration with a Party based on this Call [the ‘*Call of the NC
of the COUSML"’ entitled ‘‘Build the Marxist-Leninist Par-
ty Without the Social Chauvinists and Against the Social-
Chauvinists’’ — ed.]’’ and that ‘‘It is our conviction that a
Party whose Founding Congress has issued such a Com-
munique...is not a genuine Marxist-Leninist Party. Hence,
there can be no relations established with such a Party
on the basis of Marxism-Leninism and proletarian interna-
tionalism.”’

This letter is full of filth and lies, like the letters of De-
cember 5, 1979. It is another example of the grossest hypoc-
risy, accusing our Party of all the methods being used
against us by the leadership of CPC(M-L) itself, such as
‘‘using the method of gossips and rumours, innuendo and
insinuation, provocation and incitement and blackmail and
pressure and gross and flagrant interference.”’ It is written
at a time when the leadership of CPC(M-L) is in the midst of
a new round of frenzied efforts to organize an anti-party
network in the U.S. Using the method of brazen hypocrisy,
they therefore accuse our Party of ‘‘gross interference in
their [CPC(M-L)’'s — ed.] internal affairs.”” Examples of
this ‘‘interference’’ are ‘‘want(ing) to settle the outstanding
matters between CPC(M-L) and COUSML,’’ maintaining
solidarity with CPC(M-L) in the press such as hailing the

tenth anniversary of the founding of CPC(M-L), and re-
buffing the wrecking activities organized by the leadership
of CPC(M-L) inside the U.S. This ‘‘interference’’ in CPC
(M-L)’s *‘internal affairs’’ is allegedly ‘‘carried out by the
cadre of the MLP,USA from coast-to-coast in the U.S.A.”
In brief, the CC of the CPC(M-L) defines the entire question
of the relations between COUSML and CPC(M-L) and the
question of the party in the U.S. generally as CPC(M-L)'s
“‘internal affairs.’”’” There can hardly be a more brazen ex-
pression of the demand for a **special relationship.”’

The honesty and sincerity of this letter can be judged
from its smart-aleck claim that ‘‘the fact that COUSML saw
fit to not reply to the letter of the CC of CPC(M-L) of De-
cember 5, 1979 before its dissolution shows that it must
have considered our criticism and repudiation...to be cor-
rect and just.”’

As well, in this letter the CC of the CPC(M-L) tries to hide
their wrecking activities in the U.S. behind the claim that
they have nothing to do with the U.S. Oh no, they have
merely received reports about the U.S. from a Marxist-Len-
inist organization of a country outside the Americas and
from its ‘‘supporters in the U.S.’’” Naturally we have not to
this day received a copy of these alleged reports and *‘docu-
mented facts’’ from either the CC of the. CPC(M-L) or the
other organization referred to.: But the CC of the CPC(M-L)
shows in: this‘letter that they claim the right to speak for
others and that they were doing their best to provoke con-
tradictions among the Marxist-Leninists of other countries.
From the very first sentence, the letter flaunts this interna-
tional factional activity of the leadership of CPC(M-L).

June 9, 14, 27, and 28, 1980

The organ of the CC of the CPC(M-L), PCDN, begins front
page polemics against the MLP,USA. These articles identi-
fy our Party as the ‘‘theoreticians of the ‘movement’ and of
‘ideological struggle’’’ and say that they are talking of a

party whose founding was preceded by a movement against
social-chauvinism. These polemics are incoherent and de-
void ef any scientific value. Their main content is denuncia-
tion of the struggle against opportunism in particular and of
the ideological struggle in general. They call the MLP,USA
a new current of revisionism, just discovered, a current
characterized by its practice of opposing all the other revi-
sionist currents including the Maoists, Soviet revisionists,
etc. They call our Party the class enemy, an enemy of inter-
national communism and so forth.

In July the CC of the CPC(M-L) reprints these articles in
their theoretical journal, The Road of the Party. Although
this issue is labeled *‘Vol. 1 #5,"" it is in fact the only other
issue of this journal to appear other than the first issue.

These articles do not however explicitly mention the
name of the MLP,USA. This is not from any reasons of
moderation, as the leadership of CPC(M-L) is waging an all-
out war on our Party. But they can not avow their real mo-
tives for their war on our Party in public nor defend their
demand for a “‘special relationship.’’ They make use of not
mentioning our name to avoid raising the questions of prin-
ciple and instead to substitute as many slanderous innuen-
does and diversions as possible. The articles try to incite
people against the MLP,USA by making systematic use of
the method of attributing to our Party the actions and
stands of groups having no connection with the MLP,USA
in the slightest.

June 16, 1980

The CC of the MLP,USA sends a letter to the CC of the
CPC(M-L) replying to their savage letters of December 5,
1979. This letter was written and sent prior to the MLP,USA
receiving the June 1980 polemics in PCDN. This letter re-
futes the slanderous lies of the leadership of CPC(M-Lj and
opposes their deviationist stands, but at the same time sets
forth a plan for the restoration of relations between the two
Parties. The leadership of CPC(M-L) never replies to this

letter.

In the process of delivering this letter, the CC of MLP,
USA discovers that the CPC(M-L) has unilaterally cut the
internal channels of communication between the two
Parties.

July 1980

The polemics in PCDN, the public severance of relations
with our Party by the leadership of CPC(M-L), their wreck-
ing activities in the U.S. and the promotion of harmful, de-
viationist ideas in the CPC(M-L)'s press make it necessary
for the MLP,USA to clarify its stand in public on the ques-
tions of principle. The Workers' Advocate begins a series of
articles entitled ‘*Against Mao Zedong Thought!"" For the
time being, the CPC(M-L) isn’t named explicitly in order to
give the CC of the CPC(M-L) time to read and study the let-
ter of June 16, 1980 and to reconsider their stand.

May 1981 :

In the year following their receipt of the letter of June 16,
1980, the leadership of CPC(M-L) continues to escalate
their wrecking activities against the MLP,USA and to per-
sist in their liquidationist and Maoist deviations. By May
1981 things have reached the point that several American
yes men of CPC(M-L) attend a few anti-imperialist demon-
strations, not however for the purpose of denouncing U.S.
imperialism, but solely to hand out anti-party literature to
the supporters of the MLP,USA. These statements write
down the lies and filth which the leadership of CPC(M-L) is
circulating verbally through the anti-party network but is
too ashamed to sign their own name to.

June 30, 1981

The Workers' Advocate begins publication of the series
““The Truth About the Relations Between the MLP,USA
and the CPC(M-L).”’ O
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