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VOICE OF THE MARXIST-LENINIST PARTY OF THE USA

No! To U.S. Aggression in El Salvador!

~ Salvadorian People

Shake t

Almost every day now, fresh reports
pour in of one victory after another
being scored by the brave liberation
fighters of El Salvador against the
U.S.-backed fascist regime. From the
remote villages to the capital city, the
Salvadorian revolution is striking pow-
erful blows. In the face of this offen-
sive, the military dictatorship is totter-
ing on the verge of collapse.

Seeing the dire straits of the Salva-
dorian regime, the Reaganite aggres-
sors are sending in more helicopters,
bombers, guns and cannons to El Sal-
vador. The belligerent declarations of
Haig and other war dogs of the Reagan
administration indicate that U.S. im-
perialism is planning to step up its
intervention in El Salvador even more.
Today there is a very real danger that
the U.S. government will send more
American troops to strangle the revo-
lution in that country, adding to the
more than 50 Green Berets which Rea-
gan dispatched there a year ago.

The workers and progressive people
in the U.S. must remain vigilant a-
gainst the aggressive plots being
hatched up in Washington and organ-
ize to thwart them by stepping up the
mass struggle in solidarity with the
people of El Salvador. Already a new
round of demonstrations is sweeping
the U.S., raising a powerful voice that
U.S. imperialism must get out of El
Salvador! ;

New Victories of
the Liberation Fighters

Today reports coming out of El Sal-
vador show that the position of the rev-
olutionary fighters is better than ever.
Large sections of the countryside are
under their control, and guerrilla units
can freely move around in at least 10
out of the 14 provinces of that country.
Besides their longstanding base in
Chalatenango Province in the north,
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Two liberation fighters block a major highway out

side Usulutan, El Sal-

vador after destroying several government transport vehicles.

they have established strongholds in
the eastern provinces of Morazan,
Usulutan, San Miguel and La Union.

In the last week of December, the
armed revolutionaries began a new of-
fensive against the fascist regime.
This offensive has included attacks on
a variety of military and economic tar-
gets. 4 o

The most spectacular action of the
recent period took place on January 27
when the llopango Air Base just out-
side the capital city was hit by the lib-
eration fighters. A number of planes
were completely destroyed, including
five French-built OQuragan bombers.
Five transport planes were damaged
and at least six of the fourteen Huey
helicopters given to the regime by the
U.S. goverment were knocked out of
The Salvadorian Air
Force was crippled by this powerful at-
tack.

In the eastern province of Usulutan,
guerrillas recently dynamited power
plants and high tension wires. As well,

trucks and other transportation have
been hit. For example; in San Miguel,
a train carrying cotton and agricultural
machinery was derailed. And in Zaca-
tecoluca, trucks carrying sugar cane to
a processing factory were set on fire.
The revolutionaries have also shown
their ability to strike inside the capital
city of San Salvador. On February 8,
they destroyed 22 buses there.

In early February, the revolutionar-
ies launched a series of daylight raids
on army garrisons in several provincial
towns. They captured the town of Co-
rinto northeast of the capital, and
stormed and took over Nueva Trini-
dad, 75 miles northeast of San Salva-
dor. As well, they laid siege to army

and police positions in Usulutan City,
the country’s fourth largest city. The |

fighting here went on for days. On
February 15, revolutionaries attacked
government positions in the town of
Apopa, just half an hour north of San
Continued on page 6
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Reagan’s New Federalism:

Prosperity for the Capitalists —
Hunger for the Working People

For the working people, the deepen-
ing of the capitalist economic crisis is
spelling disaster. The combination of
10 million unemployed, wage -cuts,
soaring inflation, sky-high interest
rates, and wholesale cutbacks in social
services means that millions and mil-
lions of workers have been robbed of a
means to feed their families or heat
their homes. But this grim reality did
not mar the script of Ronald Reagan’s
State of the Union Message which
painted a rosy picture of a capitalist
paradise on earth. Copying from Her-
bert Hoover’s notorious speeches a-
bout ‘‘prosperity around the corner,”’
Reagan spun a tale about ‘‘a new be-
ginning,”’ an ‘“‘era of renewal,’”” and
‘‘prosperity and stable growth by the
latter half of this year.”’ Such is the
outrageous cynicism and arrogance
which Mr. Reagan is flaunting in the
face of the hard pressed working peo-
ple.

But from the angle of the capitalist
tycoons, whom Reagan so faithfully
serves, there is a kernel of truth to
these absurd fairy tales about ‘‘renew-
al’’ and ‘‘prosperity.’’ That is to say,
despite the devastating crisis, the big
corporations and banks are enjoying
plenty of ‘‘prosperity’’ and are making
fantastic profits out of the ruination of
the working people. Industrial produc-

tion has plunged to a mere 70% of ca-
pacity, and inevitably under conditions
of such a grave crisis whole branches
of the economy have been badly shak-
en and many small and even a number
of large firms have been pushed into
bankruptcy. But overall the big capi-
talists have not only been able to cover
their losses, they are even making
enormous profits. In 1981, for exam-
ple, AT&T raked in a record $6.9 bil-
lion in profits, Exxon took in over $1

billion, and, despite the collapse of the

steel markets, U.S. Steel Corp. also
made over $1 billion, doubling its prof-
its from the year before. As well, with
the loan shark-high interest rates, the
big Wall Street financiers are rolling
in countless billions.

These fat profits for the rich billion-
aires have been taken directly out of
the hide of the working people; they
are the fruit of the capitalists’ crisis
measures which have brought about a
ruinous decline in the living standards
of the workers. These huge capitalist
profits are a direct consequence of the
wage cuts and the high prices, inter-
est rates and taxes which together
have translated into a crushing 13%
drop in real take-home pay in the three
year period between 1977 and 1981.
And they are a consequence of the job-
eliminating productivity drives, the
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layoff of millions of workers, etc.

Adding to these whopping profits
are the plunder and profiteering from
the aggressive imperialism and war-
mongering of the U.S. finance capital-
ists. The U.S. multinational corpora-
tions are intensifying their merciless
exploitation of the oppressed peoples
abroad. And in preparation for an ag-
gressive war, Carter’s and now Rea-
gan’s record war budgets have been
pouring hundreds of billions into the
extremely profitable war industries.

It is no wonder then that Ronald
Reagan, the chief flunkey of the capi-
talist moneybags, is doing a song and
dance routine about ‘‘renewal’’ and
‘‘prosperity’’ while the working people
are being devastated.

Reagan’s ‘‘New Federalism’’—
A ““Single Bold Stroke’’ Against
the Working People

The other major topic of Reagan's
State of the Union address was the un-
veiling of the outlines of his so-call-
ed ‘‘new federalism’’ plans. ‘‘New
federalism’’ is Reagan’s pet code word
for the ‘‘states’ rights’’ mumbo-jumbo
which the modern-day capitalist slave
owners have taken over from the plan-

Continued on page 2
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Eeagan's recently unveiled ‘‘new
federalism'’ plans and his 1983 budget
underscore the gravity of the capital-

,ists’ war against the working people.

The monopoly capitalist exploiters are
striving to crush the working people
under the weight of massive cuts in
social services, under yet further shifts
of the tax burden onto the poor while
granting fantastic tax breaks to the

Support the Liberation Struggle of the Guatemalan People!

The revolutionary volcano in Central
America continues its forceful erup-
tion. Alongside the victorious battles
being waged by the liberation fighters
in El Salvador, the revolutionary
movement in Guatemala has also gain-
ed momentum. Over the last several
months, the armed revolutionaries of
Guatemala have been engaged in a
major offensive against the murderous
fascist regime of General Romeo Lu-
cas Garcia. They have carried out a
number of spectacular actions in both
the countryside and the cities, even
successfully striking in the heart of
Guatemala City, the capital of the
country. The fighting in Guatemala
has become so intense today that even
reports in the U.S. imperialist press
acknowledge that its scale is compara-
ble to the struggle in El Salvador. The
Workers' Advocate warmly greets the
news of the advances being made by
the Guatemalan people in their cou-
rageous struggle against the regime of
Lucas Garcia, which is nothing but a
neo-colonial lackey of U.S. imperial-
ism.

The fighting has been fiercest in the
western highlands of Guatemala.
Large sections of the region have all

L

but fallen under the control of the rev-
olutionaries, with the army units most-
ly confined to their garrisons. The po-
sitions of the government have repeat-
edly been attacked by the armed rev-
olutionaries. On November 16, more

than 250 guerrillas occuppied the town -

of Tecpan in Chimaltanengo province,
which lies to the west of Guatemala
City. On December 2nd, 500 guerrillas
attacked two army bases in the high-
land town of Santa Cruz del Quiche. By
December, armed actions throughout
the country were being reported al-
most on a daily basis. Even the capital
city saw a number of heroic actions.
Several times, police stations and ar-
my troops have been attacked in and
around Guatemala City. On December
2, the revolutionary fighters simulta-
neously attacked police stations in five
county seats surrounding the capital.
Despite ferocious retaliation cam-
paigns launched by the army, the rev-
olutionary offensive has continued.
Early in January, revolutionaries
wrecked a power station and blacked
out the capital city. Several other
buildings were also bombed, including
the National Congress, the Chamber of
Industry, the Bank of Coffee, etc. In

AUTO WORKERS, GET ORGANIZED
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On February 20, over 300 auto workers demonstrated outside Detroit’s
Cobo Hall against the Ford/Fraser concessions scheme. Shouting ‘‘No
Concessions, Vote No!,”’ the workers denounced Fraser and his pack of
sellouts who were inside trying to sell the concessions to local Ford/UAW

officials from around the country.

the northwestern mountains, major

* roads have been blocked. Patrols from

the army garrison at Santa Cruz del
Quiche are ambushed at least once a
week, and sometimes three or four
times a day. On January 19, a large
force of guerrillas attacked and nearly
overran the military headquarters of
San Juan Cotzal in the heart of El Qui-
che province. At least a dozen:soldiers
were wiped out in that battle.

The recent actions of the revolution-
aries have shown a high level of tech-
nique and the broad base of support
that they enjoy among the masses. In
Chimaltanengo, the army was con-
fronted, among other things, with
man-traps of sharpened sticks, a tech-
nique reminiscent of the liberation
struggle of the Vietnamese people a-
gainst U.S. imperialism. As well, it
is reported that the revolutionary
fighters have riddled the hillsides
with tunnels, involving hundreds of
storerooms. As a sign of the broad
base of support enjoyed by the revolu-
tionaries, the recent battles have taken
place in territory where the indigenous
Indian population comprises the great
majority. The indigenous peoples of
Guatemala, who make up more than
half of the country’s population, are
the most oppressed people in the coun-
try. Besides suffering the most ex-

_treme exploitation, they are also dis-

criminated against for their language
and culture. The revolutionary move-
ment has successfully aroused these

| oppressed peoples, and large numbers

of them have joined the revolutionary
forces where they fight shoulder to
shoulder with the other Guatemalans.
The fascist regime of General Lucas
Garcia has been thrown into a com-
plete frenzy by the recent offensive
of the revolutionary forces. It has re-
taliated with massive genocidal shoot-
everything-that-moves campaigns di-
rected against the masses. In Novem-
ber, the army launched a major drive
through Chimaltanengo province in
which 5,000 troops were deployed. In
January, an even greater force made
up of 15,000 of the 22,000 troops of the
entire Guatemalan army were thrown
against the people in El Quiche prov-
ince. The army campaigns have been
personally led by its chief of staff,

General Benedicto Lucas Garcia, the
president’s brother. These campaigns
have involved helicopters, armored ve-
hicles, and widespread aerial bomb-
ings of towns and villages. Hundreds
of unarmed people have been killed
in these savage offensives.

The genocidal policy of the Guate-
malan regime has once again shown
that this regime is one of the most
bloodstained regimes in the whole
world. Over the last 20 years, it has
systematically murdered tens of thou-
sands of people, including workers,
peasants, trade union organizers, pro-
fessors, priests and politicians. These
murders have been committed either
openly by the army or by fascist death-
squads which are well known to be
composed of none other than the army
and police forces. Just since Lucas
Garcia came to power in 1978, more
than 5,000 workers, peasants and po-
litical activists have been seized by the
government and killed. In 1981 alone,
the Guatemalan press itself reported
at least 20 massacres, each of S0 peo-
ple or more, which it attributed to “‘un-
known’’ killers. Coming from the gov-
ernment-controlled press, this is of
course a very conservative estimate.

The bestial military regime in Gua-
temala is an instrument of U.S. impe-
rialism and the domestic oligarchy of
capitalists and landlords. U.S. imperi-
alism has propped up a string of these
regimes since 1954 when the CIA or-
ganized the coup d’etat against the

rich, and under the weight of a muiti-
hundred billion dollar military build-
up the likes of which have never been
seen before. For the working class and
downtrodden, for the opponents of
cruel exploitation and aggressive war,
the Reaganite measures are of grave
concern. They are a call to arms a-
gainst the savage capitalist offensive.

But where do we find our mighty
‘‘champions of the working man,”’
the smooth-talking Democratic Party
politicians, in the face of the Reaganite
challenge? They are locked in a loving
embrace with the Reagan White
House. The ‘‘honeymoon’’ which they
announced when Reagan took office
has been an extended one indeed! Last
year Ted Kennedy and the other Dem-
ocratic Party heroes got in line to vote
for Reagan’s war budget. This year,
Reagan has told any critics of his
budget to ‘‘put up or shut up.”’ And so
far the Democratic Party chieftains
have obediently shut up.

Once again the Democratic congres-
sional leaders are resorting to the re-
frain that by sitting tight and going
along with the Reaganites’ brutal, an-
ti-working class measures then Rea-
gan and the Republicans will be the
ones to take the rap for the tremen-
dous suffering of the working people.
“I want to put this economy on (the
administration’s) feet.’’ This was how
Dan Rostenskowski, the chairman of
the Ways and Means Committee of the
Democratic-controlled House, explain-
ed why the Democrats were going to
let Bob Dole and the Republicans in
the Senate take the lead in producing
an alternative to Reagan’s budget.
(Washington Post, February 9, 1982)
Such is the brave Democratic Party
‘‘opposition’’ to the Reaganite assault.

Nevertheless, while the Democrats
in Congress are in the main keeping
mum and lying low at Reagan's feet,
a constant refrain rising from their
ranks is demands for more tax increas-
es to plunder the working people. But
given the unpopular nature of this de-

More Democratic Party Poison

own federal tax proposal. Instead they
have given their dutiful errand boys,
the sellout bosses of the AFL-CIO,
chief responsibility for lobbying for
the Democratic Party fiscal program.

The AFL-CIO “‘Alternative’’ Shows
That the Democrats’ Program
Is Simply More Reaganite Poison

At their Bal Harbor, Florida mid-
winter meeting, the AFL-CIO Execu-
tive Council came out with some fear-
some language against Reaganomics.
AFL-CIO President Lane Kirkland con-
demned it as ‘‘Jonestown economics’’
which are ‘‘destructive and harmful,”’
and the Executive Council unanimous-
ly proposed an alternative to Reagan’s
budget. But an examination of this
‘‘alternative’’ shows that it is not an
alternative at all. Rather it is a new
edition of the tattered and hated poli-
cies of the Carter regime, the very
same reactionary policies which today
are at the core of Reagan’s policies.
The AFL-CIO ‘‘alternative’’ is simply
an attempt to pass off the equally fatal
Democratic Party poison as the anti-
dote to Reaganite ‘‘Jonestown eco-
nomics.”’

Let us briefly look at this much bal-
lyhooed ‘‘alternative.”’

® The AFL-CIO ‘‘alternative’
backs Reagan’s $221 billion war budg-
et to the hilt. Reagan’s proposal to add
another $34 billion to the Pentagon
budget in 1983, on top of the $28 bil-
lion increase last year, represents an
unprecedented shift of funds into the
capitalist war machine. Even the presi-
dent of the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce has indicated that such a stag-
gering shift may cause economic prob-
lems and has asked Reagan to slightly
limit his defense increase by $15 bil-
lion. The openly rabid war maniacs in
Congress, both Republican and Dixie-
crat, have also told Reagan that his
war budgets are a shade too high for
the economy to bear. But the AFL-CIO
chieftains are sticking firmly to their
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Prosperity for the Capitalists—Hunger for the Working People

Continued from front page

tation slave owners of the past. And
his ‘“‘new federalism’ schemes are
nothing less than vicious slave driver
measures for further squeezing the
working people.

These ‘‘new federalism’ plans
would mark a major step towards tak-
ing the present massive cutbacks in
the already meager social welfare pro-
grams to their logical conclusion — the
outright dismantling of these pro-
grams altogether. According to Rea-
gan’s outline, in exchange for the fed-
eral government taking over the full
cost of Medicaid, in ‘‘a single bold
stroke’’ some 45 federal programs will
be turned over to the states. These will
include Aid to Families with Depend-
ent Children (AFDC), a cornerstone
of the welfare system set up in the
1930’s, and the food stamp program.
Together these two programs alone
make up the largest portion of the fed-
eral relief programs for the poor. Rea-
gan is proposing that, after a transition
period from 1984-1991, the entire
funding for these 45 programs will
come from the states and that respon-
sibility for what level of benefits will
be maintained, or whether or not these
programs will be maintained at all, will
also be placed with the state govern-
ments.

The Reaganites point out that this
plan will reduce social welfare spend-
ing because state and local govern-
ments are less susceptible to the pres-
sure of the masses, or, as they put it,
to the ‘‘pressure of interest groups.’’
In other words, the authors of this

‘‘new federalism’’ are fully aware that
this is a vicious scheme to break up the
class-wide resistance of the working
masses as the protests against the cut-
backs and the demands for relief will
be deprived of a national target and
will be directed instead at S0 separate
state governments.

Moreover these demands will be di-
rected at state governments most of
which simply do not have the revenues
to sustain these 45 federal programs.
In Reagan’s scheme the states will
be granted authority to raise excise
taxes on gasoline, tobacco, etc., to
cover the cost of these programs, tax-
es which weigh disproportionally
heavy on the backs of the poor who al-
ready can't afford the sky-high price of
gasoline, etc. But such excise taxes
won't be half enough to sustain these
programs. As well, in practice it is
much more difficult for a state govern-
ment, as compared to the federal gov-
ernment, to put into effect demands
that the necessary revenues be raised
by placing taxes on the corporations
and the rich.

Furthermore, even in those states
which do have the money there is no
guarantee that the state legislatures
won't drastically cut or even abolish
these programs outright. A case in
point is oil-rich Texas where, for ex-
ample, a family of four which has an
annual income of $1,000 is regarded as
being above the poverty level and
therefore ineligible for state-funded
social welfare programs. So in Texas
and a number of other states, particu-
larly in the South, AFDC, food stamps
and other programs could very well

be nearly or completely wiped out rela-
tively quickly under Reagan’s plan.
Elsewhere there will be another round
of even more drastic cuts, while the to-

C ] HAVE SECRET INFORMATION
FROM THE MOST RELIABLE SOURCES...

tal collapse of these programs may
take somewhat longer. In a word, Rea-
gan’s ‘‘new federalism’ is a ‘‘single
bold stroke’’ on the way to dismantling
altogether the social welfare programs
and other forms of relief for the unem-
ployed and impoverished.

To sell his ‘“‘new federalism”
scheme Reagan is wrapping it in rheto-
ric about ‘‘states’ rights’' and billing
it as a measure to ‘‘give power back to
the states.”’ It is quite fitting that Rea-
gan is waving the ‘‘states’ rights”
banner. Here he is in the well-suited
company of the former slaveholders
and of his more contemporary cronies

who, in the name of ‘‘states’ rights,””
curse against Social Security and mini-
mum wage laws and openly champion
Jim Crow segregationism and other
forms of semi-medieval barbarism
against the working people. Now, un-
der this same slave masters’ watch-
word, Reagan has produced a scheme
to rob the poverty stricken of even the
present all too meager forms of relief.

But no one should think for a minute
that slave driver Reagan lacks compas-
sion for the slaves. Oh no! Reagan is
simply a devout believer in the ‘‘volun-
teer spirit.”’ In his State of the Union
address Reagan pointed out that
he even has a special task force
seeking to promote church and other
charitable organizations to help fill
the gap created by his dismantling of
the present government programs. Af-
ter all, Reagan noted, ‘‘such groups
are almost invariably far more efficient
than government in running social pro-
grams.’’ Here we have arrived at the
bottom line of the Reaganites’ plans —
putting the fate of the millions of job-
less and hungry workers into the
hands of private charity. Indeed, Rea-
gan is harking back to the ‘‘volunteer
spirit’’ displayed in the good old days
of the Great Depression when the mil-
lions of half-starved workers stood in
church soup kitchen lines for their
daily bowl of gruel.

Fight the Capitalist Offensive!

Of course, what the Reaganites have
in their plans and what they will suc-
ceed in imposing on the working class
in the face of the mass opposition are

two different things. But here it must
be stressed that there is a world of dif-
ference between, on the one hand, the
genuine popular opposition of the
working people and, on the other
hand, the totally corrupt, hypocritical,
election year, ‘‘opposition’’ of the mo-
nopoly capitalist party out of office —
the Democratic Party and its political
allies.

The bulk of Reagan’s policies were
taken over directly from the Democrat-
ic Carter regime and, for over a year
now, Ted Kennedy, Tip O’Neil and the
other Democratic Party heroes have
been marching in lockstep with the
Reaganites in passing Reagan’s mili-
tary budget, social service cutbacks,
and so on down the line. As the mid-
term elections approach, the Demo-
crats are meekly whimpering that the
White House doesn’t see the necessity
to sweeten the attacks on the masses
with a dose of cheap liberal-labor rhet-
oric about ‘‘fairness’’ and ‘‘justice’’
for the working man. But on all the
fundamentals the Democrats agree
with Reagan whole hog. So, for exam-
ple, whether or not Reagan’s particu-
lar ‘‘new federalism'’ schemes are
adopted, both Democrats and Repub-
licans alike stand on the bipartisan
platform of cutting relief for the poor
down to the bone.

But unlike the millionaire politicians
of the Democratic Party, the working
people are bearing the brunt of the
capitalists’ crisis measures. Every
working man and woman knows that
Reagan’s fairy tales about ‘‘prosperi-
ty’" are a lie, as it is the workers who
are being saddled with the layoffs,

wage cuts, productivity drives, price
increases, and cuts in needed social
services. It is therefore the working
class which is the bastion of opposition
to Reaganism, and which, when organ-
ized and mobilized, has the strength to
successfully confront the capitalist of-
fensive.

It must not be forgotten that even
under the dire conditions of the Great
Depression the workers unfolded pow-
erful mass struggles against bearing
the burden of the crisis, including for
relief for the jobless and hungry. A by-
product of these struggles was the bas-
ic social welfare system that the Rea-
ganites are striving to dismember to-
day. Incidentally, both then and now,
of all the major capitalist countries, the
American capitalists are among the
stingiest in providing even the most
meager relief programs and are dis-
tinguished for their most brutal treat-
ment of the unemployed and the poor.

The workers are seething with anger
against the Reaganite attacks. The
storm that is brewing among the work-
ers was again indicated by a new
round of demonstrations across the
country. From Bloomington, Minneso-
ta, to Des Moines, lowa, to Indianapo-
lis, Indiana, to Cincinnati, Ohio, to
Chicago, Illinois, to Olympia, Wash-
ington, tens of thousands of workers
have come out in recent weeks to pro-
test against the Reagan policies. The
working people are showing that they
want a real fight against Reaganite re-
action and the whole capitalist offen-
sive. Building a powerful, independent
movement of the working class is on
the order of the day. U
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principles, to their unshakable position
of year in and year out giving their full,
unquestioning support for whatever
the Pentagon generals request for the
feverish war preparations of the U.S.
imperialist warmakers. For the case-
hardened warmongers at the head of
the AFL-CIO, no price is too high when
the chieftains of imperialist aggression
request more missiles; neutron
bombs, and poison gas in order to be
able to better annihilate the working
people of other lands.

@ The AFL-CIO ‘‘alternative’’ calls
for heavy tax increases on the backs of
the working people. What should be
done about the projected $91 billion
deficit resulting from the monstrous
military buildup is the central bone of
contention between Reagan and his
Democratic Party and other ‘‘oppo-
nents’’ on the budget issue. Under
Reagan'’s proposal the $91 billion will
be added to the national debt owed to
the banks and financial tycoons who in
1983 alone will rake in over $130 billion
in interest payments robbed from the
working people’s tax money. Ted Ken-
nedy, Tip O’Neill and the other Dem-
ocratic Party chieftains, on the other
hand, want to cover these Pentagon
deficits by plundering the people with
tax hikes.

This latter position is the central
plank of the AFL-CIO’s ‘‘alternative’’
budget. American Teachers Union
president, Albert Shanker, put the
matter plainly: ‘‘I am a super-hawk,
but the most important element in na-
tional defense is national will, and
Reagan simply has not demonstrated
that will.... Part of the question of
national will has to do with who is will-
ing to pay.’’ (Washington Post, Febru-
ary 16, 1982) Accordingly the AFL-CIO
Executive Council made it clear that it
is willing to make the working people
pay. It is demanding a $31 billion in-
crease in income taxes plus a special
individual and corporate surtax on in-
come tied to the level of military
spending which will add another $33
billion in taxes.

@ The AFL-CIO ‘“‘alternative’’ pro-
vides for more billions in handouts to
the corporations. For the sake of dem-
agogy, to provide a little artificial
sweetener, the AFL-CIO’s resolution
contains rhetoric about repealing some
of Reagan’s tax cuts to the rich and the
corporations. Among other things, it
calls for repealing the $11.2 billion re-
ceived last year by the oil monopolies
in cuts in the windfall profits tax.

Incidentally, these tax cuts were put
into the 1981 budget for the oil monop-
olies by the Democrats.

But what these labor traitors want

Brorts 4

One of the banners raised by the con

tingent of the Chicago Branch of the

MLP at a demonstration of 1,500 workers in Chicago on December 19
against the Reagan economic policies. All across the couniry, working
masses in the tens of thousands have angrily denounced the Reaganite of-

fensive.

to take from the corporations with one
hand, they want to give back with the
other. In the place of some of the a-
cross-the-board tax breaks for the cor-
porations they want to provide ‘‘tar-
geted’’ grants to ‘‘ailing industries’’
like the huge auto, steel, rubber, con-
struction and other corporate monopo-
lies. The AFL-CIO proposal calls for
setting up a Reconstruction Finance
Board which was one of Carter’s pet
projects for forking over tens of bil-
lions in ‘‘targeted’’ handouts to the
corporations so as to help these poor
ailing capitalists with their job-cutting
“‘reindustrialization’’ plans. No matter
what name they are given, these mas-
sive handouts to the corporations
mean shifting an ever greater weight
of the tax burden onto the backs of the
hard pressed working people, making
the rich richer and the poor poorer.

® The AFL-CIO’s ‘‘alternative’’
does not even call for restoring what
Reagan has already cut, let alone nec-
essary increases in relief and social
services. The AFL-CIO bosses have
plenty of fine words about alleviating
the suffering of the unemployed and
the poor and providing the necessary
social services for the working people.
Their proposal calls for some relative-
ly small increases for public works,
job training, housing subsidies, and
federal unemployment insurance ex-
tensions (a measure which, for the
time being, Reagan has already grant-
ed). And the AFL-CIO statement ‘op-
poses the new cuts in Reagan’s 1983
budget. But the outrageous thing of it
is that they express.no disagreement
at all with the present budget laws
which are robbing millions and mil-
lions of the growing number of jobless
and poverty-stricken of needed food

stamps, welfare, and other relief, and
which is steadily eroding education,
health and other vital services. That is
to say, the AFL-CIO ‘‘alternative’’
only slows the pace of Reagan’s ruth-
less cuts. After all, as Lane Kirkland
has frequently warned Reagan, if you
go too far too fast with cuts in social
programs this may ‘‘create new anti-
defense constituencies’’ which might
get in the way of the feverish military
buildup.

Social-Democratic Doves
Fly With the Militarist Hawks

Despite the thoroughly reactionary
nature of the AFL-CIO’s so-called *‘al-
ternative,’’ the capitalist media is por-
traying it as the fighting stand of “‘la-
bor’’ against Reaganism. Moreover
the social-democrats such as the scrib-
blers in the social-democratic rag In
These Times and other opportunists
are hailing the Bal Harbor meeting
as a sign of the AFL-CIO’s alleged
‘‘practical shift to the left’’! (See In
These Times, '‘AFL-CIO support for
the arms race may be flagging,”’ Feb-
ruary 24, 1982)

The social-democrats are particular-
ly excited about the fact that for the
first time the AFL-CIQ has set up a
high-level commission to study the
question of defense spending and to
make a report in a year’s time. Sup-
posedly this was a great concession to
William Winpisinger, social-democrat-
ic chieftain of the International Asso-
ciation of Machinists (IAM), in his
struggle to sway the opinions of the
pro-military hawks who make up the
majority of the leaders on the council.
For the social-democratic falsifiers of
In These Times, such details as the
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fact that the Executive Council voted
unanimously for Reagan’s defense
budget, with Winpisinger and the so-
cial-democratic doves flying side by
side with the most militarist hawks, is
a matter of but little importance.

But no amount of whitewashing by
their social-democratic and opportun-
ist apologists can hide the fact that the
trade union leaders in the U.S. are the
most corrupt, anti-worker, chauvinist
and warmongering lackeys of the bour-
geoisie. The so-called ‘‘democratic-
socialists’’ of the likes of Winpisinger
and Doug Fraser are in no way an ex-
ception to this. Indeed the trade union
officialdom is in the van of the Reagan-
ite offensive against the working ¢lass.
This is demonstrated by their “‘alter-
native’’ budget and in particular by
their dirty strikebreaking role in the
Reaganite wage-cutting offensive a-
gainst the workers.

Only yesterday these labor bureau-
crats were the foremost champions of
the Carter regime's wage control
measures against the workers. Today,
while not giving up their perennial de-

mands for wage controls, with Doug
Fraser of the United Auto Workers in
the lead, the trade union bureaucrats
are eagerly jamming the -capitalist
wage-cutting concession demands
down the workers’ throats. When ask-
ed about why the trade union leaders
were so readily agreeing to wage
freezes and takebacks, Lane Kirkland
explained that ‘‘labor is prepared to
play its part. In the words of the Bible,
ask us to go a mile and we will go
twain. '’ (New York Times, January 30,
1982) Such is the class collaborationist
and downright servile stand of this
so-called ‘‘labor leader’” before the
capitalist offensive against the work-
ing class.

Fight the Reaganite Offensive!

The AFL-CIO chieftains’ ‘‘opposi-
tion’’ to the Reaganite attacks is no op-
position at all. Their “‘fight’’ with the
Reaganites goes no further than their
campaigns for the equally reactionary
programs of the Democratic Party.
Reaganism can not be combatted by

— More Democratic Party Poison

embracing Reagan’s war budgets, by
lobbying for tax hikes on the people
and handouts to the corporations, by
accepting cutbacks in social programs,
or by saddling the workers with wage
cuts.

A real struggle against the Reagan-
ite offensive requires firm opposition
to both the Republican and Democratic
parties of monopoly capitalist reaction.
It requires a bitter struggle against the
sabotage of the scab trade union lead-
ers who are trying to chain the work-
ers’ opposition to the tail of the demo-
cratic donkey.

A real struggle against Reaganism
calls for working to develop the power-
ful, mass revolutionary struggle of the
working class against the entire capi-
talist program.

Down with the aggressive war prep-
arations of U.S. imperialism! Tax the
rich, not the working masses! Fight for
relief for the jobless and the poor and
against cuts in needed social services!
No to wage-cutting concessions! Fight

the Reaganite offensive of the rich!
O

Correspondence

January 20, 1982

Dear Comrades,
This is in reply to an article in the
‘*independent liberal newsweekly’’

the Guardian, issue of January 13,
1982. As you know, the liberals on the
Guardian staff have been tailing trade
union bureaucrats, femninists, paci-
fists, Democratic hacks, and social-
democrats as well. They love to tout
themselves as oh so ‘‘progressive’’
and like to be radical chic. They never
tire of denouncing any criticism of
their line as ‘‘ultra-leftist’’ and ‘‘sec-
tarian.”’

But this time the economist-tailist
Guardian has gone too far and they

have joined the chorus of outright ca-
pitulation to the employing class. In
this January 13 article by Guardian
staff writer Ben Bedell on the AFL-CIO
tactics for the 1982 elections. Not a
word of criticism is uttered over the
treachery of the AFL-CIO leaders in
fleecing the workers of tens of millions
of dollars to back the ‘‘left’’-talking
Reaganites in the Democratic Party!
Worse, Bedell capitulates to outright
chauvinism by parroting the capitalists’

and labor union hacks’ lies that the

economic crisis and suffering of work-
ers is due to ‘‘foreign competition.”’
He says that workers drawing a sti-
pend and specialized training were

‘‘sacked due to foreign competition.’’
This is a lie and Bedell and the Guard-
ian know it! They want to cozy up in
bed toe bourgeois liberals and labor un-
ion sellouts. So they push this disgust-
ing chauvinism to divide the workers.
They do it so workers won’t see the
capitalist cause of the crisis. They
want the workers divided so the Dem-
ocrats and union hacks can destroy
their independent struggles and keep
them in the Democratic Party. We can-
not let the Guardian get away with this
treachery. We must expose them to
the worker masses.

Fraternally...

Los Angeles

Reagan gives go ahead
for draft registration

THE BUFFALO

ANTI-IFPERUALIST

NEWSLETTER

TWION OF ANTI- TMPERIALIST STUDENTS

(The following is taken from The
Buffalo Anti-Imperialist Newsletter of
the Union of Anti-Imperialist Stu-
dents, February 3, 1952.)

Reagan’s decision to proceed with
the registration of young men for the
draft comes as no surprise. The Rea-
gan administration has been steadily
marching to bring back the draft since
the day it took over from the war-
mongering Carter government. While
trying to hide behind the mask of be-
ing ‘“‘opposed to a peacetime draft,”’
Reagan and his band of assassins have
been working frantically to put an end
to peacetime. Even today Reagan is
trying to preserve his fairy tale about
being opposed to a peacetime draft.
He claims that ‘‘regrettably’’ he has
*‘no choice’’ but to continue registra-
tion because if he doesn’t, he says the
Soviet social-imperialists will interpret
this as a sign of ‘‘weakness.”” What a
fraud!

The draft is an important part of
U.S. imperialism’s all-round prepara-
tions for war. Reagan, just like Carter
before him, is preparing to take the

. U.S. to war to defend the interests

of the monopoly capitalist billionaires.
The imperialists are preparing for war
to put down the peoples who are rising
up against imperialist domination,
and they are preparing for war with
their main rivals the Soviet social-
imperialists to decide which of these
thieves will be top dog in plundering
the land and labor of other peoples.
The imperialists must have cannon
fodder to wage their reactionary and
aggressive wars, and so they must
have the draft. This is why, no matter
what lies they tell on election day, all
the capitalist politicians — Democrat
and Republican alike — have proven to
be solid supporters of the draft.

The masses of people in the U.S.
have no interest in fighting wars for
the rich. Furthermore, the lessons of
the Viet Nam war have not been for-
gotten and resistance has grown with
each step the imperialists have taken
toward war. Hundreds of demonstra-
tions and other actions have been or-
ganized all across the country, and a

new wave of opposition is arising to
meet Reagan’s latest announcement.
It is precisely the mass struggle which
is needed to oppose the draft. Further,
in this struggle, opposition to impe-
rialism must be put in the center.  []

No to
U.S. Imperialist
War Preparations!
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OLYMPIA, WASHINGTON

12,000 Workers
e Reaganite Offensive

Denounc

On January 20th, 12,000 workers
demonstrated against Reagan and Re-
publican Governor John Spellman at
,the Washington State Capitol in Olym-
Ipia. The workers marched through the
streets of Olympia to the Hall of Jus-
tice where a rally was held. During the
march and at the rally site the rank-
and-file workers militantly denounced
the growing unemployment, the cuts
in the social benefit programs for the
poor, and other attacks on the working
masses by the Reagan and Spellman
administrations.

The Marxist-Leninist Party took an
active part in this protest. A contin-
gent of supporters of the Seattle
Branch of the MLP carried a big ban-
ner that proclaimed ‘‘Down with Rea-
gan — Chieftain of Capitalist Reac-
tion!'' A singing group of the Seattle
Branch performed a number of songs
which were very popular among the
workers. These songs denounced Rea-
gan and ridiculed the two big parties
of capitalist reaction, the Republicans
and Democrats. As well, the Seattle
Branch produced a special leaflet for
the demonstration. The leaflet contain-
ed several articles including a call to
the workers to ‘‘Go All Out Against
Reagan!’’; a denunciation of Governor
Spellman’s anti-worker policies (which
is reproduced below); and an exposure
of the AFL-CIO bureaucrats’ fraudu-
lent ‘‘opposition’’ to Reagan. The leaf-
let also included articles in support of
the revolutionary struggle of the peo-
ple of El Salvador against U.S. imperi-
alism and a denunciation of martial
law in Poland. Copies of this leaflet
were distributed far and wide among
the workers. The leaflets and the mili-
tant slogans shouted by the MLP sup-
porters were warmly greeted by the
demonstrators.

The Olympia march was another
manifestation of the deep hatred that
is boiling up among the workers a-
gainst the capitalist offensive headed
up by the Reagan government.

The ‘‘Opposition”’ of
the AFL-CIO Bureaucrats Is
No Opposition at All

The demonstration in Olympia was
called by the Washington State AFL-
CIO. But by their actions and state-
ments the trade union bureaucrats
showed that their aim was not to or-
ganize the fight against Reagan, but
instead to prop up Reagan’s twin, the
Democratic Party. Many of the speak-
ers at the rally called on the workers
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Above: 12.000 workers rallied in Olympia, the state capital of Washington,

nOWK KITH REAGAN (B 1

-CHIEFTAIN OF
CAPITALIST
REACTION!

on January 20 to denounce the growing unemployment, cutbacks in social
services, and other attacks on the masses by Reagan and the Reaganite
state government. Below:With banners, slogans, songs and thousands of
leaflets, a contingent organized by the MLP took an active part in the
Olympia demonstration and spread the call for going ‘All Out Against Rea-

gan!’

to vote Democrat in this year’s elec-
tions. Likewise, when speaking of their
program for ‘‘fighting’’ Reagan, the
union hacks simply endorsed the anti-
worker policies of Jimmy Carter and
the Democrats. For example, the na-
tional secretary-treasurer of the AFL-
CIO, Thomas R. Donahue, spoke at the
rally, denouncing Reagan for ‘‘job
losses, recessions, and tax breaks for
the rich.’’ But instead of calling on the
workers to fight these policies, he de-
clared, ‘‘We want an effective partner-
ship of labor, business and govern-
ment.”” And he went on to spell out
the AFL-CIO’s support for Carter’s
job-eliminating ‘‘reindustrialization”’
program and ‘‘targeted’’ tax breaks
for the rich. In other words, although
Carter and the Democrats’ policies
are just as much against the workers
as Reagan’s, the AFL-CIO bureaucrats
prefer them because they allow for a
‘‘partnership,’’ a chance for the bu-
reaucrats to sit on the government
bodies that administer over ‘‘job loss-
es, recessions, and tax breaks for the

rich.”’

The fraudulent nature of the umion
bureaucrats’ ‘‘opposition’’ was graph-
ically demonstrated when Spellman
walked up to the speakers’ platform
and was greeted by the bureaucrats
who shook his hand and held a friend-
ly chat with him for several minutes.
Support for the Democratic Party
means just this, cozy chats and warm
embraces for the Reaganite Republi-
cans.

The workers want a real fight a-
gainst Reagan. This is why they show-
ed a keen interest in the work of the
MLP at the demonstration. The work-
ers are beginning to feel that Reagan
cannot be fought by trusting their fate
to the Democratic Party as their loyal
lap dogs, the AFL-CIO misleaders,
preach, Only by breaking with both oi\
the big parties of capitalist reaction
and building the independent move-
ment of the working class can the
workers defend their own interests a-
gainst the offensive of the capitalist
class. ' O
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More protests against
the persecution of the Haitian refugees

Throughout the past months a
movement against the Reagan admin-
istration’s immigration policy has been
unfolding with a series of militant ac-

tions taking place in Miami, New York, .

Washington, D.C., and Puerto Rico.
The singling out of the Haitian refu-
gees as an example of the ‘‘stringent
enforcement”’ measures of the Rea-
ganite program has fueled the anger
and outrage of the Haitian and other
working masses.

.On January 2, well over 1,500 peo-
ple demonstrated and rallied in Brook-
lyn to denounce the criminal treatment
of the Haitian refugees. The militant
protest was very spirited and deeply
reflected the outrage among the broad
masses against the persecution of
the Haitian refugees by the Reagan
administration. The demonstrators
shouted slogans demanding ‘‘Free-
dom for the Haitian refugees,”’ and
that ‘‘Haitians must rise and over-
throw Duvalier!”’ and declared ‘‘What
is the solution? Revolution!’’ More re-
cently, on January 22, over 120 Haitian
workers picketed outside the INS of-
fices in Manhattan denouncing the
government’s anti-immigrant policy
and U.S. imperialist support of the fas-
cist Duvalier regime.

During December several mass ac-
tions of protest and rebellion occurred.

“No to the persecution of the Haitian refugees!,”” ‘““No
to the U.S. imperialist domination of the Caribbean!,”
read the banners of the New York Metro Branch of the

8. (}”

Hundreds of Haitians in Miami, Lex-
ington and Brooklyn detention centers
launched a hunger strike. Numerous
militant demonstrations took place dai-
ly outside the Krome Avenue center in
Miami in support of the hunger strike
there, and on December 27, hundreds
of demonstrators stormed the center,
battling the police, and freed over 100
detainees.

In December also, 200 prisoners at
Fort Allen in Puerto Rico rebelled a-
gainst the cruel separation of men and
women, husbands and wives. On De-
cember 12, massive demonstrations of
over 6,000 in Washington, D.C., and
5,000 in Puerto Rico were held, de-
nouncing the Reagan policy and de-
manding political asylum and freedom
for the Haitian prisoners in the U.S.
On November 2, over 3,000 people
took to the streets in New York City in
a militant march and demonstration a-
gainst the barbaric treatment. of the
Haitian refugees. This occurred a few
days after the tragic drowning of 33
Haitians off the coast of Florida.

Like Carter before him, Reagan
claims that the Haitians must be de-
ported because they are ‘‘economic’’
and not ‘‘political’’ refugees. But no
amount of slick terminology of the im-
perialists can justify the persecution of
the Haitian refugees or hid= the tyran-

nical nature of the Duvalier regime.
The people are fleeing a regime of
casehardened fascists which uses the
armed forces and police to subjugate
the masses, which brutally suppresses
and jails all political opposition, a
regime in which there is not one ounce
of freedom for the masses. And be-
hind this bloody suppression of the
Haitian masses stands U.S. imperial-
ism, the main prop of the hated Du-
valier regime. Haiti is a reliable bul-
wark of U.S. imperialism and a haven
for bloopsucking monopoly corpora-
tions.

It is very telling that while Reagan
reserves the most brutal treatment for
the Haitian refugees, he is deeply con-
cerned about the future of the Duvalier
regime.’ Within two weeks of the
drownings in Florida, the Reagan ad-
ministration announced that is was re-
designing its aid program for Haiti
with the hope of strengthening and
bolstering the bloodthirsty dictator-
ship of Baby Doc and further sinking
the claws of U.S. imperialism into the
suffering masses of Haiti.

(Excerpted from a Special Bulletin of
The West Indian Voice, newspaper of
the Caribbean Progressive Study
Group, February 2, 1982.) U

MLP and the Caribbean Progressive Study Group at the
January 2 demonstration in Brooklyn in solidarity with
the struggle of the Haitian refugees.

Reaganomics in Washington State

(The following article is reprinted from
a special leaflet issued by the Seattle
Branch of the MLP for the January 20
demonstration on the first anniversary
of Reagan's inauguration.)

In Washington State, Governor John
Spellman and his legislative cronies of
both capitalist political parties have
enthusiastically taken up the Reagan-
ite program of attacking the working
masses and shifting the burden of the
crisis onto their backs. In fighting the
Reaganite offensive, it is necessary for
the workers to also fight the program
of Spellman, Reagan’s faithful stu-
dent.

Soaring Unemployment

Some ten million workers in this
country are unemployed (over 200,000
in Washington State alone), and the
number is rising every day.

What has Reagan done? Together
with the Democrats in Congress, he
has proceeded to cut off various feder-
al unemployment benefits — all in the
name of ‘‘restoring the incentive to
work.’’ In other words, these capitalist
slave drivers plan to ‘‘solve’’ unem-
ployment by attacking the unemployed
with a vengeance. The rich are throw-
ing ever more workers into the ranks of
the unemployed and using them to
drive down further the conditions of
those workers who remain on the job.

In Washington State, Govegnor
Spellman and the other capitalist poli-
ticians are marching in close step with
Reagan. True, they may shed a croco-
dile tear or two about unemployment
as high as 20% in some parts of the
state. But their response is exactly the
same as Reagan’s! Over the last year,
Spellman and the legislature have
passed over a billion dollars in social
service cutbacks and carried out huge
layoffs of state workers. And today —
for all their fine talk about various ‘‘job
programs’’ — their ‘‘solutions’’ to un-
employment turn out to be nothing but
further Reaganite attacks.

For example, Governor Spellman
and the Republicans favor handouts to
various ‘‘needy’’ capitalists who
might then create a job or two (at

minimum wage, of course!). The
Democrats, while hailing Spellman’s
initiative, claim such ‘‘job programs’’
do not go far enough. (The Democrats
would like to see even more handouts
to the capitalists!) The Senate Demo-
crats put particular emphasis on de-
veloping the WIN (Work Incentive)
program to ‘‘create jobs.'’” The WIN
program, however, is nothing but a
Reaganite slave-labor scheme. In this
“‘workfare’’ program, jobless workers
forced onto welfare are made to accept
whatever starvation-wage job they are
offered, or their welfare benefits are
cut off. Such programs have nothing to
do with ‘“‘creating jobs’’ but are in-
tended solely to further impoverish the
most poverty stricken section of the
workers. Far from being a solution to
unemployment, this measure is in fact
(as the Democrats are hooting) a bud-
get cutback designed to save five mil-
lion dollars of welfare funds. Not to be
outdone by Spellman, the Democrats
are eager Reaganites in their attacks
on the unemployed.

The Washington State Labor Coun-
cil (WSLC) has gone into raptures over
the various ‘‘job programs'’ pro-
posed by the lying capitalist politi-
cians. As shown above, these ‘‘job
programs’’ mostly provide huge subsi-
dies to the rich with only a tiny number
of new jobs. In fact, the top trade
union leaders have no interest in fight-
ing unemployment. The top AFL-CIO
chieftains may yell about ‘‘saving
jobs,”” but to accomplish this they are
advocating that the workers make
huge wage concessions to the capital-
ists. But at Chrysler, the only job
saved by such concessions has been
UAW President Doug Fraser’s ‘‘job’’
on the Chrysler Board of Directors.

No! The workers must not sacrifice
to help the ailing capitalists. The work-
ers want a genuine fight: Against the
layoffs and unemployment! Against
the cutbacks in unemployment bene-
fits! Against the slave-labor schemes
of the capitalist politicians from Rea-
gan on down!

Fiscal Crisis

The Washington State fiscal crisis
has its roots first and foremost in the

Reagan war budget which requires
tens of billions of dollars in cuts from
social service programs to pay for war-
ships and neutron bombs for the U.S.
imperialists. These federal cutbacks
have resulted in at least $400 million
lost to the current Washington State
budget. Also, due to the deepening
economic depression, state tax reve-
nues have fallen dramatically.

What has been the response of the
Reaganites of both parties in Olympia?
— tax hikes on the workers and cut-
backs in services. Twice now in the last
year, Governor Spellman and the leg-
islature have launched such attacks —
some $1.1 billion in combined cutbacks
and taxes last spring, followed with
another round of $380 million last No-
vember. Now, in the midst of deepen-
ing fiscal crisis, Spellman and the leg-
islature are squabbling among them-
selves for a third time over how best to
steal another billion dollars from the
people. But despite the so-called
‘‘“friction’’ between *‘anti-tax’’ Repub-
licans and ‘‘anti-cutback’’ Democrats,
the legislature has no difficulty agree-
ing with Spellman that it is the work-
ing people who must be made to pay.

In this ongoing ‘‘debate’’ over how
best to fleece the masses, the stand of
the Washington State Labor Council is
most instructive. The WSLC endorsed
the November round of legislative tax
hikes and service cutbacks, stating,
‘‘We believe that tax increases at both
the state and local levels are a neces-
sary part of any responsible solution
(to the state’s fiscal crisis).”” Council
President Marvin Williams said, ‘‘We
recognize that a sales tax is a regres-
sive tax,’’ but a sales tax increase is
necessary ‘‘because the state govern-
ment is in critical condition.”’

Now, when Spellman and the legis-
lature are demanding yet another
round of taxes and cutbacks, the
WSLC is trying to cover up their earli-
er support for the cutbacks and tax
hikes. They are posturing that a solu-
tion to the fiscal crisis must not be
found ‘‘at the expense of working
people’” — yet they are refusing to or-
ganize the workers for a real fight. The
hacks only want to organize the work-
ers to ‘‘Vote Democrat’” — i.e., to

:
Reagan Embraces Segregationist Academies

(T ﬁ,e Jfollowing is based on an article
from the Boston Worker, newspaper of
the Boston Branch of the Marxist-Len-
intst Party, USAy January 21, 1952.)

On Friday, January 8, the Reagan
administration moved to give tax-
exempt status to private, avowedly
segregationist schools. They are
among the schools set up by govern-
ment officials and other diehard racists
to maintain segregation in the face of
the powerful mass movement against
racial discrimination. In many areas,
these schools were set up while the
funds for the public schools, and there-
fore the black students, were cut back.
The government has always given tax-
exempt status to most of them, but for
12 years has denied tax-exempt status
for those that openly proclaim their
goal of segregation. Now Reagan has
declared his love of segregation. Rea-
gan's decision would allow 100 such
schools status immediately while oth-
ers may apply. This has been met by

mass outrage and condemnation, forc-
ing Reagan to come up with various
maneuvers to cover his tracks. But
blaming Ed Meese, or even proposing
a law against his own decision, cannot
hide the clear signal of support given
to all the racists on January 8.

Far from being an isolated case of a
“‘misunderstanding,”’ this signal of
support for segregated schools is one
more example of the increasing racist
offensive being organized by the mo-
nopoly capitalist government.

Just recently, Reagan proposed to
get rid of ‘‘affirmative action’’ guide-
lines for any place employing less than
250 workers, that is, for most of the
work places in the country. Here, Rea-
gan is telling the employers to step up
the already vicious discrimination in
the hiring and training of black and
other oppressed nationality workers.
This discrimination is already causing
black workers to face 17%2% unem-
ployment, that is, twice the general
level, and black teenagers an incredi-

ble 47%! Such measures to increase
racial discrimination combined with
the current economic crisis mean abso-
lute devastation for the black masses.

In fact, all the measures which Rea-
gan and the rich are implementing
against the oppressed nationalities
and the immigrants are directed
against the entire working class. By
singling out and persecuting the black
people, the Mexican and Puerto Rican
people, and the immigrants, the capi-
talists hope to weaken and corrupt the
revolutionary fighting spirit of the
working class. Hitler's persecution of
the Jews was part of his program to
impose fascism on the entire German
working class. Today, the Reagan re-
gime is persecuting the oppressed na-
tionalities and immigrants as a central
part of its program of imposing fascist
slavery on all the workers. The fight
against this persecution and for full
rights for the oppressed nationalities
and immigrants is a vital question for
the whole working class. )

MASSACHUSETTS

Oppose Slave-Labor Workfare Schemes

(The following article is taken from
Boston Worker, newspaper of the
Boston Branch of the Marxist-Leninist
Party, USA, January 4, 1952.)

Very soon, Democratic Governor
Ed King’s brutal ‘‘workfare’’ program
is going into effect in Massachusetts.
This program is a vicious attack a-
gainst the working class and people.
It is nothing but a program of slave
labor which works hand in glove with
the cutbacks in social benefits pro-
grams that Reagan has implemented.
‘“Workfare’’ will force tens of thou-
sands who receive welfare to work for
their so-called *‘social benefit’’ of wel-
fare at minimum wage. And, they will
be doubly exploited by being put into
jobs that previously paid more than
minimum wage. Far from ‘‘gaining job
skills and work history’’ as Governor
King is propagandizing, these people
will mostly be filling unskilled govern-
ment jobs, replacing public sector
workers who lost their jobs due to
budget cutting of the state and local
governments. It is no coincidence that

vote for the most loyal supporters of
Spellman’s budget cuts and the most
noisy advocates of ever-higher taxes.
What Reaganites!

The workers demand a genuine fight
against the attempts to make the peo-
ple pay for the state fiscal crisis:
No more cutbacks and tax hikes on
working people! Tax the capitalist
exploiters! Make the rich pay for the
fiscal crisis! |

at a time when unemployment is run-
ning rampant — when 500,000 work-
ers are being thrown on the streets
every month — the capitalists imple-
ment a program like ‘‘workfare.”
What better way to instill fear in the
workers and to drive down the condi-
tions of the whole working class than
to turn the unemployed into a class of
slave laborers — workers forced to
choose between ‘‘workfare’’ and star-
vation! What better way to pay for
the huge tax subsidies the government
is giving the rich than by replacing
state and city workers with the slave
labor of the unemployed.

The capitalist government in the
U.S. was forced to grant paltry unem-
ployment and welfare benefits by the
great mass struggle of the workers
during the Depression of the 1930’s.
Today the rich are trying to take these
concessions back. To this end, the cap-
italist news media and politicians have
kept up steady propaganda that people
are unemployed and on welfare be-
cause they are ‘‘lazy bums who are
soaking the taxpayers.”” This propa-
ganda, of course, is a big lie which
blames the victims for the evils of the
capitalist system. People are not un-
employed because they are lazy; they
are unemployed because the capitalist
system cannot exist without creating
an ever-growing army of unemployed.
On top of this, every time there is an
economic crisis in this system, like the
present one, the capitalists throw mil-
lions more out of work in order to
save their profits. The people on wel-

fare are simply the most down trodden
section of unemployed, people who
have been unemployed for a long time
or who are unable to work because of
illness or because they have small
children and cannot afford childcare.

The capitalist complaint that the
people on welfare are lazy is not only
a lie but hypocrisy as well. After all,
the big capitalists themselves do no
useful work and they live like kings!
The same hypocrisy applies to their
concern that the unemployed are a tax
burden on the employed workers.
This is a real fraud, for Reagan is
handing over billions in workers’
tax monies to subsidize the corpora-
tions’  ‘‘economic  revitalization’’
programs and spending billions to pre-
pare for new imperialist wars to de-
fend the world empire of the billion-
aires.

The rich do not want to, and cannot,
eliminate unemployment. They only
want to make the lot of the unemploy-
ed more miserable. Unemployment
can only be eliminated by the revolu-
tion of the working class which estab-
lishes socialism, like in Albania.
There, everyone is guaranteed a job
and workers work to improve the life of
the people and not to fill the pockets
of the rich capitalists.

The capitalist campaign against the
unemployed and people on welfare is
a bipartisan policy of both the political
parties of the rich, the Democrats as
well as the Republicans. Every presi-

Continued on page 4
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A Determined Strike in Pittsburgh Enters Its Fifth Month

American Standard Workers
Strike Against Takebacks

3,700 workers in two railway equip-
ment plants in the Pittsburgh area
have been out on strike for over 16
weeks against the arrogant concession
demands of the capitalists. American
Standard, which owns these two
plants, is trying to force the workers
to cough up enormous wage cuts and
productivity measures. This is the fruit
of the capitalist takeback offensive
headed up by the Reagan government.
Most often the capitalists cry about
poverty or make empty promises that
jobs will be saved in order to justify
wringing concessions from their work-
ers. But the thriving transportation
business of American Standard can’t
hide the fact that it is making money
hand over fist. This example demon-
strates that once concessions are given
to one capitalist, no matter what the
pretext, then all the capitalist hogs
want to feed at the concession trough.

The American Standard workers
have given a fitting reply to these out-
rageous concessions. They rejected
the takebacks demanded by the Amer-
ican Standard capitalists and put up
their own demands for a $1.21 wage
increase, an uncapped cost-of-living
allowance and improvements in their
benefits. They voted overwhelmingly,
2,647 to 186, for a strike, and on No-
vember 1, 1981 they walked off the job
to press their demands. In late Decem-
ber the workers organized a mass
picket which stopped supervisors from
entering the plant to run production.
And today, despite the firing of 14

workers and court injunctions against
mass picketing, the workers are mili-
tantly continuing their strike and are
gaining ever wider support among
other workers in the Pittsburgh area.

The Capitalists Are Eating Caviar

The two Pittsburgh divisions of
American Standard, the Westinghouse
Air Brake Company (WABCO) with a
plant in Wilmerding, Pennsylvania
and the Union Switch and Signal
Company with a plant in Swissvale,
Pennsylvania are demanding a general
wage freeze plus direct cuts in wages
for the 75% of the workers who are on
piecework. They are also demanding a
whole plethora of productivity meas-
ures including: the installation of a
computer to track the workers’ every
move, whether on the line or to the
bathroom, all day long; the right to
change piecework and line quotas
during the term of the contract while
eliminating the workers’ right to strike
over such issues; the right to make
productivity, not seniority, the basis
for layoffs and job bidding.

American Standard claims it needs
such concessions because the market
is getting weak. But they have refused
to reveal the profit margins for these
two divisions. Nevertheless, published
figures for American Standard’s
transportation segment, which draws
one third of its sales from these two
divisions, show they made $49 million
in domestic operating profits in 1980.

The workers say that American
Standard is ‘‘eating caviar’’ and they
have refused to give an inch on the
capitalists’  concession  demands.
In fact, it is reported that American
Standard offered to give in to the
workers' demand for an uncapped
COLA if the workers would accept the
company’s productivity demands. But
the workers rejected this maneuver by
the capitalists and are continuing their
strike against all of the takeback de-
mands.

To carry through their struggle the
American Standard workers must also
stay on guard against any treachery
by the trade union bureaucrats. The
January 11 issue of Business Week
reports the president of the UE local
for the two plants as saying that
‘“‘the union will not agree to changes
in the contract language, although he
says the local will work informally
to help raise productivity.’” This indi-
cates that while the workers have re-
jected American Standard’s produc-
tivity measures, the union bureaucrats
may try to sneak them in through the
back door.

The strike of the American Standard
workers is a blow against the take-
back offensive of the capitalist class.
But, since the top bureaucrats of the
UE are well known for their sabotage
of workers' struggles, the American
Standard workers must be vigilant
towards the union hacks and continue
their mass struggle to defeat American
Standard’s concession demands. [

FORD
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ity. But since the average seniority
among Ford workers is about 16 years,
Ford does not expect layoffs to reach
these older workers. But even if some
are thrown out of work by plant clos-
ings, etc., the contract stipulates that
they must take even a minimum wage
job rather than receive GIS. The proof
that Ford doesn’t expect to pay GIS is
the fact that the maximum funding for
the program is only $45 million over
the life of the contract. If a real catas-
trophe happened and some 4,000
workers with at least 15 years senior-
ity were laid off and exhausted their
SUB benefits, the GIS fund would be
depleted in less than a year. This is
hardly a ‘‘guaranteed’’ income for life.

® No Closings of Plants, Unless
Ford Wants To. The two-year morato-
rium on plant closings resulting from
“‘outsourcing’’ has so many exceptions
to it that Ford is left with a free hand to
shut down any plant it wants. For ex-
ample, plants already scheduled to
close, like the Sheffield, Alabama
aluminum casting facility, are not cov-
ered by the moratorium. Likewise, the
contract allows Ford to shut plants
‘‘because of poor sales or internal con-

solidation of company operations.”
(Detroit News, February 16, 1982)
With such exceptions Ford will con-
tinue to close plants whenever it wants
just as it closed the Flat Rock, Michi-
gan casting plant and the assembly
plants in Los Angeles and Mahwah,
New Jersey in 1980-81.

@ A Few Pennies for the SUB Fund.
Today there are ‘‘officially’’ 66,280
laid off at Ford. Additionally, more
than 26,000 Ford workers have lost
their jobs since 1979 but they are no
longer even counted because they
have lost their recall rights. The big-
gest part of these laid off workers have
less than 10 years seniority and no
longer receive SUB benefits because
they have been off the job for over a
year.

This concession contract provides
for the temporary shoring up of the
SUB fund but only enough so that sev-
eral thousand workers who have been
laid off for less than a year will get
some benefits for a short time. As
well, workers with 10 or more years
seniority will get 24 months of SUB
and health care benefits. Thus, for
over $2 per hour in wage and benefit
concessions to Ford, 3¢ will go to the
SUB fund and the biggest part of the
laid off workers will still have to feed

and take care of their families with no
income. This is an outrage!

Furthermore, the money that Ford
is temporarily loaning to the SUB fund
($70 million) and the tiny increase in
payments to the fund (3¢ per work
hour) is so small that the SUB fund can
be expected to run dry once again in a
short while.

Clearly these measures are not
enough. If Fraser was really interested
in job security then he would demand
that the multi-billion dollar Ford Mo-
tor Co. rehire or provide a livelihood
for all those who have been thrown in-
to the streets — not just for a few thou-
sand for a short time.

Profit'Sharing >~/ A'Token,
~“Worthless-Sop-

According to reports the much ac-
claimed profit-sharing plan would only
give an average Ford worker $233 even
if Ford reached again the level of prof-
its of its most profitable year. Thus, if
each worker gives up thousands in
concessions now then maybe, some
day in the future, he will get a few
hundred back. Perhaps this is what
Fraser means by Ford's ‘‘humanitari-
an’’ approach to the workers. (]

GUATEMALA
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Arbenz government which had nation-
alized some land owned by the United
Fruit Company, the notorious U.S.
multinational corporation. The U.S.
imperialists have trained thousands of
the professional assassins and tortur-
ers of the Guatemalan army and po-
lice.

U.S. imperialism backs this regime
of torturers to the hilt while hypocriti-
cally moaning about ‘‘human rights’’
violations in Guatemala. In 1977, at
the height of Carter’s ‘‘human rights’’
fraud, certain military aid programs
were suspended to throw dust in the
eyes of world public opinion. However,
U.S. imperialism continued to supply
military equipment to the Guatemalan
fascists, both through government and
private sources in the U.S. as well as
through U.S. allies abroad. The Rea-
gan government has not yet removed
all formal restrictions but it has clearly
signaled its intention of stepping up
U.S. military aid. Last spring, Reagan
ordered removal of military trucks and
jeeps from the list of items which had
been restricted earlier. Meanwhile,
during 1980 and 1981, the U.S. Com-
merce Department approved the sale
of nine Bell helicopters which are the
civilian equivalent of the military ‘‘Hu-
ey.”’ The Guatemalan army has fitted
these with machine guns and is using
them in its savage terror campaigns a-
gainst the people. In sum, U.S. impe-
rialism’s ‘‘human rights’’ restrictions
have been nothing but a cynical fraud,
behind which both the Carter and Rea-
gan administrations have been quietly
arming the Guatemalan fascists.

Besides direct help from the U.S.,
U.S. imperialism’s allies are also heav-
ily involved in bolstering the Guatema-
lan regime. Israel plays a major role in
this. It continues to supply a steady
stream of rifles, ammunition, helmets,
transport planes mounted with gun-
pods, etc. It has opened up a military

communications school in the country.
There have also been reports of Is-
raeli advisors working with the Guate-
malan army.

U.S. imperialism props up the fas-
cist regime because it defends the in-
terests of the multinational corpora-
tions and the local exploiters. Guate-
mala is a country rich in natural re-
sources. Its agricultural land is plun-
dered by agri-monopolies such as Del
Monte; its huge nickel and oil deposits
are stolen by U.S. and Canadian cor-
porations. The workers and peasants
are exploited to the bone for the sake
of the profits of these foreign monopo-
lies and the local oligarchy. The pover-
ty of the people is so extreme that in
1980 Guatemala displaced Haiti as
the country with the highest infant
mortality in Latin America; more than
50% of all children die before the age
of five.

The Guatemalan people have never
reconciled themselves to the brutal ex-
ploitation and repression of imperial-
ism and the oligarchy. For over two
decades now, they have been waging
an armed struggle, with which they
have combined various other forms of
mass struggle of the workers, peasants
and youth. The objective of this strug-
gle is the overthrow of the fascist re-
gime.

Despite the ferocious repression to
which they have given countless mar-
tyrs, the fighting spirit of the revolu-
tionary masses remains unbent. In re-
cent years, the overthrow of the U.S.
puppet Somoza in Nicaragua and the
victorious forward march of the Sal-
vadorian people have given great im-
petus to the revolutionary struggle in
Guatemala. The Guatemalan people,
marching shoulder to shoulder with
their other Central American brothers
and sisters, are irresistibly heading
towards victory.

Solidarity with the people of Guate-
mala! O

WORKFARE
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dent since Nixon, Democrat or Repub-
lican, has tried to launch ‘‘workfare”’
on a national scale. It has been the
Democratic Congress which has ap-
proved Reagan’s measures to cut off
the automatic extension of unemploy-
ment insurance and other relief for the
unemployed. It is these Democrats
who have also approved Reagan’s
measures to deny food stamps and
Medicaid to millions of minimum wage
workers. And today in Massachu-
setts, the Democrat King is planning
to implement ‘‘workfare,”’ while
Reagan is working towards making it
mandatory in all states next year.

Workers, Governor King’s program
of ‘‘workfare’’ is an attack on the
whole working class. The fact that
Governor King plans to use ‘‘work-
fare’’ to replace the laid off public
sector workers shows what the rich
have in mind for all of us. The defense
of the poorest workers and the unem-
ployed is a fighting task for all the
working masses.

Wage mass struggle against cut-
backs in welfare and the ‘‘workfare'’
slave-labor scheme!

Fight against the Reaganite offen-
sive of the rich! B

Reaganite Unionism in Action

TEAMSTER BOSSES SIGN
A BIG WAGE-CUTTING SELLOUT

On January 15, the top labor traitors
of the Teamsters union announced an
agreement with the trucking capital-
ists on a new national contract which
completely betrays the interests of
over 270,000 union drivers. The terms
of the new sellout contract mean mas-
sive wage cuts, more torturous work-
ing conditions, growing unemploy-
ment for the truck drivers, and a veri-
table fortune for the trucking com-
panies. The new agreement consists of
a new National Master Freight Agree-
ment and various supplemental agree-
ments. So anxious were the Teamster
bosses to betray the truck drivers that
they have agreed to put the new con-
tract into effect on March 1, one month
before the old contract expires.

Presently, the Teamster chieftains
are working to impose this sellout con-
tract on the workers. Teamster Presi-
dent Roy Williams is trying to convince
the truck drivers to vote for the con-
tract by telling the big lie that contract
concessions will *‘save jobs’’ and ‘‘re-
gain the thousands of jobs lost through
layoffs.’” What a sick joke! As well the
infamous Teamster contract ratifica-
tion rules are such that the approval of
only one-third of the drivers voting is
needed for ratification. Thus the mem-
bership vote is little more than a for-
mality on the road to ramming through
the concession contract.

Massive Wage Concessions
to the Trucking Capitalists

The treacherous new contract pro-
vides enormous concessions to fatten
the profits of the trucking companies.
Wages have been frozen for the entire
37 months of the new agreement. The
cost-of-living payments have been
greatly reduced, with a portion of the
COLA diverted to finance pension,
health and welfare funds. For exam-
ple, the COLA payment of about 70¢
per hour due April 1 under the old con-
tract, will be cut by 25¢ per hour.
Moreover, COLA increases will only
be made once a year instead of the cur-
rent semiannual increases. Further-
more, there are provisions which allow
the trucking companies to pay a lower
wage rate for new hires during an ex-
tended ‘‘probationary’’ period. Thus
the new contract will result in big cuts
in the real wages of the workers.

Besides these measures, the agree-
ment will save the companies even
more money through allowing greater
leeway in scheduling the workweek
and by cutting benefits to drivers who
work less than a full week.

Eliminating Jobs
Under the Banner of Saving Jobs

In order to get the workers to accept
massive concessions, Teamster presi-
dent Williams is claiming the new
agreement will ‘‘preserve the jobs of
those now employed and will help re-
gain thousands of jobs lost through
layoffs and business failures in the
trucking industry.”” This is a fraud
from start to finish. First of all, there
is not a single provision guaranteeing
jobs. Secondly, the contract provision
easing restrictions on direct deliveries
by over-the-road drivers will wipe out
thousands of jobs of drivers who make
the local deliveries and warehouse-
men. Presently, under some local con-
tracts, over-the-road drivers drop their
freight at the trucking companies’ lo-
cal terminals. Then other drivers take
the shipments to their local destina-
tions. By eliminating these restrictions
the over-the-road drivers would be re-
quired to take shipments right up to
the final destination. This will elimi-
nate many of the jobs of local drivers
and lengthen the trips of the over-the-
road haulers.

Another provision of the contract
creates a new section of drivers who
would no longer be paid according to
the hours worked and the miles driven,
but by a percentage of the revenue
received by the companies for their
truck loads. This new arrangement is
also designed to intensify the workload
on the drivers. With this contract Wil-
liams and co. are not saving jobs, but
they are saving the capitalists profits
by helping them eliminate jobs.

A Pledge of More Takebacks
During the New Contract

As if the provisions of the new con-
tract do not rob enough from the truck
drivers, the new agreement shame-
lessly permits further takebacks be-
yond those in the new contract. Truck-
ing companies will be permitted to ap-
ply for ‘“‘special circumstance agree-
ments’’ which would allow them to cut
wages and benefits beneath those of
the new sellout contract. In fact, this
provision formally legalizes a common
practice of the Teamster labor traitors.
In March 1981, for instance, a number
of companies refused to pay the wage
and COLA increases due at that time
under the terms of the old contract.
Many local Teamster hacks capitaulat-
ed to this and agreed to reduced wage
levels. Meanwhile the top national
Teamster leaders, who never hesitate
to intervene in a local area to suppress
the workers, moaned that there was
nothing they could do to stop this. But
now the national leaders have found
what to do! They are legalizing and
openly encouraging the practice of rip-
ping up the contract at any time to
grant more concessions.

Open Supporters of
Reagan’s Anti-Worker Offensive

In their attacks on the workers’ live-
lihood, the Teamster leaders are open-
ly collaborating with Reagan, the
chieftain of capitalist slave driving.
The Reaganite anti-worker offensive
has made him the object of scorn and
bitter hatred among the working
masses. But for the arch-reactionary
Teamster leadership, Reagan is a
great hero. The teamster labor traitors
supported Reagan and his openly anti-
worker program when he ran for presi-
dent. And now that Reagan is making
good on his promises to attack the
working masses, these dogs are more
ecstatic about Reagan than ever.
Thus, in the union’s Teamster maga-
zine (December-January, 1982), Roy
Williams unashamedly stated: ‘“‘We
feel he [Reagan — ed.] is a strong
leader and has the ability to lead our
country in the right course....”” The

Teamster leadership’s support of the
Reaganite offensive is nothing but
treachery towards the entire working
class.

Support for the Reaganite offensive
means selling out the particular in-
terests of the Teamster workers -as
well. While Williams was negotiating
the new sellout concessions contract,
he visited his dear friend Reagan at
the White House and pledged to ‘‘be
as reasonable as conditions will permit
us te be.”’ As the new contract shows,
satisfying Reagan’s conception of be-
ing ‘“‘reasonable’’ means impoverish-
ing the workers and imposing unbear-
able workloads on them.

It is also known by everyomne that
Reagan is a champion of deregulation,
which has contributed to the worsen-
ing conditions of the truck drivers. De-
regulation of the trucking industry be-
gan under the Carter administration.
Through deregulation, the govern-
ment wanted to increase the propor-
tion of non-union drivers, which would
increase competition in the workers’
ranks and undermine their ability to
resist the capitalists. Deregulation was
designed to put pressure on the union-
ized workers to reduce their wages and
conditions to the level of non-union
drivers.

The Teamster leadership them-
selves like to whimper about how de-
regulation has cost thousands of jobs,
etc. Yet they supported Reagan for
president even after Reagan told the
Ohio Conference of Teamsters in Au-
gust 1980 that he supported ‘‘gradu-
al’’ deregulation of the trucking indus-
try. This shows the total hypocrisy of
the crocodile tears being shed by the
Teamster leaders over deregulation.

The attacks on the livelihood of the
truck drivers are another notorious
chapter in the Reaganite offensive
against the workers. With their new
concessions contract, the Teamster
bosses have served well their master
Reagan. They have taken their place
beside the UAW’s Fraser and the oth-
er top trade union bureaucrats in the
front ranks of the capitalists’ campaign
to wring intolerable concessions from
the workers. O

Meatpackers
Saddled With Wage Cuts

The Armour, Wilson, Swift and Hor-
mel meatpacking companies have
gleefully joined in the Reaganite wage-
cutting offensive against the workers.
They have succeeded in saddling the
workers in the meatpacking industry
with a 44-month-long wage-cutting
contract. And the treacherous mislead-
ers of the United Food and Commer-
cial Workers Union (UFCW) were so
eager to help their bosses that they
rammed this sellout contract through
some eight months before the old con-
tract was to have expired.

The new contract contains huge cuts
in the workers’ wages. In the settle-
ments at Armour and Wilson, which
set the pattern for the rest of the
40,000-worker industry, there is a
freeze on wages and the cost-of-living
allowance for the entire 44 months of
the contract. The workers will receive
only one lump sum payment based on
the COLA they should have received
in January and July of 1982, and even
this is deferred until December 1983.
This disgraceful sellout will leave the
meatpacking workers completely at
the mercy of high inflation. But the
wage cutting goes beyond even these
outrages. New hires will be forced to
work for $1 per hour less than the base
rate for the first 60 days of employ-
ment and 50¢ less for the next 30 days.
The meatpacking companies will be
permitted to pay less than the base
rate for three years at any plants built
in the future. And at one Armour
meatpacking plant in Nampa, Idaho,
the current wages were cut by $1.39
per hour.

In return for these enormous conces-
sions, the UFCW leaders promised
the workers improved job security. But
in fact, the entirety of this so-called job

security was that the meatpacking cap-
italists agreed that in return for the 44-
month wage freeze they will not close
any plants for 18 months. Of course,
the companies can still lay off as many
workers as they want, gradually phase
out plants for 18 months, and then
close plants altogether. What a fraud!

This sellout contract is the grand re-
sult of the UFCW bureaucrats’ avowed
policy of class collaboration. According
to UFCW President Wynn, ‘“The old
postures of us versus them were obso-
lete.”" And thus, the workers face sav-
age wage cutting and unemployment.
It is no wonder that Armour chairman,
John Teets, also hailed the new con-
tract as a ‘‘new era in management-
labor relations based on cooperation.””
This ‘‘cooperation’’ means that the
workers cooperate by giving huge con-
cessions to the capitalists, and the cap-
italists cooperate by graciously accept-
ing the concessions.

Although the traitorous UFCW
hacks managed to push through the
concessions, there was widespread op-
position among the workers. Workers
at Morrell and Co. refused to reopen
the contract and take concessions. At
the largest union local at Hormel, in
Austion, Minnesota, the sellout was
voted down. At Armour, some 42% of
the workers rejected the contract.

As the new contract takes effect, the
indignation of the workers is bound to
grow. For the workers who are being
made to bear the brunt of the capitalist
economic crisis, ‘‘us versus them'’ is
far from obsolete. The vicious attacks
on the workers’ livelihood will lead to
new rounds of struggle against the
capitalist exploiters. Class struggle,
not class peace, is the order of the day
for the meatpacking workers. 0

SOCIAL-DEMOCRACY
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doors for the most obstinate right of
Portugal to gain strength and come to
power. And in Spain, just as the Euro-
communists, revisionists of Carrillo,
they (the social-democrats) are con-
tributing to the recuperation of the
most rabid and fanatic .remains of
Francoism.

It has been the government of
‘‘the party of national hope’’ which
when the peasants have demanded
land it has ignored their demands,
which has mocked itself of the plight
of the urban workers on whom it has

riveted the chains of exploitation,
shortages, mass firings and repres-
sion.

The ones who are at fault for the
worsening of the situation of the
masses, who promised the moon and
the stars and later defrauded the
hopes which the masses placed on
them, are the ones to blame for the
fact that the forces which were smash-
ed in the elections of 1978, today con-
tinue to constitute a threat to demo-
cracy.

The fear of satisfying the popular
demands, the militant defense of the
interests of the landlords and the
bourgeois by the PRD regime are in-

deed factors in favor of the political
recovery of the fascists.

The left has no reason to bear this
historic blame and in this, the prin-
ciple PRD leader does have a direct
and personal responsibility, not only
because of his position as political
head of the party of government but
also for the campaigns of praise and
eulogy in favor of Balaguer, whom he
has presented as a model opponent,

as a man with historical merits and an
element favorable to the development
of democracy. ;

To say all this about an enemy of
the people while playing the role of
one who wants the people to be
satisfied with the distressing situation
they face does indeed favor the re-
covery of the fascists and the realiza-
tion of their plans. O



Another view of the demonstration against concessions for Ford held at

Cobo Hall, Detroit on February 20. The news of this protest was almost
totally blacked out by the news media which did not want to report on any
opposition among the auto workers to the sellout contract.

The Marxist-Leninist Party is wag-
ing a major campaign to organize the
fight against the latest round of wage
cutting in auto.

When the UAW bureaucrats an-
nounced that they were reopening the
auto contracts nine months early, the
January issue of The Workers' Advo-
cate branded this as belly-crawling
treachery and appealed to the workers
to fight. Likewise, when concessions
negotiations actually began with the
GM and Ford monopolies, a special
bulletin of The Workers ' Advocate was
published exposing the lies of the auto
monopolies and the UAW big shots.
Tens of thousands of these leaflets
were distributed at the plant gates in
cities all across the country, and they
played a role in organizing the strong
opposition of the rank-and-file GM
workers.

Stickers opposing concessions have
been plastered all over the walls in
auto plants. Militants have joined with
the MLP workers to pass out leaflets
inside the plants and to encourage
their fellow workers to oppose the
takebacks. When union meetings have
been called, the supporters of the MLP
have shown up to help rally the work-
ers to vote against concessions. On two
occasions the MLP called for demon-

strations against concessions, distrib-
uting thousands upon thousands of
leaflets in the Detroit area.

Most recently, when a sellout con-
tract was negotiated with the Ford bil-
lionaires, the MLP published another
special bulletin which exposed that,
for the $1 billion given up in conces-
sions, the workers will not get *‘job se-
curity’”’ but instead empty promises
and hot air.

Mounting Opposition to Takebacks

In all of its work, the MLP has struck
a chord among the rank-and-file work-
ers who are increasingly coming out in
opposition to the concessions schemes
of the auto billionaires and their lap
dogs in the top leadership of the UAW.

The workers’ opposition is the fruit
of several years of bitter experience.
Since 1979 the auto monopolists have
imposed one takeback after another
onto the auto workers. This has es-
pecially been the case for the Chrysler
workers who have suffered wage and
benefit cuts on three separate occa-
sions since 1979.

But this suffering is giving rise to
renewed struggle of the workers. In
the last half year, wildcat strikes and
demonstrations have broken out a-

MLP Organizes Against GM/Ford Concessions

The supporters of the MLP went widely among the auto workers to rally
them against concessions. Here MLP supporters distribute leaflets to Ford
workers at the giant River Rouge complex in Dearborn, M\.

mong the Chrysler workers at the Bel-
videre, Illinois assembly plant; Vernor
Tool and Die in Detroit; the engine as-
sembly plant in Windsor, Canada; the
Chrysler Tank Plant in Warren, Michi-
gan; and the stamping plant in Twins-
burg, Ohio. As well, opposition to con-
cessions was so widespread among the
GM workers that the contract talks col-
lapsed at GM at the end of January.
The Ford workers too have displayed
wide opposition to concessions. Last
year, when Ford threatened it would
close the plant unless the workers gave
up 50% cuts in pay, the workers at the
Sheffield, Alabama aluminum casting
plant overwhelmingly opposed the
concessions. And a broad section of
the Ford workers are denouncing the
sellout contract recently negotiated by
Ford and the UAW hacks. On Febru-
ary 20, the Ford workers’ hatred for
the sellout contract was manifested
when 300 workers demonstrated a-
gainst concessions at the UAW infor-
mational meeting for local officials
held in Detroit.

The MLP has gone deep among the
militant workers to organize the fight
against concessions. For several years
the MLP has carried out constant agi-
tation to show the workers the bitter
lessons to be learned from the capital-

ist takeback offensive and to galvanize
the opposition among the workers into
a fighting force. This several years of
work has shown that the vast majority
of the auto workers are opposed to con-
cessions. But what is needed to carry
through the struggle is organization.
Today, when the sellout contract at
Ford is just the beginning for conces-
sions at GM, Chrysler, AMC, Volks-
wagon, International Harvester, the
auto parts suppliers and so forth, this
lesson must be learned. The workers
must build revolutionary groups in the
factories. They should join with work-
ers from the MLP to distribute leaflets
and organize discussions to draw more
workers into the fight. Networks of
workers should be established to cam-
paign for a no-vote against the conces-
sion contracts and to prepare for slow-
downs, demonstrations and other
mass actions against the vicious de-
mands of the auto monopolies. The
fight against concessions is a major
part of the struggle against the capital-
ist offensive headed up by the Reagan
government. The task for the workers
in this struggle is clear. Auto workers,
organize! i

NO CONCESSIONS TO FORD!

Ford workers! Doug Fraser and the
other top UAW bosses are committing
a monstrous betrayal against . your
They have ripped up the contract and
have.signed a new tentative "agree-
ment- with Ford management. This
new contract will hand over to Ford
Motor Co. over $1 billion in conces-
sions ‘out of the wages and benefits
that you have worked and fought long
and hard for. And what did you get in
exchange? Nothing! Absolutely noth-
ing but hot air!

The new tentative contract will
mean whopping wage cuts. A 30-
month wage freeze, a 9-month COLA
freeze, and sub-base pay for new hires
adds up to thousands of dolars robbed
from each and every Ford worker. The
elimination of all the PPH days and
the cutting of three bonus vacation
days will wipe out even more jobs. The
concessions to Ford will add up to
some $2 per hour cut in labor costs
over the life of the contract, averaging
about $10,000 from each employed
worker. (See New York Times, Feb-
ruary 16, 1982)

In exchange for these massive take-
backs Ford is supposed to provide the
workers with job security. But the ten-
tative agreement provides little more
than cheap rhetoric and false promis-
es. At best, only a small number of
workers will ever see a penny of the
much ballyhooed ‘‘Guaranteed In-
come Stream.’’ The so-called mora-
torium on plant closings is no more
than a hollow promise from Ford man-
agement that it will keep plants open
unless it happens to want to close them
down. Out of this raw deal Ford will
make an all too small addition to the
exhausted SUB funds, and benefits
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will be temporarily restored only for
the minority .of the laid off workers
whoa are still.¢ligible for SUB pay.

Ford workers! This new tentative
contract is a rotten sellout if there ever
was one. The Ford billionaires must
not be allowed to get away with this
outrageous robbery. At this very mo-
ment, Fraser and his sellout crew are
stoking up the railroad to cram these
wage cuts and takebacks down the
workers’ throats. This concessions
railroad must be stopped. Organize
and spread the word among your fel-
low workers — VOTE DOWN THE
TENTATIVE CONTRACT! NO CON-
CESSIONS!

$1 Billion from the Workers’ Pockets
to Pay for Job-Eliminating Robots

Ford Motor Co. is pleading poverty,
and out of the kindness in their hearts,
Fraser and his friends want to hand
over to the ‘“‘poor’’ Ford billionaires
the very shirts off the workers’ backs.
But Ford is no shoestring outfit. Rath-
er, it is one of the richest monopolies
in the whole world. After GM it is the
second biggest manufacturing firm in
the U.S. Outside of North America,
Ford’s operations are even bigger than
GM'’'s, with huge divisions in Europe
and around the world making up over
half of Ford’s total operations. Off the
sweat of the workers, year in and year
out, Ford makes billions in profits,
dividends, and interest payments to
the banks. Now, with the deepening of
the world economic crisis, Ford is hav-
ing its second bad year. So Ford, with
Fraser and co. doing the arm twisting,
is blackmailing the workers with the
threat that they must either empty
their pockets for the sake of the profits
of the Ford moneybags or lose their
jobs.

But if Ford is so damn ‘‘poor,’’ how
is it that Ford spent $2.5 billion in '81
and will spend-another $3.5 billion this
year for retooling and automation?!
How is it that in these very same two
years that Ford is complaining about
losing moneys, it is spending $6 billion
on robots and computers to wipe out
Ford workers’ jobs?! Even Mike Ri-
naldi, the head of the UAW Ford bar-
gaining committee that created this
year’s rotten takeback contract, pre-
dicted that the auto companies’ mod-
ernization plans will permanently wipe
out some 20% of the auto workers’
jobs by 1985 and that S0% will be elim-
inated by 1995. (Local 600, Ford Facts,
February 11, 1980)

Concessions won't save a single job.

| Instead they will go to pay for more

robots dnd computers to wipe out even
more jobs. And the new contract that
Ford and Fraser have come up with is

nothing but a scheme for the workers
to finance their own layofts and plant
closings.

have no other choice: either the road
of hard-fought mass struggle in de-
fense of their livelihood, or'the road of

. NO CINCESSIONS/
TO THE

WARES
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GM Workers! Stand Firm
Against Concessions!

On January 28, the GM auto billion-
aires and the sellout leadership of the
UAW jointly announced that ‘‘for
now’’ they are breaking off the nego-
tiations aimed at shoving wage and
benefit concessions down the throats
of the GM workers. GM and the UAW
bureaucrats have temporarily backed
down for one simple reason — they are
deathly afraid of the opposition of the
rank-and-file GM workers.

GM Workers
Solidly Against Concessions

From the beginning of the negotia-
tions the GM workers demonstrated
their strong opposition to concessions.
In southeast Michigan and elsewhere,
when the MLP distributed leaflets a-
gainst concessions the workers shout-
ed encouragement. Many times mili-
tants joined with the MLP workers to
distribute leaflets inside the factories,
to denounce the concession drive at
unjion meetings and to rally other
workers against takebacks.

Whenever votes of the rank and file
were taken they were overwhelmingly
against concessions. For example, in a
straw vote at the Lansing, Michigan
Oldsmobile Assembly Plant over 1,100
voted against concessions while only a
handful supported them. Likewise, 350
workers at GM’s Fisher Body Plant in
Detroit braved an ice storm on *‘Supet-
bowl Sunday’’ to denounce the nation-
al takeback schemes and to vote on a
local contract that would have cut re-
lief time and added other productivity
measures against the workers. The
local concessions were soundly de-
feated by a vote of 350 to 2.

As the opposition mounted, the
MLP and other organizations called for
a demonstration against concessions at
the UAW’s GM Council meeting which

was scheduled to take place on Janu-
ary 30 in Dearborn, Michigan. The
mere thought of the outraged workers
coming out to protest the concessions
schemes so frightened Doug Fraser
that he first declared that the council
meeting would be moved to Chicago.
Then, only hours later, he announced
that the negotiations had collapsed.
The workers’ opposition had forced
Fraser and GM to temporarily retreat.

Don’t Let Down Your Guard

The collapse of concession talks at
GM is a significant victory for the
workers. It shows that after several
years in which the capitalists have
been cutting wages and benefits with a
vengeance, a new mood of militancy is
growing among the workers. The mo-
nopolies are scared to death that this
militancy will break out into mass
struggle to beat back the capitalist
takeback offensive.

But the GM workers must remain
vigilant. The break-oif of negotiations
is a temporary maneuver by GM and
the UAW bureaucrats to gain time to
prepare to shove concessions down the
workers’ throats at a later time. Right
now the GM money-grubbers are try-
ing to blackmail the workers by an-
nouncing that due to their failure to
get concessions they are closing sever-
al plants. These plant closings must be
opposed! Likewise, the UAW bureau-
crats have come up with another con-
cession scheme at Ford, and they have
made it clear that if they can impose
takebacks on the Ford workers they
will bring a similar sellout contract to
GM. GM workers must rally in support
of their class brothers at Ford to fight
this latest attack by the auto billion-
aires. O

Supporters of the MLP outside a union meeting of the workers at GM’s
Fisher Body Plant in Detroit. 350 workers braved an ice storm on ‘‘Super-
bowl Sunday’’ to vote solidly against concessions in the local contract. This
was one of many manifestations of the GM workers’ opposition to conces-
sions, which led to the collapse of the contract talks Fraser had begun with
GM in January.

Job Security Can Only Be Won
Through Struggle

In making their hard sell for conces-
sions, the Ford bosses, the capitalist
news media, and the UAW chieftains
are all telling the workers that ‘‘these
are hard times.’’ But in hard times or
not, the auto workers have never and
will never win a thing by going down
on their hands and knees to lick the
boots of the auto capitalists as Doug
Fraser and his friends are doing. Only
militant mass struggle, not rotten class
collaboration, can defend the jobs and
livelihood of the auto workers.

If Fraser was really concerned with
saving jobs, then he would quit worry-
ing about the profits of the Ford mo-
nopolists and fight for real measures
to improve the job security of the work-
ers. He would fight to put an end to
compulsory six and seven-day weeks
and to stop the work rule changes, job
combinations and speedup. And he
would take up the fight against the
job-cutting retooling programs and de-
mand real guarantees, not empty pro-
mises, against plant shutdowns.

But what has Fraser done? He and
his fellow sellouts have given the boss-
es a free reign to eliminate jobs. They
have betrayed both the workers still
on the job and the 66,000 Ford workers
out of work.

The workers must demand that the
Ford capitalists either rehire or pro-
vide livelihood for the workers who
have been thrown into the street. This
demand must apply not just to a rela-
tive handful, but to the tens of thou-
sands who Ford has deprived of a job.
Any real measure of job security will
require a bitter struggle. The workers

class collaboration and concessions
which is the sure road to more job loss
and ruin for the auto workers.

Vote Down the Tentative Contract!
No Concessions!

Ford workers! Presently you are at
the front lines of the takeback offen-
sive of the auto monopolies. At GM,
the overwhelming opposition of the
rank and file led to the breakdown of
the concessions talks in January. But
if they succeed at Ford, they will be
back knocking at the door of the GM
workers. The concessions being de-
manded of the auto workers are part of
the entire Reaganite wage-cutting of-
fensive against the working class. It is
time to take a firm stand and strike a
blow not only for the Ford workers but
for all the workers against the capital-
ist offensive.

There is no question that the major-
ity of Ford workers are opposed to con-
cessions. But Fraser’s railroad can’t
be derailed without a fight. The work-
ers must take action and raise their
voices loud and clear against this mon-
strous robbery. Organize demonstra-
tions and protests. Go to the union
meetings to expose this sellout for
what it is. Go all out to spread the word
and mobilize your fellow workers to —
VOTE DOWN THE TENTATIVE
CONTRACT!

Concessions won’t save a single job!

No cuts in wages and benefits!

Fight the layoffs and plant closings,
overtime and speedup!

Fight to make the monopolies rehire
the laid off auto workers or provide

them with a livelihood!
Wage mass struggle against the
auto billionaires! B

Provisions of the
tentative Ford agreement

Pay Cutting With a Vengeance

The sellout bureaucrats of the UAW

‘are claiming over and over again that

the Ford contract contains no pay cuts.
But this is perfectly outrageous when
it is obvious that the workers will lose
huge amounts of pay from the conces-
sions to Ford. Take a look at the provi-
sions.

® A 31-Month Freeze on Wage In-
creases. The traditional 3% annual
wage increase on the base rate is cut at
least until September 1984. This
means that the average assembler,
who makes a base rate of $9.64 an
hour, will lose at least $1,760 over the
life of the contract. This money goes
directly into the pockets of the Ford
billionaires and will never be returned
to the workers.

@ A 9-Month Freeze on the Cost-of-
Living Allowance. Likewise, the freez-
ing of COLA raises until December
1982 means a loss of at least $635 for
the average assembler. On top of this,
the fact that the lost COLA rate in-
creases are only phased in gradually,
toward the end of the contract, and
that six cents an hour is diverted out of
the pay checks, spells even greater
cuts in the actual pay the workers take
home. As with the wage freeze, this
money is lost forever and will never be
restored.

® Pay and Benefit Cuts for New
Hires. To make matters worse the con-
tract cuts the pay of newly hired work-
ers to 85% of the normal rate for a job
and cuts a number of their benefits
too. They will make full pay only after
a year and a half on the job. With each
contract, the cuts for the new hires are
being deepened. Fraser’s new con-
cessions are further dangerous steps
in creating an underpaid section of
workers who will be exploited to the
bone once production picks up.

@ Inflation Deepens Wage Cuts. As
well, all the workers will suffer even
worse cuts in their wages due to the
soaring inflation. The UAW bureau-
crats claim that an average assembler,
who presently makes $11.67 in base

and COLA pay, will be making $13.66
by June 1984 if inflation continues to
rise at 7.5% a year. This, the sellout
leaders say, means wages will actually
increase under this concession con-
tract. But these liars fail to mention
that this wage rate falls behind the
growing inflation and means a cut in
real wages of about 16 cents an hour.

Taken as a whole, this contract
spells a whopping pay cut for those
employed and even bigger cuts for
workers hired in the future.

Job Elimination From Cutting Paid
Personal Holidays and Bonus Days

This contract eliminates all PPH
days, amounting to 18 days over the
length of the contract. Also one bonus
day a year is cut from the Christmas
leave. These benefits were originally
put in the contract as a measure a-
gainst overwork and for job security,
but Fraser has tossed them aside with-
out blinking an eye. These cuts alone
will result in the loss of at least 3,000
relief jobs (Wall Street Journal, Feb-
ruary 16, 1982), while those employed
are worked to a frazzle. And Fraser
calls this contract ‘‘a major achieve-
ment in terms of providing UAW
members at Ford with greater job se-
curity.”’ How shameless!

Job Security Measures Are a Hoax

This contract includes a series of
measures which Ford and the sellout
leaders of the UAW promise will pro-
vide *‘job security.’’ But this is a mon-
strous hoax! Take a look at the meas-
ures:

® ‘“‘Guaranteed Annual Income
Stream’’ — A Guaranteed Swindle.
Fraser and the Ford executives are
calling the GIS the ‘‘key’’ new ‘‘inno-
vation’’ of the contract. But this is
nothing but an ‘‘innovative’’ fraud. It
amounts to Ford *‘guaranteeing’’ only
what it never expects to pay. The GIS
promises a meager 50% of pay to
workers with 15 or more years senior-
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Salvador, and bombed the town hall.

Recent reports from El Salvador
have also revealed that the liberation
fighters have established an extensive
network of institutions in the areas
which they control. They have set up
schools, military schools, health clin-
ics, explosives factories as well as a
radio station. In fact, even in the terri-
tory. they control just 25 miles outside
San Salvador, they have set up schools
and clinics as well as their own judicial
system.

U.S. Imperialism Steps Up
Its Support for the Bloody Regime

The Reagan administration has re-
sponded to the desperate situation
facing the fascist regime by massively
stepping up aid to it. Right after the
attack on the Ilopango Air Base,
Reagan announced that he was send-
ing $55 million worth of ‘‘emergency”’
military assistance. Already six more
Huey helicopters have been shipped to
El Salvador. More small arms, ammu-
nition and communications gear have
also been sent. As well, the military
aid for the fascist regime has now been
extended to include troop transports,
fighter bombers and spotter planes.

For this year, Reagan has already
announced plans for at least $115
million more in military and ‘‘econom-
ic'’ aid for the military regime. He
has also said that much more may be
necessary if the situation for the re-
gime continues to worsen. Estimates
of around $800 million over the next
period are being discussed in Wash-
ington, which would make the small
country of El Salvador among the top
aid receivers from the U.S. govern-
ment, in the same league as Israel,
Egypt and Turkey!

Besides this stepped-up aid, which
the Salvadorian military can hardly
absorb by itself, the U.S. government
is also indicating that it may be neces-
sary for more foreign troops, either
directly from the U.S. or from its other
lackeys in Latin America. Whenever
the Reagan administration has been
asked about the. possibility of more
U.S. troops into El Salvador, its re-
sponse has been to say that ‘“‘all op-
tions’’ are being considered. There
have also been reports that the U.S.
government is secretly working to
bring Argentinian troops into Central
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administration refuses to deny.
The U.S. imperialists have spelled out
their attitude quite clearly on this
question by declaring that the U.S.
and its Latin American allies will do
‘‘whatever is necessary’’ to prevent
the overthrow of the Salvadorian
military regime.

The U.S. government also began in
January to train some 1,600 Salvador-
ian troops in military bases in the U.S.
The first of some 1,000 began training
at Fort Bragg, N.C., while an addi-
tional 600 began training at Fort Ben-
ning, Georgia. Fort Bragg is the home
of the John F. Kennedy Center for
Military Assistance, formerly the Cen-
ter for Special Warfare. This Center
specializes in ‘‘counter-insurgency’’
training and, besides the American
Green Berets, butchers and torturers
from many a fascist regime around the
world has been trained here over the
years. In fact, many of the Salvadorian
troops currently being trained in the
U.S. are from the Atlacatl Battalion
which is especially notorious for many
atrocities against the people of El
Salvador.

Reagan Again Puts a
‘‘Human Rights’’ Coat of Paint
Over the Murderous Junta

As part of the plan for increased aid
for the Salvadorian fascists, Reagan
sent Congress a certification that the
regime is making ‘‘progress’’ in
‘‘human rights.”’

Reagan specified to Congress that
the Salvadorian regime ‘‘is making a
concerted and significant effort to
comply with internationally recognized
human rights’’ and is bringing ‘‘an
end to the indiscriminate torture
and murder of Salvadorian citizens”
by the armed forces. What a farce!
It is well known that the government
continues to brutalize and murder the
population indiscriminately, just as in
years past. Even the Human Rights
Commission of El Salvador, a reli-
gious group which is no supporter of
the revolutionaries, estimates that in
1981 the government killed at least
16,376 persons. And the massacres
continue every day. Just recently,
news came out that in December,
U.S.-trained troops from the Atlacatl
Battalion murdered several hundred
people, mainly women, children and
old people, in the remote village of
Mozote. Only a handful of the peas-

ants survived. Reagan’s claims of

Across the U.S., thousands are taking to the streets to denounce U.S. im-
perialism in El Salvador. Photo shows a section of the 3,000-strong demon-
stration in San Francisco on January 23.

progress in ending murders by the re-
gime is clearly nothing but a bold-
faced lie. Indeed there is no limit to
the lying cynicism of the Reaganites.
For example, when asked about the
recent massacre in Mozote, Thomas
Enders, Assistant Secretary of State
for Inter-American Affairs, told Con-
gress that, to the extent that a few
civilians died, it was really the fault of
the revolutionary fights who ‘‘did
nothing to remove them from the path
of battle!”’

The most touted example of the
“reforms’’ being carried out by the
regime is the ‘‘elections’’ due to be
held in late March. The Salvadorian
liberation fighters have justly de-
nounced this as nothing but a fraudu-
lent maneuver to give a ‘‘democratic’’
coating to the ruthless military dicta-
torship. They have pointed out that
there can be no fair elections in a
country ruled by assassins and tortur-
ers, and that attempting to work open-
ly would be equivalent to commiting
suicide for the representatives of the
liberation forces. In fact even Duarte
acknowledged this when he cynically
observed recently that the opposition
could do their electioneering through
video-tape and television! What a sick
joke!

One interesting exposure of the
elections farce is that, although the
U.S. and Salvadorian governments
have approached many countries a-
round the world to send observers
to these elections, only a handful

of the most diehard supporters of U.S.
imperialism. Besides Thatcher’s gov-
ernment in Britain, the only European
country to do so, the others include
such paragons of democracy as
Uruguay, and reportedly, Haiti,
Argentina and Chile, etc. One wonders
what kind of ‘‘observing’’ these mili-
tary-fascist dictatorships expect to do
in El Salvador.

In fact, the elections are simply
for the fascists. Only fascist and reac-
tionary parties are participating in
them. The most prominent among
these parties, other than Duarte’s
Christian Democrats, is the Nationalist
Republican Alliance of Major Roberto
D’Abuisson, the commander of the
death squads of El Salvador. These
fascists are very explicit about their
plans. They openly threaten a war of
‘‘extermination’’ and acknowledge,
among other things, that ‘‘napalm is
indispensable.’’ Their character can
be seen from a recent statement by
this party’s secretary that ‘‘civilians
will be killed, war has always been
that way. When the Germans bombed
London they didn’t tell civilians to get
out of the way first, did they?’’ It is
such Hitierite vermin that are expect-
ed to win big from the elections farce.
In fact, the only possible outcome of
these elections is to either continue
with Duarte’s Christian Democrats
preserving a demagogical ‘‘reformist’’
cover to the military dictatorship, or,
to replace Duarte with an avowedly
Hitler-type element such as D’Abuis-

Salvadorian People Shake the Fascist Junta

dictatorship remains firmly in power.

Reagan’s good behavior certifi-
cate for the regime also claims that
it ‘‘is making continued progress in
implementing essential economic and
political reforms, including the land
reform program.’’Indeed, there is no
limit to the outlandish lies that the
administration comes up with. The so-
called land reform program is a
notorious sham. In fact, even those
responsible for this program have a
hard time praising it. For example, a
recent report made by the Salvadorian
Communal Union (UCS), a puppet
group designated by the U.S. and
Salvadorian gevernments to play a key
role in this program, was very re-
vealing in this regard. Besides point-
ing out that the program was in a
shambles, it said that at least 90
officials of peasant groups had been
murdered by government troops, that
tens of thousands of peasants had
been forcibly evicted from their plots,
in most cases with the help of the
troops, and that many of the peasants
were outright murdered. Thus, while
even the government’s puppets are
unable to praise the ‘‘land reform’’
program, the U.S. State Department
nevertheless finds it ‘‘a remarkable
success.”’

The Way to Fight Reagan Is
Through Mass Struggle Against
Imperialism, Not the
Democratic Party’s
Fraudulent Maneuvers

It may be recalled that Reagan’s
certification to Congress on the
“‘human rights’’ situation in El Salva-
dor was made necessary by a bill
passed last year under Democratic
Party initiative. This specified that the
Reagan administration could continue
to send military aid to the Salvadorian
regime under the condition that
Reagan certify twice a year that the
regime was making reforms. This, the
Demaocrats shouted, was opposition to
Reagan’s policy in El Salvador. But
Reagan's lying certification, which
was only to be expected, has provided
ample proof of the fact that the Demo-
crat’s scheme was all along a complete
fraud. Indeed, from the outset, this
was merely a maneuver to throw dust
in the eyes of the masses while ac-
tually giving the green light for more
weapons for the assassins in El Salva-
dor.

The Democrats are no opponents of

U.S. imperialism in El Salvador. They
are completely in favor of maintaining
U.S. domination and plunder of that
country. Their glib talk of ‘‘human
rights’’ has simply been to put a
‘‘democratic’’ mask on the murderous
fascist regime. It was the Democrat
Carter who was the architect of this
policy, which, under ‘‘human rights’’
demagogy, set up and armed to the
teeth the Duarte regime in the first
place.

Reagan took up where Carter left
off and proceeded to step up inter-
vention in El Salvador as soon as he
got into office. Against this, the work-
ers and progressive masses in the U.S.
launced several waves of protest
last year. In this situation, the Demo-
cratic Party stepped forward to de-
flect the anger of the masses away
from a vigorous fight against impe-
rialism into the same old ‘‘human
rights”’ fraud. But the steady flow of
guns; helicopters and other weapons
into the hands of the fascists in El
Salvador have shown up the utterly
fraudulent nature of the Democrats’
schemes. Clearly, the Democratic
Party’s schemes are no substitute for
the mass anti-imperialist struggle.

Today another wave of mass strug-
gle against U.S. intervention in EIl
Salvador has begun. In January, coin-
ciding with the arrival of Salvadorian
troops to be trained in the U.S.,
hundreds protested at Fort Bragg,
Fort Benning and elsewhere around
the country. On January 23rd, 3,000
people took to the streets in San Fran-
cisco. On February 13th, 3,000 people
marched in downtown Boston in snow
and sleet to militantly denounce U.S.
aggression in El Salvador. On Febru-
ary 20th, another 3,000 people demon-
strated in New York City. More mass
actions are set to take place; besides
various local protests, a large national
demonstration has been planned for
Washington, D.C. for March 27, the
day before the elections farce in El
Salvador.

The thousands hitting the streets
in militant protest these days show the
burning anger of the American people
against U.S. intervention in El Salva-
dor. Let Reagan beware! The Ameri-
can people have not forgotten the
genocidal aggression by U.S. imperial-
ism in Indochina. We will not allow
Reagan a free hand to extend his
bloody claws further into Central
America! 0

.., America, reports which the Reagan
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MAOIST ‘THREE WORLDERS’
Continued from page 9

socialism, instead of a simple love/hate relationship. We
have to take a stand on the incorrectness of Soviet actions in
Afghanistan and Poland, and of China’s pro-U.S. positions
like its support of Seaga in the Jamaican election and its re-
actionary position on El Salvador. Moreover, we have to ex-
plain why these gross deviations are possible under social-
ism, but can be corrected, in fundamental contrast to the
situation under capitalism.’’ (p. 19, emphasis added)

So how should the revolutionaries and class conscious
workers deal with the bureaucratic elite, with the military
aggressions, with the agticultural disasters, with the unem-
ployment, and with the all-round crisis in the revisionist
countries? Here is Tung’s answer, the fruit of his alleged
great revolutionary experience: ‘*Why can’t we be more pa-
tient with socialism [revisionism — ed.]?’’ (p. 8) This is
what he recommends as the replacement for the allegedly
one-sided emphasis on the anti-revisionist struggle.

Friendship for Revisionism Means War
on Marxism-Leninism and Genuine Socialism

While Tung calls for patience with the crimes of the revi-
sionists, he has no patience with the teachings of Marxism-
Leninism. One of the recurring themes of his book is that
the experience of the revolutionary Bolshevism of Lenin and
Stalin is allegedly unsuitable for American conditions. In-
deed, Tung has taken up the mocking at Marxism-Leninism
that is so fashionable among all the liquidators today.

Tung straight-out denies the applicability of the Leninist
experience to ‘‘advanced capitalist countries.”’ Tung con-
trasts ‘‘countries where the seizure of state power was ac-
complished based on relatively one-sided preparation by
the revolutionaries'' to ‘‘advanced capitalist countries
where preparation needs to stretch out in all spheres due to
the more thoroughgoing and sophisticated nature of capital-
ist rule.”’ He concludes that in the advanced capitalist coun-
try revolution ‘‘requires a set of leaders, a kind of cadre
core with a set of experiences much more all-rounded than
the Bolsheviks and the Chinese communists before their
revolution.’’ (p. 141, emphasis added) Here Tung gives the
stock social-democratic theory that Leninism applies only to
backward countries, not to adyanced capitalist countries.
Nor is it any secret that Tung'is referring to electoralism
and liquidationism. And indeed, although Leninism had
great experience in electoral work, it is true that it had con-
sisted of fighting parliamentary cretinism, not providing
guidelines for it.

Tung however prefers to reiterate over and over that Len-
inism is not applicable, rather than saying openly exactly
what new types of struggle the **“CWP’’ has added to Lenin-
ism. Tung thus comes up with the following absurd pretext.
According to Tung, ‘‘In Russia, the Boisheviks were con-
centrated in a few big cities.... The conditions were so parti-
cular that both CPSU’s and CPC’s preparation and forms of
transition of power were unique and one-sided.”’ (p. 145)

At one point, for the sake of empty phrasemongering,
Tung praises the October Revolution. But he immediately
adds, two sentences later: ‘‘The leaders of the CPSU, be-
ginning with Stalin, then Khrushchov and Brezhnev, have
all, to different degrees, exaggerated the universal signifi-

cance of the Russian experience. '’ (p. 213, éhlpfla'éis added)
Here Tung cynically implies that the revisionism of Khrush-
chov and Brezhnev stems from following the path of the Oc-
tober Revolution and ‘‘exaggerating its universal signifi-
cance.”’ He both implies that the present-day Soviet revi-
sionists are loyal to Leninism and converts Leninism into a
peculiar Russian phenomenon.

Note that Tung mixes up Khrushchov and Brezhnev with
Stalin. This is typical of Tung’s whole book. Although he
claims to be discussing whether capitalism was restored in
the Soviet Union or not — and thus by rights should be con-
trasting the situation in the days of Lenin and Stalin to the
situation under Khrushchov and Brezhnev in order to see
whether they are fundamentally the same or fundamentally
opposed — in fact, he takes good care to simply lump the
revisionists and the Marxist-Leninists all together. In this
way, he both attributes to the revisionists the achievements
of the Marxist-Leninists, and also argues that the necessity
to criticize this or that defect of the revisionists shows the
necessity to take a similar attitude to Leninism.

For example, how does he discuss the deteriorating eco-
nomic situation under revisionism? He takes good care to
never contrast the all-round crisis in the revisionist coun-
tries to the triumphant march of socialism in Albania or to
the path-breaking successes in the days of Lenin and Stalin.
Instead, he contrasts the revisionist countries to each other,
notes that they are all in bad shape, and says, see, that’s so-
cialism for you. Thus he writes: ‘‘However, socialism today
[read: revisionism — ed.] in the Soviet Union, China, and
other countries manifests difficulties. These difficulties
range from declining productivity to low social morale. ... If
these problems were unique to a few countries in contrast to
others where socialism was vibrant (or at least had a handle
on the problems), then we could safely point to one thing as
clearly socialist and another as clearly revisionist.”’ (p. 10)

In this passage, Tung refers gently and politely to the all-
round crisis facing the revisionist countries. And indeed all
the revisionist countries face decaying agriculture, indus-
trial slump, fat bureaucracies, discontented workers, and so
forth. But, Tung says in effect, what can we do, these prob-
lems are inherent in life, just as the bourgeois apologists
blame it all on inherent human nature.

Of course, this trick is only made possible by completely
eliminating revolutionary socialism from the picture. Today
genuine socialism exists only in Albania. Socialism flour-
ishes in Albania, which is free of exploitation, free of unem-
ployment, inflation and galloping bureaucracy, free of esca-
lating militarism and all of the brutal features of the capi-
talist-revisionist world. Moreover, this has been achieved in
Albania only because the Party of Labor of Albania led the
Albanian masses in a tenacious struggle to build socialism
according to the teachings of Marx, Engels, Lenin, and
Stalin. Essential to the successes of socialism in Albania
has been the protracted and uncompromising struggle
against revisionism of every type. Yet in over 300 pages of
Tung’s supposedly major study of *‘socialism,’’ he refuses
to even mention the building of socialism in Albania. In
fact, the very word Albania barely appears three times in
passing. And in practice, for years Jerry Tung and company
have been slandering socialist Albania as ‘‘ultra-left’’ and
trotskyite. Yet, according to the very criterion that Tung
himself has chosen, the existence of vibrant and flourishing
socialism in Albania exposes the rotten nature of the revi-

sionist regimes.

As well, Tung refuses to compare the sorry revisionist
reality of today to the great experience of Lenin and Stalin
which he so casually throws away as of limited value and
not applicable to advanced capitalist countries. Yet the very
figures that Tung himself gives elsewhere in his book show
that the crisis in the Soviet Union began only after Khrush-
chov and company had seized power and their poison had
done its undermining work. For example, Tung is forced to
admit the obvious, that ‘‘In the Soviet Union, there are
clearly problems with (the) health of the population as
measured by mortality rates, and rates of alcoholism and
crime.”’ (p. 125) Naturally Tung fails to notice that this ad-
mission utterly contradicts his alleged proofs that the
‘“‘standard of living has steadily been increasing,’’ that life
is free from the hell of exploitation, and so forth. Or are we
to believe that the Soviet people are inherently perverse
and drink to oblivion and fall sick and engage in crime just
to spite those kindly old bureaucrats who are doing so much
for them?

But that by way of aside. The main point is that Tung,
trying to explain everything away, is forced to make a sec-
ond admission, namely, that ‘‘these are relatively recent
problems, becoming acute only in the last two decades.”
(p. 125, emphasis as in the original) Tung believes that this
suffices to sweep everything under the rug, for ‘‘we must
look at the impoverishment of the proletariat not on the ba-
sis of an individual factory, a specific period, or one loca-
tion, but over decades, as a trend.”’ (p. 52) But the facts will
not vanish so easily.

What does the long-term view, the ‘‘trend,”’ show us?
The last two decades means the 1960’s and the 1970’s. Sta-
lin lived until 1953. Thus, while Stalin was alive, while the
Soviet Union followed along the path laid out by Lenin and
Stalin, these problems and the all-round crisis in the Soviet
Union did not exist. But after Khrushchov and company
seized power in the 50’s and had time to rig up their sys-
tem, immediately all the signs of social degeneration, of ex-
ploitation, of misery, spring up and become acute. And this
despite the fact that the gang of revisionist cutthroats, the
Khrushchovs and Brezhnevs, had at their disposal all the
great material base created by socialism under Lenin and
Stalin and did not have to overcome the devastation of im-
perialist intervention and war, as Lenin and Stalin did.

Thus Tung’s glorification of revisionism as ‘‘social-
ism’’ requires him to write off Leninism and to take a hos-
tile attitude to genuine socialism in Albania. Indeed, in or-
der to serve Chinese and Soviet revisionism, he denounces
the whole struggle of revolutionary Marxism-Leninism of
the 1960°’s. Thus, Tung opens the preface to his book by
pontificating that: ‘‘By 196S, modern revisionism world-
wide had pretty much putrefied the communist move-
ment.”’ Yet the 1960’s were the decade in which the strug-
gle against modern revisionism broke out in full force
worldwide. By 1965 the great polemic between revolution-
ary Marxism-Leninism and Soviet revisionism had already
been at work for several years. The fighting Party of Labor
of Albania was marching ahead with sure steps. New Marx-
ist-Leninist parties Were seeking to replace those formerly
communist parties that had been corrupted and destroyed
by revisionism.

But Tung makes no distinction between the revisionists
and the Marxist-Leninists. Everything was putrid to him.

And then came the great savior, Mao Zedong Thought. As
Tung says in the next sentence: ‘‘The Great Proletarian
Cultural Revolution rejuvenated the international commu-
nist movement, of which we are part.”’ So throw out the
great polemic, cast aside the example of heroic Albania,
fighting steadfastly like a rock against Soviet revisionist
betrayal, ignore the revolutionary upsurge, only the Chi-
nese ‘‘Cultural Revolution’’ was of any value. Here again
we see Tung's renegade attitude to the revolutionary strug-
gle.

However, Tung says, there were a few problems with the
*‘Cultural Revolution.’’ For example, ‘‘A major negative ef-
fect of the Cultural Revolution was that it destroyed a whole
generation of the very precious, rare and able cadres.”
(p. 17) What a novel way of rejuvenating the communist
movement. If Tung believes this, than how can he praise
this *‘revolution’’ so highly? It is clear that Tung is an un-
principled hack who will trim his sails to any breeze.

But wait, Tung has found the solution to the problems of
the ‘‘Cultural Revolution.” It is to give up the struggle
against revisionism and to seek ‘‘rapprochement’’ with So-
viet revisionism. Here now we have Tung’s latest prescrip-
tion for ‘‘rejuvenating the international communist move-
ment.’’ And here we have the naked renegade features of a
liquidationist hack.

Tung Is Still a Fervent *‘Three Worlder”’

The ‘“CWP”’ have been ardent supporters of the counter-
revolutionary Maoist theory of ‘‘three worlds.’’ Their dis-
covery of ‘‘socialism’’ in the Soviet Union does not change
this at all. Both ‘‘three worlds-ism’’ and Soviet revisionism
meet on a common platform of negation of the revolution.
Hence the ‘“‘CWP”’ has found it easy to simply readjust
their ‘‘three worlds-ism’’ to fit in their new praise for Soviet
revisionism.

In his book, Jerry Tung, knowing the unpopularity of the
discredited ‘‘three worlds’’ thecry, makes a certain attempt
to disguise his ‘‘three worlds-ism.”’ He writes: ‘“The Three
Worlds Theory is wrong, as is the two worlds theory [revo-
lutionary Marxism-Leninism — ed.], because both assume
that the Soviet Union is capitalist.”’ (p. 13)

In fact, however, Jerry Tung still ardently adheres to
‘‘three worlds-ism.’’ He explains that: ‘‘In terms of the cap*
italist part of the world (that is, the Western capitalist coun-
tries of Europe, the United States, Japan, and others, and
the non-socialist third world countries), we do see the con-
figuration of three worlds.’’ (p. 207) Tung reiterates his loy-
alty to the whole range of different forms of capitulation to
imperialism of the ‘‘three worlds’’ theory: the support of
neo-colonialism, the glorification of ‘‘third world”’ lackey
regimes, the policy of allying with one imperialism against
the other, and so forth.

Thus Tung reiterates, one after the other, all the basic
theses of ‘‘three worlds-ism.’’ He declares that ‘‘the third
world’’ is ‘‘the main force against imperialism.”’ (p. 207)
He supports the so-called unity of the second and third
world, saying: ‘‘We also support the right of third world
countries to utilize the contradiction between U.S. imperial-
ism and the European and Japanese imperialism.”’ (p. 207)
This means to support the neo-colonial schemes of the so-

Continued on page 7
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12 million workers
wage one-day general strike in India

On Tuesday, January 19, some 12
million workers throughout India took
part in a militant one-day general
strike to protest fascist anti-labor laws
introduced by the Indira Gandhi re-
gime. This was the biggest nationwide
mass action by the Indian working
class in years. By successfully paralyz-
ing large parts of the country in the
face of fierce repression by the govern-
ment, the January 19 strike revealed
something of the powerful revolution-
ary potential which lies in the ranks of
the tens-of-millions strong proletariat
of India.

Agitation for this general strike had
gone on for months beforehand. The
bourgeois-landlord government of In-
dira Gandhi's Congress Party tried
various maneuvers to prevent the pro-
test from taking place. As January 19
approached, it unleashed the reaction-
ary state apparatus to break the strike.
At least 25,000 trade union activists
were rounded up and thrown into jail
before and during the strike. Those
who joined the strike were threatened
with cuts in pay and suspensions from
their jobs. In the state of Bihar, the
government threatened to shoot on
sight those involved in ‘*sabotage’” or
‘‘pressuring’’ workers into joining the
strike. The government of the heavily
industrial state of Maharashtra, where
Bombay is located, ordered a ban on
the assembly of five or more people.
Other states also took various threat-
ening measures, and throughout the
country paramilitary troops were plac-
ed in the industrial areas.

Despite such ruthless measures,
the January 19 protest was markedly
successful. More than half of India’s
unionized workers took part in it. It
embraced all parts of this vast country.
Many industrial areas were completely
shut down and several cities totally
paralyzed. This included the big indus-
trial regions in West Bengal. The en-
tire city of Calcutta was closed with the
exception of the sidewalk tea stalls. In
Bangalore in south India, complete
support for the January 19 action came
from the workers in the large public
sector high technology industry who
only a year ago had waged a militant
77-day strike. Many factories in the
industrial section of New Delhi, the
capital city, were also shut down. Be-
sides industrial workers nationwide,
other sections of the working masses
also gave support to the general strike,

including government workers in
many states, miners, dock workers,
seamen, transport workers, farm
workers, pressmen and journalists,
etc.

In many areas, the workers came out
in demonstrations, carrying red flags
and shouting militant slogans. Dem-
onstrators also blocked many roads
and railway lines. In West Bengal,
overhead power lines were sabotaged.
There were fierce clashes in several
states between strike supporters and
the police and gangsters of the ruling
Congress Party. In a number of cases,
the police fired on demonstrators. At
least a dozen people were killed and
hundreds injured nationwide.

Besides its success in the face of
widespread threats and repression,
another notable feature of the January
19 action was that it united so many
sections of the Indian working class
and on a national scale. One of the
great problems faced by the Indian
working class movement is that the
workers are broken up into many trade
union centers whose leaderships are
connected to one bourgeois political
party or another. The January 19 gen-
eral strike united workers from most
of these trade union centers. One nota-
ble exception to this was that the lead-
ers of the Indian National Trade Union
Congress, the union center associated
with the ruling Congress Party, work-
ed to prevent the workers in its unions
from joining the strike. They worked
actively to break the strike and even
stood shoulder to shoulder with the
police at factory gates and other places
to carry out this despicable treachery.

The January 19 protest also had to
contend with its false friends among
the bourgeois parties of the loyal op-
position. Some of these parties de-
nounced the call for the general strike
while feigning support for an industri-
al strike. Particularly significant was
the stand of the revisionist ‘‘Marxist
Communist’’ party which heads the
‘‘left front”’ government in West Ben-
gal. This party pretended to support
the general strike but it sought to cut
the heart out of the action by convert-
ing it to a passive protest. It issued the
call to the people to stay indoors rather
than join demonstrations and other
actions to successfully carry through
the strike. It also pledged to maintain
peace, protect capitalist property and

make sure that strikebreakers could-

freely carry out their activity. The
bourgeois parties of the opposition
have demonstrated enough times
when they are in power that they are
no less ruthless than the Congress Par-
ty in crushing the struggles of the toil-
ing masses. They only pretended to
support the workers’ demands so as
not to lose their influence, while work-
ing as hard as possible to sabotage
any effective struggle against the reac-
tionary policies of the Indira Gandhi
government.

The basic demands of the workers
were the abolishing of two notorious
fascist laws introduced by the Indira
Gandhi regime in recent years, the
National Security Ordinance of 1980
and the Essential Services Mainte-
nance Ordinance of 1981. The NSO is a
preventive detention law which allows
the government to imprison anyone
without trial for one year. It is aimed
against those who seek to ‘‘engineer
agitation,”’ who are labeled as threats
to ‘‘national security.’”” Over the last
year and a half, it has been repeatedly
used against numerous struggles of
the workers. The Essential Services
Maintenance Ordinance bans strikes
in various sectors of the economy
which it declares as ‘‘essential ser-
vices.”’

These fascist laws are part of a reac-
tionary offensive launched by Indira
Gandhi’s Congress Party since she re-
turned to power in January 1980. They
are part of her declared aim of ensur-
ing ‘‘stable government,’’ that is, to
ensure stable conditions for maintain-
ing savage exploitation by the domes-
tic capitalists and landlords and for-
eign imperialists. Late last year the
Indian government received approval
for a $5.7 billion loan from the imperi-
alist International Monetary Fund, the
largest in the IMF’s history. In return,
the Indira Gandhi regime promised
further measures to fleece the working
masses and suppress their resistance.

But the working masses of India will
not allow Indira Gandhi to realize her
pipe dream of stability for the rotten
rule of the exploiters. Every month,
thousands of workers and peasants
brave police clubs, firings and arrests
to take part in strikes and other mass
actions against the exploiters and the
government. The January 19 general
strike was another powerful manifesta-
tion of the great fighting spirit of the
toilers of India. [

DOMINICAN REPUBLIC

Social-democracy paves
the way for reaction
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ORGANGO CENTRAL DEL PARTIDO COMUNISTA DEL TRABAJO

(The following article is reprinted from
Lucha, Central Organ of the Commu-
nist Party of Labor of the Dominican
Republic, January 1982. Translation
by The Workers’ Advocate. The article
discusses the relationship between the
Dominican Revolutionary Party (PRD)
and Balaguerist ultra-reaction in the
Dominican Republic. Note that the
PRD, which is the party in power, is a
social-democratic party, member of
the Socialist International. Its secre-
tary general, Pena Gomez, is the rep-
resentative of the Socialist Internation-
al for Latin America and the Caribbe-
an. Balaguer, the leader of the Re-
formist Party, was the fascist presi-
dent who, following the U.S. invasion
of 1965, was installed by the U.S. im-
perialists in power in 1966 till 1978.)

A few days ago Dr. Joseé Francisco
Pefla Gomez, Secretary General of the
governmental Dominican Revolu-
tionary Party (PRD), declared that
the forces of the Dominican ultra-
reaction have a ‘‘far-reaching plan’’
directed towards the conquest of pow-
er to install a situation of rampant
and open fascism in which no vestige
of liberty and democratic rights will
exist. ' Immediately the top PRD
leader called on the left to be consider-
ate to the PRD and its government,
making it understood that tHe Ileft

would be greatly responsible if the
plan of ultra-reaction is realized.

With this declaration the Secretary
General of the PRD brings up once a-
gain the ghost of ‘‘retrogression,’”
placing one more time upon the left a
responsibility which the authentid
revolutionary left has no reason to
bear.

Itis true that in the case of an assault
by fascism to power, the revolutionary
forces would be the worst hit, for the
enemies of the people know that it
is they who are their firmest enemies,
while it is possible to mediate or to
bring the social-democrats and bour-
geois within the ranks of those who in
a direct or indirect way support fas-
cists. Of this there are plenty of ex-
amples.

But in the concrete example of our
country the most important thing is
that we speak clearly and that we
understand well who is at fault for
the political reactivation of such dark
reactionary sectors as Balaguerism or
for any assault to power by such sect-
ors in case that such a thing would
come to pass.

Once again we have to bring out
before our people the determination
of Pena Gomez to cure himself before
the illness takes hold. He has seen the
reactivation of Balaguerism and be-
lieves that starting now public opinion
has to be prepared to place upon the
left all the responsibility possible when
just the opposite is true.

It is convenient to make this clear
because if for any reason fascism gets

implanted it should be well defined
before history and before the people
which are the forces which prepare the
conditions for its advent to power.

The truth is that, in the Dominican
case, the people and the progressive
forces leveled a shaking blow at
Balaguerism and other forces of ultra-
reaction, when in 1978 the same were
defeated in the electoral plane, were
left greatly battered in the general
political plane, to the extent that many
thought they had no hope of recover-
ing, beginning with the Reformist
Party and Balaguer, who at 75 years,
blind and with the weight of a dark
political past, four years ago seemed
without any possibility of recuperating
any political currency whatsoever.

But the very PRD and its govern-
ment have taken care to create the
conditions so that these forces, with
Balaguerism as their principal ex-
ponent, today are giving the signs of
life that scare Pena Gomez.

This is not the first time that a
social-democratic party, because of
its fear of the people and their vic-
tories, social-democracy and the bour-
geoisie open the door and give en-
couragement to the most reactionary
forces.

Already, German social-democracy,
so praised by Pena Gomez, favored
the advent to power by Hitler for fear
of an alliance and the united front
with the communists. The socialist
Mario Soares and his party opened the

Continued on page 4
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Iranian People Resist
the Khomeini-IRP Regime

Three years have just passed since
the 1979 Revolution when the valiant
Iranian masses overthrew the hated
U.S. imperialist-backed fascist regime
of the Shah. Today the Iranian people
are carrying on a fierce struggle a-
gainst the regime of Khomeini and the
Islamic Republican Party (IRP) which
seized the fruits of the Revolution from
the hands of the working masses.

The Khomeini-IRP regime has im-
posed barbarous repression against
the working masses and revolutionary
forces. But even in the face of such a
ferocious despotism, the fighting spirit
of the masses has by no means been
extinguished. Indeed, it is not an easy
task to snuff out the courage, strength
and self-sacrificing spirit which the
Iranian people showed in their power-
ful struggle against the Shah.

In recent months, fresh reports have
come from Iran about the people’s re-
sistance. Most significantly, there are
signs that the working class, which
played such a big role in the fight a-
gainst the Shah, has begun to go into
action. On December 6, the govern-
ment’s Minister of Labor and Social
Services warned that any ‘‘disturb-
ances in the factories’’ would be se-
verely crushed. Defying the regime,
strikes have broken out in several fac-
tories. The most prominent among
them started in mid-December at the
Iran National Auto Factories in Teh-
ran. About 10,000 workers struck,
demanding higher pay and a decrease
in working hours, The regime’s guards
opened fire against the workers, kill-
ing seven and wounding many more.
Two thousand workers were arrested.

Armed actions by revolutionary
fighters have also continued. For in-
stance, in late January, the city of
Amol north of Tehran was captured by
guerrillas and held for more than a
day. They attacked the governor’s of-
fice and police station and carried out
leafletting among the masses. The
government had to send in reinforce-
ments to capture back the city.

Various forms of mass protest a-
gainst the regime have also continued
to take place. In several cases, the fu-
nerals for revolutionary martyrs have
spontaneously turned into protests a-
gainst the regime’s brutality. This has
especially been the case in view of the
regime’s attempts to prevent the buri-
al of revelutionaries in the cemeteries.

As well, the struggle against the
Khomeini-IRP regime continues a-
mong the Iranian nationals resident
abroad. Progressive Iranian students
have held many demonstrations to de-
nounce the regime in the U.S., Eu-
rope, Asia, etc. In mid-February, hun-
dreds of Iranian students and their
supporters demonstrated in many cit-
ies around the world, including New
York City. The progressive Iranians
have also issued many leaflets and oth-
er publications to expose the regime’s
crimes, report on the resistance inside
Iran and gather support for their rev-
olutionary struggle.

From the time of the overthrow of
the Shah, the regime that came to
power has sought to smother the
flames of the Revolution. This was the
policy of both factions of the joint IRP-
liberal regime, but a new stage be-
gan in June 1981 when the IRP seized
undivided control over the govern-

ment. Throwing aside its former at-
tempts to balance between the people
and the counter-revolution, the Iran-
ian government proceeded to massive-
ly step up its barbarous repression a-
gainst the people. Over 8,000 people
have been executed, including young
children and pregnant women. Every
day, more people accused of being rev-
olutionaries are summarily executed.
The regime refuses to hold trials be-
cause of the fear that they could be
turned into forums for the condemna-
tion of the regime, as took place in the
Shah’s time. Moreover, at least 25,000
people have been thrown into prison,
where torture is routine. Women pris-
oners are particularly savagely treated
and rapes are common.

The Iranian government has also
attempted to suppress the opposition
abroad. Its embassies have been in-
structed to spy on progressive Iran-
ians, and murder squads have even
been organized to carry out violent as-
saults on them. On January 14, an
Iranian government-organized assassi-
nation team murdered a progressive
Iranian student in Manila, the Philip-
pines. When a large group of his
friends and supporters gathered at
Manila International Airport to send
off his body back home, they were at-
tacked by the regime’s agents who
fired machine guns and threw hand
grenades. Several people were injured
in this attack.

While brutal treatment is handed
out to those who fight to realize the un-
fulfilled revolutionary aspirations of
the people, the Khomeini regime more
and more inclines towards making
deals with the remnants of the old
monarchist reaction and with world
imperialism, which had suffered a big
blow with the 1979 Revolution. Al-
though the overthrow of the Shah did
niot result in the toiling masses coming
to power and instead a regime of ex-
ploiters was established, for a period
of time this regime was forced to take
certain measures against the Shah’s
apparatus and against imperialism as
a result of the pressure of the aroused
masses. But as the regime has pro-
ceeded towards violently crushing the
mass movement, it has more and more
revealed its inclination to come to
terms with imperialism.

The Khomeini-IRP regime continues

to rehabilitate still more of the Shah’s.

henchmen and incorporate them into
the government. Just recently, Gen-
eral Sodjdehi, chief of the torture
chambers of the Shah’s ‘‘Joint Anti-
Terrorist Center,”’ accepted Khomei-
ni’s offer of cooperation on his release
from prison and joined the government
in its war against the revolutionary
forces.

Today the Iranian regime is building
up its links with both Western imperi-
alism and Soviet social-imperialism.
It has made deals with the Israeli zion-
ists to purchase military spare parts. It
has stepped up its appeals for increas-
ed investment from the West. In this
regard, in December 1981, the gover-
nor of Iran’s central bank visited West
Germany. On behalf of Iran, he attend-
ed the board of directors’ meeting of
the Krupp steel monopoly and an-
nounced the Iranian government’s de-
cision to preserve its share in Krupp
which the Shah’s government had ac-

quired. He also appealed for increased
German investment in Iran and was
given a favorable response by the Ger-
man authorities.

For the time being the Iranian re-
gime is developing warm relations
with Soviet social-imperialism and the
revisionist countries of Eastern Eu-
rope. On February 15, the Iranian En-
ergy Minister, on a visit to Moscow,
signed an agreement for accelerated
economic and technical cooperation.
This will step up work on various in-
dustridl projects which the Soviet Un-
ion began in Iran under the Shah, and
the Soviet authorities are expected to
send more technical advisors to Iran.
There have also been reports that the
Soviett KGB has sent in advisors to
help beef up the Iranian regime’s in-
telligence agencies. In November, the
Soviet Union also offered Iran a politi-
cal-military treaty of ‘‘friendship and
cooperation,’”” which is under consider-
ation in Iran. In return for the aid of
Soviet social-imperialism, the Iranian
government has dropped its declara-
tions against Soviet imperialism, in-
cluding its earlier condemnation of
the occupation of Afghanistan.

In this regard, a particularly despi-
cable role is being played by the pro-
Soviet revisionist forces in Iran, the
Tudeh Party and the Fedayee (Majori-
ty). These elements have integrated
into the state apparatus and play a di-
rect role in fingering revolutionaries
and turning them over to the execu-
tioners. In fact, Tudeh Party members
can even be found among guards at
the notorious Evin Prison in Tehran.
Meanwhile, the pro-Soviet revisionists
worldwide, including the ‘‘Commu-
nist”’ Party of the USA, continue to
shower praise on the despotic IRP re-
gime.

But the assistance of imperialism
and Soviet revisionism will not save
the regime from the wrath of the Iran-
ian people. The recent actions of the
resistance show that the revolutionary
forces are far from being defeated. In
fact, they are working hard to develop
a fresh revolutionary onslaught of the
masses which will bring down the re-
gime. :

The Workers' Advocate condemns
the brutal crimes of the Khomeini-IRP
government against the Iranian peo-
ple. We denounce the murder, torture

—and jailings. of the finest sons and
daughters of the Iranian people.

" We condemn the Soviet social-impe-
rialists for providing the experts and
spies to guide the execution of the rev-
olutionaries. Once again Soviet revi-
sionism has demonstrated that it re-
mains a hangman of the revolution.
We also condemn imperialism which,
while continuing to plot to restore the
monarchist reaction, today looks favor-
ably on the regime’s reactionary offen-
sive in the hope that this will finally
succeed in stamping out the flames of
the revolution.

The Workers' Advocate salutes the
heroic revolutionary fighters of Iran
who are fighting so courageously to
carry forward the torch of the revolu-
tion. We call on the proletariat and all
progressive people to remain firm in
solidarity with the revolutionary mass-
es of Iran. 0

MAOIST ‘THREE WORLDERS’
Continued from page 6

called ‘‘second world.”’ He reiterates his support for the
‘‘non-aligned countries movement,’’ only new adding the
claim that, **independent of conscious intentions,’’ the non-
aligned movement is objectively *‘aligned.”’ (pp. 206, 207)

Indeed, even Tung’s claim that the Soviet Union is *‘so-
cialist”” does not alter his support for the ‘‘three worldist’’
view of allying with U.S. imperialism against the Soviet
Union. For the sake of phrasemongering, Tung bombasti-
cally proclaims: ‘‘One final note. In the event of a U.S.-So-
viet war or a war between the United States and any social-
ist country, we will unequivocally defend socialism, includ-
ing the Soviet Union.”’ (p. 212) But, for the time being, it is

business as usual in defending U.S. imperialism and the
warmongering U.S.-China alliance. Tung argues that: *‘The
contradiction between the Soviet Union and the United
States is very sharp. Mao rightfully utilized this contradic-
tion to develop a relationship with the United States after
attacks by the Soviet Union in the 60’s. The legitimate pur-
pose of this relationship was to facilitate China’s construc-
tion through reducing its defense budget.” (p. 157) And
later Tung exclaims that: *‘We have to support communists
within China who want to exploit the contradiction between
the United States and the Soviet Union...(by) normanlizing
relations with the United States, which is a deterrent to the
Soviet Union moving in.”’ (pp. 209-10)

Here we have *“CWP’s’’ disgusting renegacy gone wild.
Tung believes that it is fine for one allegedly ‘‘socialist’’
country, China, to create a warmongering alliance with U.S.

imperialism against another allegedly *‘socialist’’ country,
the Soviet Union. ‘‘Socialism’” fighting ‘‘socialism’’ is the
renegade perspective of the *‘CWP.”’

Tung also goes all out to prettify U.S. imperialist plunder
and penetration of other countries. It is well known that
through the export of capital, throngh loans and *‘aid,”’ the
various imperialist powers reap superprofits from the sweat
and blood of the working people of other countries. As well,
economic penetration is used by the imperialists to get their
claws in other countries and to subjugate them not only eco-
nomically, but also politicaily. But Tung and the “CWP”’
paint imperialist plunder in liberation colors claiming that
the export of capital is a ‘‘weakness’’ of Western imperial-
ism. He urges that this ‘‘weakness’’ should be exploited by
the rest of the worid.

For example, he argues: ‘‘Another question is whether
to join the International Monetary Fund. Just on the philo-
sophical level, it is appealing: in any real fight, any real
struggle, there has to be close body contact. If one keeps
the enemy away with a ten-foot pole, it is not a fight. ...
There is nothing wrong in and of itself with the Soviet Union
and the COMECON countries borrowing from the Western
imperialist countries. These countries understand that
Western imperialist countries have to export capital. They
know imperialists have to ‘recycle’ the excess dollars out-
side their economic system to alleviate their critical infla-
tionary problems. Knowing the weakness of the enemy,
these countries borrow money to import plants, raw materi-
al, technology, and whatever else they can get. Yet, it is
true that they will be influenced economically as well as ide-
ologically by the imperialists.

*‘But the fact that they suddenly become dependent and
problems abound such as the situation in Poland does not
mean that it is not a good fight. ... And in the Polish situa-
tion, besides the crucial strength of the working class repre-
sented by the growth of Solidarity union, the verdict on for-
eign debts is not yet in. Both sides are tied down, and both
are affected. To have it otherwise if puritanism.”’ (pp. 160-
61, emphasis added)

Here Tung combines his praise of enslaving U.S. imperi-
alism with his justifications that Poland and other Soviet-
bloc countries are ‘‘socialist.”” Why, becoming ‘‘depend-
ent’’ on Western imperialism is not such a bad thing — it is
really a ‘‘close body contact.”” Along with this, he expresses
his support for the Solidarity misleaders, who are trying to
move Poland over to the Western imperialist orbit.

At the same time, Tung adjusts the ‘‘three worlds’’ theo-
ry to allow him to defend the enslaving deeds of both super-
powers. So, while he defends alliances with U.S. imperial-
ism against Soviet ‘‘socialism,’’ he also now defends the so-
cial-imperialism of the Soviet revisionists, saying that:
*“...in the main it is a good thing that the Soviet Union is
a superpower’’ and prettifying the enslaving Soviet ‘‘aid”’
to the ‘‘third world.”’ Indeed, Tung grants the right to ally
with any imperialism against any other imperialism. For
example, he stresses: ‘‘We must support the right of third
world countries to utilize for their own survival whatever
contradictions that exist between two chauvinist ‘superpow-
ers.’ ... It gives socialism strong allies as well as forces
socialist countries not to impose any nationally specific doc-
trines on third world countries....”” (p. 157) In short, as a
good ‘‘three worlder,”” Tung will prettify any imperialism
and capitalism. The only thing that the world’s peoples do
not have the right to do in his view is to fight imperialism
and join the forces of revolution and genuine socialism.

In the next part of our article, to be published in a future
issue of The Workers' Advocate, we show that Tung’s idea
of socialism turns out to be simply state monopoly capital-
ism, complete with a ‘‘mixed’’ economy and a bourgeois
democratic system of ‘‘balances,” and dressed up in pro-
worker colors as “‘planning.’”” We also examine in more de-
tail the particular arguments that Tung uses to prettify So-
viet revisionism and show that he completely negates Marx-
ism-Leninism, engages in the word-chopping and confu-
sion-mongering of a complete charlatan, sings praises of
the corrupt revisionist bureaucracy, and denigrates the role
of the party and of the dictatorship of the proletariat in so-
cialism. O
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Mitterrand Visits Algeria

The Sociahl-Demf)crat
Mitterrand, Chieftain of the
French Neo-Colonialists

(The following article is taken from
La Forge, Central Organ of the Work-
ers' Communist Party of France,
December 15-31, 1981. Translation by
The Workers’ Advocate staff.)

Mitterrand’s trip to Algeria has
been characterized by the press as an
important and decisive episode in the
‘‘long love story'’ between the two
countries. Foreign Relations Minister
Cheysson has even spoken of a ‘‘pas-
sionate embrace,”” and the French
leaders have expressed their desire to
‘‘start again from scratch.”’

The necessity for the French govern-
ment and notably for the president to
erase the past in order to establish
‘“‘trustful relations’’ between the two
countries is quite comprehensible.

But it is not a question .only of a
stroke of a pen drawn over a _re-
pression that caused more than a
million Algerian deaths. This attitude
also leads to leaving unmentioned the
armed national liberation struggle
waged for eight years by the Algerian
people and which deserves the respect
of all people who love freedom and
peace, particularly among the peoples
dominated by imperialism.

If Algeria benefits from such great
influence, it owes it above all to its
glorious fighters who paid dearly for
their victory against French colonial-
ism and imperialism and all its then
front-rank men, certain of whom are
now found again at the pinnacle of
power. What ‘‘trustful relations’’ can
be established with those who have
exchanged the bazooka, napalm and
torture for the smile, the rose and
promises? What are the objectives of
this trip for social-democracy in power
in France?

— To use Algeria, its raw materials,
workers and market to make a success
of the plan to boost the French econ-
omy.

The big business of this trip has

been gas. To assure its development,

to buy machines and equipment sold
at ever higher prices by the impe-
rialist countries, Algeria wants to re-
view the contracts drawn up with the
preceding government. On this occa-
sion one could see that the sudden
passion for Algeria has not made the
French negotiators, of whom the main
ones like Jeanneney and Jobert were
ministers under DeGaulle and Pompi-
dou, lose their heads or their business
sense. Their aim is to pay for gas as
cheaply as possible. In doing this they
express the interests not only of the
French monopolies but also of all the
imperialists, Italian, Belgian, British,
who are opposed to an increase in
the purchasing price of gas. The
American company El Paso, which re-
fuses to honor its agreements, has
made it known that it was not able to
renegotiate its contracts. No doubt the
French government has used the a-
greements and negotiations with the
USSR for the delivery of Siberian gas
to France to put pressure on the Alger-
ian government. )

But it is not only a question of
gas. ... When one knows that Renault
hopes to tear up a contract and that
Thomson and CGE [the French Gen-
eral Electic Company — W.A.] are
competing with the Japanese to sell
telephone equipment, one can see that
it’s a matter of the most powerful
French monopolies.

As for the Algerian laborer, no
serious measure came out of this trip
to improve his conditions of life and
work. On the contrary, Interior Minis-
ter Defferre presented as a success
the closer collaboration between the
police in order to better harass the
workers, better control passages at
the borders, and thus prevent [il-
legal work by the Algerian workers].

On the economic plane, Mitter-
rand’s trip had the aim of seeking low
cost energy sources, using immjigrant
labor under better conditions for the
state and the French monopolies,
obtaining contracts to invest capital
and to dispose of a part of the produc-
tion; to maintain and enlarge the
positions of the French monopolies
in the face of keen competitiog from
the other imperialist powers.

— To use the political audience of
Algeria in the world to enlarge the
field of activity of French imperialism.

In going to Algeria Mitterrand
wanted to make this trip ‘‘a political
act,’”” a concrete example of the new
relations between North and South,
between Europe and Africa, between
Europe and the Arab countries.

The first trip of the new president
was to Saudi Arabia: oil and arms com-
pel it! Then it was the Paris summit
where he gathered around him, in
keeping with a tradition well establish-
ed since DeGaulle, the heads of state
of French black Africa: defense of the
hunting grounds compels it! But the

Some memorable quotes
from Mitterrand

Let us recall several statements
of Francois Mitterrand at the time
when he occupied some ministerial
posts in different governments of
the 4th Republic. They testify to
the place he assigns to Algeria in
the plans to rescue French impe-
rialism; they fix his responsibility
in the bloody repression against
the Algerian people and patriots.

‘“The future, the security, the
grandeur of France are fixed,
in the first place, in our African
whole and can be assured only by
our control of the western basin
of the Mediterranean’’ (Declara-
tion to the National Assembly,
November 10, 1954 when he was
minister of the interior in: the
Mendes-France government)

‘I approve of the use of military
force and the presence of soldiers
in Algeria to the extent that that
constitutes the last means of re-
gaining some space to engage in
dialogue.’’ (Congress of the UDSR
at Nancy in October 1956 when he..
was Keeper of the Seals, in charge
of justice in the Guy Mollet cab-
inet)

‘“When the government declares
that it wishes to reestablish order
in Algeria, I approve of it. When it
proclaims that it will never consent
to abandon it, I approve of it.
When it asks Parliament to renew
the special powers which allow it
to hunt down vile terrorism, I
approve of it."”" (Interview in
Paris-Presse. ‘‘The Intransigent,’’
June 29, 1957, a few days after
the fall of the Guy Mollet govern-
ment)

competition is such that the arms sell
badly and that the hunting grounds
turn towards other suppliers.

It’s a question then of enlarging the
field of activity of French imperialism
to new countries such as the Arab
countries called the ‘‘Rejection Front’’
or African countries styled:. as ‘‘pro-
gressive.’” For this new orientation of
French foreign policy, the label of the
Algerian authorities is not an insig-
nificant contribution. " Sty 0

Finally, Mitterrand’s visit to Algeria
is seen in the setting of the rivalry
of the imperialists, particularly the
two superpowers — U.S. and Soviet,
to. appropriate spheres of influence
and strategic zones. To this day the
USSR equips the Algerian army 95%;
President Chadli recently made it
understood that he intended to diversi-
fy his sources of supplies at the same
time that he dismissed from their
posts several leaders of the pro-
Soviet party who had influence in the
state apparatus. For French imperial-
ism, the time has come to encourage
such a favorable evolution, and, in
the so-called name of neutrality and
non-alignment, to supplant Soviet
social-imperialism and sign some juicy
armaments contracts. This is not to
offend U.S. imperialism which counts
on Algeria as its ‘‘faithful ally.”

Indeed, U.S. imperialism is also
particularly interested in Algeria,
whose primary trading partner it
has become. But at the present time,
the war in the Sahara with its new
developments confers on Morocco a
choice place in the American global
strategy in Africa and the Mediter-
ranean. In Morocco the French mono-
polies have been supplanted in all
fields by the American trusts. Thus in
Algeria there is a niche for French
imperialism.

Facts show that what guides the
French policy is not concern for har-
monious and balanced relations be-
tween our two peoples, nor the de-
velopment of the Algerian economy. It
is the exploitation of the wealth and
the Algerian people for the maximum
profit of the monopolies; it is the util-
isation by French imperialism of the
influence which Algeria enjoys and
whose origin rests in the unyielding
struggle for its independence, so as to
enlarge its (French -imperialism’s)
political influence, profits and posi-
tions. Our peoples have nothing good
to gain from this policy. We are con-
vinced that the Algerian people have
forgotten nothing of the suffering and
destruction caused by years of war and
for which social-democracy bears a
heavy share of the responsibility.

Their victory was that of all the ex- .

ploited, of all the oppressed and down-
trodden. We do not doubt that they
will equally be able to expose the new
plans of French imperialism no matter
what mask it may put on. |

Polish workers squeezed at hayonet point
to ensure that tribute is paid to the Western banks

The martial law authorities are con-
tinuing their brutal crackdown on the
Polish working class and people.
During the first weeks of February,
police and troops conducted country-
wide sweeps, detaining and arresting
thousands for violations of the fascistic
martial law decrees. At the same time
there have been reports of violent
clashes between the martial law troops
and the workers and youth of Gdansk
and other cities. The new capitalist-
revisionist rulers in power in Warsaw
and Moscow allege that this military

I crackdown is all necessary to ‘‘defend

socialism.”” Meanwhile, Reagan and
the other capitalist mouthpieces in the
West are carrying out a propaganda
broadside against so-called ‘‘commun-
ist tyranny’’ in Poland. But the fact of
the matter is that the martial law
regime in Poland has nothing to do
with genuine socialism and commun-
ism. Quite the opposite. It is the
capitalist-revisionist system of ex-
ploitation and of imperialist and social-
imperialist slavery which is being
propped up by the tanks and troops of
Warsaw’s new military dictators.

200-400% Price Increases
at the Point of Bayonets

The Polish people are in desperate
straits. They lack bread to eat and
even such necessities as soap. Never-
theless, on February 1, the martial law
regime imposed on the hard pressed
workers price hikes of 200 to 400% on
many food and other items. Overnight
a typical worker’s monthly food bill
will go up by some 75%. With this
brutal price gouging, the capitalist-
revisionist ruling class is trying to
squeeze the very lifeblood out of the
workers, as it is on the backs of the
workers that the Polish capitalists are
desperately trying to save themselves
from the abyss of complete economic
collapse.

This is not the first time that the
Polish regime has attempted to impose
price increases on the masses as a
means to escape its economic diffi-
culties; in 1970, 1976, and 1980 the
government also resorted to attempts
to impose price increases. Though
they were hardly a fraction of the scale
of the present increases, all three of
these previous attempts ignited
powerful outbursts of the Polish work-
ers including the revolts-which toppled
from * power ‘the revisionist:' chief-
tains Gomulka in 1970 and Gierek and
Kania in 1980-81. But today these
towering price hikes have come down
at the point of martial law bayonets.
Under the military jackboot, the hun-
gry Polish workers are being saddled
with the burden of the catastrophic
crisis gripping the Polish capitalist
economy.

Troops and Tanks for
Squeezing the Interest Payments
to the Western Banks

~ Out of the Polish Workers

“To the tune of $27 billion, the cap-
italist regime in Warsaw has put Po-
land deep in hock to the Western
imperialist governments and banks.
Over the last decade, the Polish
government has financed the large-
scale importation of factories and e-
quipment from the West by going
deep into debt to the West German,
U.S. and other imperialists, drawing
loans from over 500 Western banks.
Billions more in debts have piled up
to finance the importation of grain
shipments from the U.S. and else-
where. Inevitably, the importation of
these factories and equipment has only
further contributed to the lopsided,
dependent and fragile nature of Po-
land’s economy; the grain shipments
have only deepened Poland’'s grave
agricultural crisis; and the billions of
dollars in debt payments have placed
an enormous drain on the Polish
economy. In 1979, for example, fully
90% of Poland's entire export earn-
ings went towards making payments
on the interest and principal owed to
the West. N

These debts to the imperialist loan
sharks are like a millstone around the
necks of the Polish people. They are
also a major factor in the economic
breakdown we are witnessing today.
In the last two years there has been
a 30% drop in industrial output; but
the crushing debt burden has exhaust-
ed Poland’s ability to purchase either
with cash or additional loans the need-
ed machinery, spare parts and raw
materials needed to start up the idle
factories.

So what are the military dictators in

Warsaw doing about this problem?

These so-called ‘‘defenders of social-
ism’’ are using troops and tanks to
militarize the factories, to put the
striking workers back to work, and to
impose 200-400% price hikes on the
people — in a word, they are crushing
the Polish workers under foot so as to
ensure the payment of their debts to

the Western banks. The Polish leaders
are down on their hands and knees be-
fore their creditors pleading for time
to allow martial law to take its effect.
They are assuring the Western bank-
ers that over time a little dose of brutal
military rule will make it possible to
sufficiently restore production and

plunder the workers so as to allow the’

regime to catch up on its debt pay-
ments, to avoid default, and to pave
the way to renew and even to expand
Poland’s indebtedness to Western
finance capital. So, while the Polish
workers are being trampled on by
martial law tanks and troops, and
starving in bread lines, just last week
it was reported that Poland is starting
to make good on tens of millions in
unpaid interest to the Bank of Ameri-
ca; Chase Manhattan, Morgan Guar-
anty, and other investors in Polish
capitdlism,

Crying Crocodile Tears Over
the Plight of the Polish Workers...
All the Way to the Bank

The chieftains of U.S. imperialism
are crying crocodile tears over the
plight of the Polish workers. Reagan
and Haig are wiping their tears over
Poland with hands which are dripping
with the blood of the tens upon tens of
thousands of victims of the U.S.-
backed military dictatorships in El
Salvador, Guatemala, Chile, Turkey,
the Philippines and numerous other
countries within the U.S. imperialist
world empire. In fact, in the calcula-
tions of these imperialist fiends, the
working people both at home and a-
broad are only so much human raw
material and so much cannon fodder
to be used up and chewed up in the
man-eating machine of capitalist
profit making.

It is therefore a strange sight indeed
to see these same gentlemen dress
themselves up as the alleged cham-
pions of the rights of the Polish
workers. But behind the hypocritical
masks of these hangmen lies the same
cool calculations of imperialist profit
making and cynical designs for sink-
ing the claws of U.S. finance capital
ever deeper into the flesh of the Polish
people. This is graphically borne out
by the Reagan administration’s policy
towards Poland's unpaid loans.

The White House has declared that
there can be no ‘‘business’ as usual’’
with ‘the Polish regime, and as‘a; re-
sult of Reagan’s cutoff of U.S. ‘corn
shipments Poland’s chickens have
been left to starve. But when it comes
to the flow of interest payments to
the U.S. banks, that’s a different mat-
ter altogether. Faced with the immi-
nent danger of Poland defaulting on its
loans, the Wall Street bankers, and the
Treasury and State Departments all
got together and resolved to take ex-
traordinary and unprecedented meas-
ures to cover Poland’s debt payments.

The Reagan administration has al-
ready paid out to the banks $71 million
to cover Poland’s overdue interest pay-
ments, and the State Department has
estimated that it may cost the U.S.
government as much as $2 billion over
the next two years to keep Poland from
default and ensure the ‘‘business as
usual”’ flow of money to Wall Street.
In his February 18 news conference,
Reagan pointed out that this bail-
out was necessary to ‘‘retain our
leverage,”’ explaining that this was
necessary to retain the financial
penetration of Poland as leverage a-
gainst Soviet social-imperialism, and
for advancing Western imperialism’s
enslaving interests. And Reagan add-
ed that Poland’s ‘‘default would mean
great financial hardship for...a great
many institutions [that is banks] here
in the West.”’ So when it comes to the
loan profits of the financiers, there is
not just ‘‘business as usual’’ but an ex-
traordinary bailout of the Polish
martial law regime. This confirms
what the Western financial analysts
have been saying all along: while
there are drawbacks there are also
profits to be had from martial law
which was essential to prevent ‘‘great
hardship’’ for the billionaire bankers
of Wall Street, West Germany, etc.
Hence the strange sight of the U.S.
imperialists  gushing  hypocritical
tears over the plight of the Polish
workers...all the way to the bank.

Soviet Social-Imperialist and
U.S. Imperialist Vultures Over Poland

Both the imperialist wolves of the
East and West weigh heavily on the
backs of the Polish workers. Behind
the martial law regime stands the
troops of the Warsaw Pact led by the
Soviet Union. The social-imperialist
Soviet Union, which is socialist in
words and which is an aggressive
imperialist superpower in deeds, has
seen the Polish workers’ movement
and the encroachments of the Western
imperialists in Poland as a grave
danger to their social-imperialist
empire. This is why Brezhnev and co.

have ordered their flunkey Jarezulski

to clamp down, while holding in re-
serve the not-so-veiled threat that if
martial law fails to crush the opposi-
tion and to stabilize the situation, then
Russian tanks will have to do the job.

Meanwhile, the American impe-
rialists  are'striving to replace Soviet
social-imperialist slavery with their
own imperialist yoke. Western impe-
rialism is banking heavily on the
traitorous leadership of Solidarity and
its major ally, the Catholic church,
to pave the way towards complete
Western imperialist subjugation. It
appears that, out of fear of a Soviet
invasion, the Western imperialists
want to avoid an open clash at this
time. Rather they prefer to sit back,
draw interest on their loans, and

accumulate forces for when conditions
ripen to make their move. Such are the
fiendish plans which the imperialist
and social-imperialist vultures have in
store for the Polish people.

Polish Workers Must Take to
the Barricades of Struggle
Against Capitalist-Revisionist Slavery

The Polish working class has a
glorious revolutionary tradition. Over
the decades it has fought heroically
against capitalist exploitation and a-
gainst the yoke of the tsars and the
kaisers and against the German Nazi
hordes. With liberation following
WW II, out of the ashes of the old
society, the long-suffering Polish peo-
ple embarked on building a happy
socialist life. But with the revisionist
betrayal of socialism in the mid-
1950’s, the Polish working class is a-
gain suffering the living nightmare of
a capitalist hell.

Over and over again, the Polish
workers have demonstrated their
great power in the struggle against
those who exploit and oppress them.
And today, too, there is every reason
to believe that Jarezulski’s military
dictatorship will be no more success-
ful in keeping down the workers than
the regimes that went before @it.
Nevertheless the Polish workers face
a difficult situation. The martial law
which they face is extremely broad and
ruthless in its repressive measures and
behind it stands the Soviet tanks.
Moreover the leadership which has
come to the head of the Polish work-
ers’ movement is leading the workers
down a dead end. Lech Walesa
and the other Solidarity leaders and
the church want to reconcile the
masses to the regime and to capitalist-
revisionist slavery. These traitorous
leaders have no greater objective than
to ride the wave of the Polish workers’
struggle in order to eventually take
their place among the ranks of the
capitalist rulers and to deliver Poland
over to the tender mercies of the
Western imperialist wolves.

But to exchange one set of slave-
masters for another is in no way free-
dom from slavery. The Polish workers
must take to the barricades of un-
compromising struggle for their
rights, against capitalist-revisionist
tyranny and exploitation, and against
the domination and plunder of the
imperialists of both the East and the
West. In this struggle the Polish
working class must forge anew the
genuine proletarian leadership, the
genuine Marxist-Leninist communist
party that can successfully guide their
struggle to victory. This is the revolu-
tionary road on whiech the heroic
Polish working class will be able to
emerge from the chaos and darkness
into which their capitalist-revisionist
oppressors have plunged them. U

Martial Law in Poland — A Typical '
Expression of Capitalist Violence

Ronald Reagan’s spectacular show
business flop, ‘‘Let Poland Be Po-
land,’’ is only one part of the concerted
propaganda barrage that the world
bourgeoisie has launched around the
events in Poland aimed at discrediting
socialism in the minds of the people.
Pointing to Poland they paint socialism
as a system of bread lines and military
jackboots. However, it is not socialism,
but the catastrophic results of the be-
trayal of socialism and the restoration
of capitalism~<that has produced the
crisis and the martial law in Poland.

In Polish society there is not a shred
of socialism left to be found. After
the smashing of Nazism in the last
world war, Poland emerged on the
road of building a socialist society. But
since the mid-1950’s, following the ba-
ton of the Khrushchovite revisionist
traitors to socialism and communism
in the Soviet Union, a clique of revi-
sionist bureaucrats robbed the Polish
workers of political power. These
usurpers transformed the socialist
property of the working class into the
state capitalist property of the rich of-
ficialdom, and both in the cities and
the countryside the private capitalist
owners have been given a free reign to
grow fat and rich off of the exploitation
of the working people.

Today Poland’s new capitalist-revi-
sionist ruling class has resorted to
naked military dictatorship against the
working people. This is nothing but a
typical expression of capitalist violence
and savagery. As if to prove this very
point, in last month’s speech before
the Polish parliament, Prime Minister
Jarezulski made a very revealing state-
ment. Jarezulski complained bitterly
about Reagan’s protests against mar-
tial law in Poland, adding that: ‘‘The
head of the Polish Government did not
demand the release from U.S. prisons

of the handcuffed leaders of the air
traffic controllers’ trade union. The
Polish Government did not make any
declarations assessing the respesct for
human rights in Ulster. The Polish
Sejm [parliament] did not debate
whether the rules for the practice of a
profession by people with inconvenient
opinions [referring to the anti-commu-
nist exclusionary laws applying to the
West German civil service] which are
in force in the FRG are in accord with
the declaration on human rights.”’ In
other words, Jaruzelski is upset about
protests against the brutal military tyr-
anny in Poland because, after all, the
Warsaw rulers didn’t protest when
their capitalist counterparts resorted
to brutal police measures against strik-
ers in the U.S., or to military rule a-
gainst the Irish people, or to fascist
exclusionary laws against progressive
West Germans. But all that this goes
to show is that this Mr. Jaruzelski is a
shameless defender of capitalist tyr-
anny not only in Poland but wherever
else the capitalist rulers send their po-

lice and troops to trample on the work-

ing masses.

In Poland, the Soviet Union, China,
Cuba, and the other countries where
the revisionist betrayers of Marxism-
Leninism hold power only the sign-
board of socialism remains. Beneath
the signboard the cause of socialism
has been trampled into the mud and
the working class is ruthlessly exploit-
ed and oppressed under the social-fas-
cistrule of the new capitalist-revisionist
bourgeoisie. It is precisely to defend
the power, wealth and privileges of
such a clique of rich bureaucrats and
capitalist bloodsuckers that the War-
saw regime has clamped down on the
workers with martial law tyranny. Nev-
ertheless, despite the thoroughly capi-
talist nature of this martial law regime,

U.S.-led Western imperialism is using
events in Poland to carry out a vile
propaganda broadside to discredit the
great ideals of socialism and Marxism-
Leninism.

The best answer to these capitalist
lies is the living example of genuine
scientific socialism. Today genuine so-
cialism exists and is marching forward
triumphantly in the People’s Socialist
Republic of Albania, the only truly so-
cialist country in the present-day
world. The Party of Labor of Albania
and the Albanian working class are
successfully building socialism along
the path charted by Marx, Engels,
Lenin, and Stalin. In socialist Albania
the working class and people are the
true masters of society. There are no
rich bureaucrats, exploiters or oppres-
sors on the backs of the people, and
there is a dynamic economy with a
modern industry and a flourishing self-
sufficient agriculture. Albania is the
only country in the world where the
working people do not suffer the
scourges of economic crises, and
where there is no inflation or price
rises, where there are no taxes, no un-
employment, and where there is not a
single dollar of debts to the imperial-
ist or social-imperialist loan sharks.

The stark contrast of the brilliant
reality of socialism in Albania to the
crisis-ridden hell for the working peo-
ple which prevails throughout the en-
tire capitalist and revisionist world
shows that genuine socialism is indeed
the most just, progressive and revolu-
tionary society known to man. The tall
mountains of capitalist lies cannot
darken the perspective of socialism
and communism as the happy future of
all oppressed mankind.



The ‘“‘Anti-Reagan Fightback’’ of the ‘“C’’PUSA Revisionists

(The following leaflet, along with an
article condemning the martial law of
the Polish capiralist regime, was dis-
tributed to those attending a speech by
Gus Hall on '‘The Meaning of the
Events in Poland’’ held on January 22
in Chicago. Earlier, on January 16 the
leaflet was distributed in Detroit to a
national *‘‘fightback’’ conference and
rally of the Daily World, newspaper of
the "'C"'PUSA.)

The so-called ‘‘Communist’’ Party,
USA of Gus Hall and company claims
to be carrying out a fightback against
Reaganism. Our Party, the Marxist-
Leninist Party, USA, the genuine
communist party in the U.S., holds
that it is essential to push forward the
mass struggle against Reaganite re-
action and the capitalist offensive.
And we consider the revisionist huck-
sters of the Daily World and the*‘C"’P
USA to be scabs and strikebreakers in
this struggle.

The MLP works to build the inde-
pendent movement of the working
class, independent of the monopoly
capitalists and their political parties.
This orientation is essential for a real
fight against Reaganite reaction. This
is because the Reaganite program of
hunger, fascism and war is the bi-
partisan program of the Republicans
and Democrats alike, the program of
all the big capitalist money-grubbers.
Indeed, we have now witnessed a full
year of the Democratic Party ‘‘honey-
moon’’ with the Reagan White House.
Nevertheless, in order to divert the
outrage among the working people a-
gainst the Reaganite attacks into
harmless dead ends, the capitalists
have assigned the Democratic Party a
special role — to win the anti-Reagan
masses over to the concealed Reagan-
ism of the equally reactionary Demo-
cratic Party.

The *‘C’PUSA of Gus Hall and
company is nothing more than a miser-
able tail of the Democrats; it is one of
the most loyal handmaidens of the
Democratic Party in its work of sub-
verting the mass struggle against the
capitalist offensive. The ‘‘C'’'PUSA
poses as communist, but only to paint
up its adherence to the Democratic
Party in Marxist colors. But by their
support for this twin party of the cap-
italist offensive, the “‘C’PUSA ex-
pose themselves as fake communists,
as anti-Marxists, and as real servants
of the capitalist ruling class.

Just look at the path which *‘C’’P
USA general secretary, Gus Hall, puts
forward for the struggle against the
Reaganite offensive.

At a recent Central Committee
meeting, Mr. Hall gave a report en-
titled ‘‘The Challenge of Reaganomics
— Mounting the Fightback to Win."’
(See Daily World, December 17,
1981) Gus Hall proclaims that the main
work of the *‘C’'PUSA in the coming
months must be to elect Democratic
Party and other capitalist, so-called
‘‘anti-Reagan’’ politicians in the 1982
elections. Winning seats for the Demo-
crats, this is what Gus Hall means by
his ‘‘fightback to win.’”” This task is
declared to be ‘‘the key link in the
political theater’’ and to be ‘‘the over-
all objective’” to which ‘‘all tactical
questions must now be synchronized.”’

This revisionist bandleader of the
“C”’PUSA is marching in close step
with the reactionary leaders of the
AFL-CIO. These bureaucrats are
closely allied with the Democrats and
many are prominent Democratic Party
officials in their own right. Hence,
while Lane Kirkland and Doug Fraser
are working hand in hand with the

THE WORKERS’ ADVOCATE

Winning Seats for Democratic Party Hacks

Reagan regime and the monopoly
corporations to jam concessions down
the workers’ throats, at the same time
they are trying to channel the workers’
hatred for Reagan into voting cannon
fodder for the Democrats. Recently
Kirkland declared that the march to
the voting booths on behalf of the
Democrats in the 1982 elections would
be ‘‘Solidarity Day I1."’

Gus Hall was tickled pink by this
‘‘openly anti-Reagan’ stand of

‘‘Brother Kirkland.”’ **While the AFL-

CIO approach is to give the Democratic
Party a carte blanche endorsement,”’
Mr. Hall explained, the ‘‘C’’PUSA
should not take issue with this ‘‘overall
stand’’ because, after all, ‘‘the mass

wave (against Reagan) will mainly ex-
press itself through the Democratic
Party and especially through the
primary campaigns.”’ In a word, just
like his ‘‘Brother Kirkland,’’ Gus Hall
is equally a yellow-bellied bootlicker
of the Democratic Party and the cap-
italist millionaires. '

For the sake of appearances, Gus
Hall demagogically adds that his
support for the Democratic Party does
not ‘“*‘mean we will give up or mothball
our advocacy of political independ-
ence.’’ But this is just a sham. The fact
of the matter is that the present
*‘C’’PUSA hasn'’t the slightest resem-
blance to the old Communist Party
which was the independent revolu-

tionary working class party. Long ago
Gus Hall and company descended
down the Browderite and Khrushchov-
ite revisionist path of liquidationism
— the path of giving up and mothball-
ing the political independence of the
working class. The ‘‘C’’PUSA has fus-
ed completely with the liberal-labor
marsh of the *‘left’’ wing of the Dem-
ocratic Party. They are nothing more
than an impotent echo of this monopo-
ly capitalist party of concealed Rea-
ganism and of the ruthless capitalist
offensive against the working class
and downtrodden.

On a world scale, too, Gus Hall and
company stand on the side of the
oppressors and aggressors. Besides

their perennial support of the Demo-
cratic Party of imperialism and rabid
warmongering, the ‘‘C’PUSA re-
visionists are also ardent supporters
of the new capitalist-revisionist rulers
in the Soviet Union. The ‘‘C’'PUSA
slanders and maligns the genuine
socialism and the dictatorship of the
proletariat of the glorious days of
Lenin and Stalin. This is because they
support Khrushchov and Brezhnev
and the other revisionist new tsars
who are socialist only in words but who
are bloodstained imperialists and
fascists in deeds. The ‘‘C"PUSA
applauded the Soviet social-imperialist
invasion of Czechoslovakia in 1968.
Today they fully endorse the genocidal
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Viet Nam-style war which the Soviet
occupiers are waging against the pop-
ulation of Afghanistan. And now they
are applauding the martial law tyranny
of the Polish revisionist-capitalist
ruling class. The capitalist military
regime in Warsaw has trained ma-
chine guns on the backs of the workers
in the militarized factories. Their
approval of this regime says a great
deal about the nature of the ‘*C’'PUSA
itself as a shameless defender of the
capitalist system of exploitation, re-
pressign and tyranny. O

On the ““C’’PUSA’s Phony ‘‘Independent Politics’’

The Barbaro Mayoral Campaign

The revisionist *‘C"’PUSA is throw-
ing its forces into frenzied campaign-
ing based on a supposed ‘‘anti-
Reagan’’ strategy of electing Demo-
crats. But in order to cover up this dis-
gusting betrayal of the cause of the
working class, they are carrying out
their bootlick service to the big capital-
ist Democratic Party in the name of
organizing the ‘‘political independ-
ence’’ of the workers. Therefore, it
is of some interest to see what the
revisionists mean by ‘‘political inde-
pendence’’ and how they organize it
in practice.

Gus Hall, the ““C’’PUSA General
Secretary, elaborated his revisionist
views at a recent Central Committee
meeting in a report entitled ‘‘The
Challenge of Reagonomics — Mount-
ing the Fightback to Win.”' (See
Daily World, December 17, 1981)
While calling on the‘C’’PUSA forces
to throw themselves into the ‘‘mass
wave that will mainly express itself
through the Democratic Party,’”” Gus
Hall explained, ‘‘Does this mean we
will give up or mothball our advocacy
of political independence, of a new
labor-based political party, or our
position on the question of the lesser
evil? To do so would be a grave mis-
take. We must take these concepts into
the mass wave.”’ Further, trying to
explain how ‘‘political independence’’
is to be achieved through the Demo-
cratic Party, Gus Hall argued that
*‘Ounly independent and left forces can
inject programs and issues that go be-
yond the run-of-the-mill candidates.”
As well, he called for building *‘broad-
based ad hoc electoral coalitions,
coalitions that will work to run and
elect anti-Reagan candidates, starting
with the Democratic Party primar-
ies...”” and he emphasized that ‘‘the
concept of ad hoc electoral coalitions
may be the shortest route to more
permanent political independence.’’

Thus for Gus Hall building the inde-
pendent movement of the working
class does not mean mobilizing the
workers to break from the Democratic
Party, to resolutely stand in their own
class interests against the two big
capitalist parties, the Democrats and
Republicans, and their bipartisan
program of starvation, fascism and
war. No, instead Gus Hall wants the
workers to work through the Demo-
cratic Party; to build ‘“‘independent’’
electoral coalitions to elect Democrats,
or would-be Democrats; and to jazz up
the Democrats’ ‘‘run-of-the-mill”’
election campaigns with more liberal-
labor ‘‘programs and issues.’’ This, of
course, is not political independence,
but finding better ways to enslave the
workers to the Democratic Party.

A typical example of these revi-
sionist tactics in practice can be found
in the recent mayoral election cam-
paign of Frank Barbaro in New York
City. In his report, Gus Hall lavishly
praises the Barbaro campaign and sets
it forward as one of the models for
building ‘‘independent’’ electoral
coalitions. Likewise, many of the fol-
lowers of Chinese revisionism have
been promoting the Barbaro campaign
in a similar fashion. While the League
of Revolutionary Struggle (M-L) ex-
claims that ‘‘a vote for Barbaro is a
vote for a different New York,”
(Unity, October 23-November 5, 1981)
the ‘‘C”P(M-L) liquidators echo
Gus Hall claiming that ‘‘The willing-
ness of labor to enter this kind of
coalition marks a significant step in
the direction of political indepen-
dence.”’ (The Call, November-Decem-
ber, 1981) As well, many social-
democratic outfits, such as the Demo-
cratic Socialist Organizing Committee
and the Citizens Party, have been
trumpeting the campaign to elect
Barbaro. Thus it is of some value to
take a brief look at this ‘‘model’’ of
revisionist and  social-democratic
tactics.

Barbaro’s Call —
Elect a ““True Democrat’’

The 1981 mayoral election in New
York was marked by the fact that the
incumbent Democratic Party mayor,
Ed Koch, received re-election endorse-
ments not only from his own Demo-
cratic Party but also from the Republi-
cans. The Republican endorsement
gave a striking example of the Demo-
crats’ current ‘‘honeymoon’’ with the
Reaganite Republicans. It revealed
once again that the Democrats and
Republicans are just twins, two big
parties of capitalist reaction.

Worried that the ‘‘pro-worker and
minority’’ mask of the Democratic
Party was being tarnished by Koch’s
openly racist and big business policies,
a coalition of trade union bureaucrats,
liberals and social-democrats went
looking for an alternative candidate.
They dredged up Frank Barbaro from
obscurity and threw him against Koch
in the Democratic Party primary.
Barbaro is a Democratic Party politi-
cian who has been elected to the New
York State assembly from Benson-
hurts, Brooklyn, since 1972. His chief
theme in the primary was that while
Koch was becoming tied to the Re-
publicans, he was a ‘‘true Democrat’’
who aimed at ‘‘reuniting the Demo-
cratic coalitions of Franklin Roosevelt,
Hubert Humphrey and the Ken-
nedys.”’ (Barbaro for Mayor Commit-

tee press release, August 16, 1981)

Even after Barbaro lost to Koch in
the primary election and began to
run in the general mayoral elections
under the banner of the “‘indepen-
dent”’ Unity Party, he continued to
emphasize his ties to the Democratic
Party. His campaign literature jeered
against Koch as a ‘‘born-again Re-
publican’’ and stressed in bold letters
that ‘‘Frank Barbaro stands for the
principles that the Democratic Party
has always stood for."’

Thus the revisionist ‘‘C’’PUSA
has presented as a model of ‘‘inde-
pendent politics’® an election cam-
paign that based itself on trying to be
more loyal to the Democratic Party
than the official Democratic Party
candidate. This is nothing but an ef-
fort to conceal the real capitalist nature
of the Democratic Party from the
workers who are increasingly desert-
ing Koch, by appealing to the workers
to vote for a ‘‘true Democrat.”’

Injecting Programs and Issues

But what of Gus Hall's talk of in-
jecting ‘‘programs and issues that go
beyond the run-of-the-mill candi-
dates.”’? The Barbaro campaign is in
fact a model of this revisionist practice
of painting up the Democratic Party
program in ‘‘progressive,”’ ‘‘pro-
labor’” and ‘‘anti-monopoly’’ colors.

In a major article in the December,
1981 issue- of - Political -Affairs, the
theoretical journal of the ‘‘C’PUSA,
Si Gerson, the head of the “C''P’s
Political Action Committee, summed
up the Barbaro campaign. Here Ger-
son claims that Barbaro ‘‘advanced a
fighting program and attacked Koch
on two central questions: subservience
to the banks and big realty developers,
and racist polarization of the city."”
What Gerson fails to mention is that
on these points, as on others, Barbaro
never went beyond the program of the
Democratic Party in general or of Koch
in particular.

Take the first point. Barbaro himself
claimed to have led ‘‘the legislative
fight against the banks’ attempts to
gain a financial stranglehold on New
York City.”” (‘“‘A Profile of Candidate
Frank Barbaro,”’ released by the
Barbaro for Mayor Committee, un-
dated) This is just a blatant lie. In
1975-76 Barbaro voted in the New York
State Assembly for the bill to create
the Emergency Financial Control
Board, the body of finance and mono-
poly capitalists who did in fact estab-
lish a stranglehold on New York
City’s working masses, bleeding them
white to pay for the city’s fiscal crisis.
During the campaign, despite tremen-

in New York City

dous rhetoric against Koch's subserv-
ience to the banks and real estate
moguls, Barbaro carefully ducked the
issue of making these capitalist lords
pay for the fiscal crisis. Instead,
Barbaro promised the monopoly
capitalists a continuation of Koch's
program of tax breaks and handouts
robbed from the workers’ pension
funds, etc. He even used Koch’s own
fraud that this will somehow help to
rebuild the economy to provide jobs
and so forth.

Barbaro said, ‘‘l will provide assist-
ance in land assemblage and access
to pension fund loans, tax breaks and
building variance only to businesses
that open up new training and job
opportunities...”” (New York Times,
August 12, 1981) This is just ‘‘trickle
down’’ theory Carter style. That is,
like the Democratic Party president
Jimmy Carter, Barbaro wants to
“‘revitalize the economy’’ through
‘“‘targeted’’ handouts to the rich. But
the "‘C”PUSA calls this attacking
‘‘subservience’’ to monopoly capital.
What a whitewash!

On the second question, Barbaro
made a show of opposing. Koch’'s
‘‘racial polarization’’ of the city, but
here too his practice proves the false-
ness of his rhetoric. For one thing,
Barbaro’s voting record in the New
York State Assembly shows that he
endorsed the fascist ‘‘anti-busing’’
movement by voting yes for a bill to
prevent busing to achieve school ‘inte-
gration. Furthermore, during the elec-
tion campaign Barbaro tried to outdo
Koch himself in promoting the racist
‘‘anti-crime’’ hysteria of the bour-
geoisie. He promised to hire ‘‘7,000
more police officers,’”” to hand out
‘‘swift sure punishment’’ to ‘‘law-
breakers,”” and to support the new
prison construction bond issue. (New
York Times, August 30, 1981) It is
well known that the New York City
police and courts are engaged in a
ruthless campaign of racist murders
and beatings. Yet all of Barbaro’s
sympathy was for the police. While
claiming to be ‘‘committed to stamp-
ing out any poiice brutality,”’Barbaro
tried to justify the ‘police terror and
even cried that the poor racist cops
were simply good men forced into
‘‘brutality which stems from the very
real pressures of performing a difficult
job without community respect.’”’
{New York Times, August 30, 1981)
Thus Barbaro’s racist ‘‘anti-crime’
program was not only no different
than Koch's, but actually rivaled that
of Ronald Reagan. Nevertheless, the
“C"”PUSA was so enthusiastic that
they carried a full article on the pro-
gram in the August 19, 1981 Daily

World under the title ‘‘Barbaro: Koch
fails in Combatting Crime."’

From these two examples it is per-
fectly obvious that when Gus Hall
speaks of injecting ‘‘programs and
issues that go beyond the run-of-the-
mill candidates’’ and when Si Gerson
talks about advancing ‘‘an independ-
ent progressive program,’’ they are
voicing the desire of the ‘‘C''PUSA to
find some pleasing words to conceal
the rotten anti-worker program of the
Democratic Party, nothing more.

An ‘“‘Independent Electoral Coalition"’
to Campaign for
Democratic Party Hacks

Finally, a word must be said about
the ‘‘independent’’ electoral coalitions
that the *‘C"’PUSA is so excited about.

The Unity Party, under whose ban-
ner Barbaro ran for mayor, is such a
coalition. Gus Hall, in his report to
the Central Committee, hails the
establishment of the Unity Party as
‘‘a major breakthrough.'’ Si Gerson, in
his article on the New York City elec-
tions, is no less enthusiastic, at times
even praising the Unity Party as ‘‘a
real mass-based pro-labor, anti-
monopoly party’’ which threatens to
‘‘emerge as a state-wide force.”’
These are the exaggerated terms with
which the revisionists try to convince
the workers that they are building a
real independent political movement.

But once done with this super-hype
job, Si Gerson gives a more sober
estimation. He says, ‘‘The Unity
Party, it must be emphasized, was a
name on the 1981 ballot. It is by no
means yet a full-fledged party. It is
today an issue oriented coalition that
expects to support progressives in the
Democratic primaries [i.e., Barbaro in
the mayoral primaries — W.A.] and
advance its own independent candi-
dacies in selective spots [i.e., the
“‘true democrat’’ Barbaro in the gen-
eral mayoral elections — W.A.]."
Further emphasizing the tasks of the
Unity Party today Gerson points out
““Thus, supporters of independent
political action will have the complex
job of building their own organization
while aiding those progressives still
fighting within the two-party system."’
Thus by Gerson's own description the
Unity Party is not a party at all, is

_only barely a coalition, and has the
complex job of channeling supporters
of independent political action into
campaigning for the election of Demo-
cratic Party hacks. This is as far as the
*“C’"PUSA’s *'political independence’’
goes — being an independent lap dog
of the Democratic Party. O

MAOIST ‘THREE WORLDERS’
Continued from page 12

This new flirtation between the Chinese and Soviet revi-
sionists exposes how frivolous and hollow the Chinese stand
towards revisionism has been. Jerry Tung to the contrary,
the truth is that the Chinese leadership never overstressed
the struggle against opportunism. There was great chaos in
the so-called ‘‘Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution,”” but
this stemmed from the anarchistic and anti-party ideas put
forward by Mao to guide this struggle, ideas that stood in
flagrant opposition to the teachings of Marxism-Leninism.
Thus the clash of factions reached intense heights, but
there was little repudiation of revisionism, whether of Sovi-
et revisionism or of internal, dommestic revisionism. The cas-
ual attitude taken by Mao to revisionism is shown vividly by
his restoration of the arch-revisionist fiend Deng Xiaoping
to power. It is also shown by his anti-party theory of the
eternal coexistence of several different lines in the party,
whereby he justified conducting a balancing act among
competing factions. This was not a theory to fight revision-
ism, but to coexist with it.

Not just in the “‘Cultural Revolution,’’ but right from the
start the Chinese leadership took at best a vacillating stand
in the struggle against Soviet revisionism. They were reluc-
tant to embark on this struggle, reluctant to polemicize, and
eager to find one pretext after another to declare the strug-
gle over and done with. For example, they repeatedly put
forward the idea of building a joint anti-imperialist united
front with the Soviet revisionists.

The truth about the opportunist stands of the Chinese
leadership towards Soviet revisionism are a matter of public
knowledge. The Albanian comrades have provided exten-

sive documentation on the treacherous stands of the Chi-
nese leadership from the 20th Congress of the CPSU to the
present. Qur Party, too, has written on this question. Par-
ticular mention should be made of the series Against Mao
Zedong Thought!, especially Part One, ‘‘Mao Zedong
Thought and the Fight Against Soviet Revisionism’’ (The
Workers' Advocate, July 10, 1980), and Part Four, ‘‘On the
Question of ‘Two-Line Struggle' '’ (The Workers' Advocate,
November 30, 1980). As well, our pamphlet The Struggle
Jor the Party Versus Chinese Revisionism outlined the per-
manent campaign of the followers of Chinese revisionism in
the U.S. against the party concept and against the aati-op-
portunist struggle. :

But Jerry Tung is not concerned with the truth. He is con-
cerned with finding excuses to justify his treachery.

Tung Calls for a Mutual Amnesty of All Revisionisms

Tung doesn’t just defend Soviet revisionism as a thing in
itself. On the contrary, he has broader purposes in mind.
Thus Tung puts the *"CWP’’ stamp of ‘‘socialism’’ not just
on China and the present-day Soviet Union, but also on the
Soviet bloc countries of Eastern Europe, on Yugoslavia, on
neo-colonial Cuba, on the social-democratic Chile of Allen-
de’s rule, on the bourgeois nationalist regime in Zimbabwe,
and so on. Tung bestows the label ‘‘socialist’’ as freely as a
priest grants communion. What it shows is that Tung has
reconciled himself to the existing order, which he is deter-
mined to prettify as ‘‘socialist.”’

Tung, however, stresses that he sees no way to defend
the Chinese leadership without reconciling with the Soviet
revisionists. Comparing the Chinese and Soviet revision-
ists, he says that China no longer has an ‘‘internal structur-

al difference with ‘capitalist’ Russia’’ and he asks: ‘‘What
is the difference now? None. In terms of general direction
on the relationship of economics to politics, there is no dif-
ference. I believe that in the final analysis, this is the driv-
ing force that will eventually lead advanced elements in
both CPC and CPSU to converge again.’’ (p.216)

Thus Tung admits that there is no fundamental differ-
ence between the ideologies guiding the Chinese and So-
viet revisionists and the content of their actions. This
should have led him to denounce the present Chinese lead-
ership as sellouts and treacherous revisionists and to look
into the Maoist theories that gave rise to this fiasco. In-
stead, with his “‘I'm OK,, You’re OK’’ attitude to the class
enemy, he concludes that the Soviet revisionists are ‘‘so-
cialists.”

Tung then goes on to launch his slogan of the ‘‘rap-
prochement’”’ of all revisionist countries. Indeed, it must be
somewhat distressing to see that the alleged ‘‘socialists’’
are all going after one another with hammer and tongs, in-
vading each other’s territory, establishing relations of bru-
tal domination and abject subservience, and acting towards
each other just like ordinary capitalists and imperialists.
But Tung dismisses all this with a mere pious wish. Why
shouldn’t **socialists’’ hit each other over the head? Tung
blandly remarks: ‘‘The only difference (between the CP of
China and the CPSU) lies in their national interests in the
context of the international setting. We can't underestimate
the tenacity of these differences and the depth of the histor-
ical wounds inflicted. However, it is still economic neces-
sity that will drive them closer again...."”’

In fact, there are deep divisions among the revisionist re-
gimes based on ‘‘their national interests.’’ Each revisionist
regime defends the interest of its own bourgeoisie. The

CPC and CPSU may ‘‘converge again'’ for a time, but it will
be for the sake of another social-imperialist alliance, no less
dangerous than the present U.S.-China warmongering alli-
ance. But Tung long ago gave up the attempt to change the
existing reality; all that he is concerned about is to prettify
it.

Allin all, the attitude of the **CWP’’" to the various revi-
sionists is very similar to that of most trotskyites. Call the
revisionists names, denounce this or that mistake, pretend
to be more revolutionary than them — but support them as
class brothers. Thus Sam Marcy, head of the trotskyite
Workers World Party, states that: “'It is one thing to attack
the Soviet leadership as revisionists, renegades, opportun-
ists, and so on. It is qualitatively different and a crossing of
class lines to write off the Soviet Union itself and the social
system that prevails there.”” (The WWP pamphlet The
class character of the USSR — an answer to the false theory
of Soviet social-imperialism, p. 7)

Tung echoes this approach of Marcy over and over in his
book. Criticize the revisionists, call them chauvinists on this
or that issue, admit that they have rich fat bureaucracies,
call them repressive — but support them. Indeed, the ques-
tion of whether the parties that are in power are revisionist
or not is a mere secondary question for Tung, since the is-
sue is ‘‘whether their line speeds up or retards the consoli-
dation of socialism’’ (p. 142) but, in either case, the parties
are allegedly working for socialism. It is just a question of
how well.

Thus Tung states: ‘‘(but) saying that the Soviet Union
and China are socialist countries does not mean we endorse
all their actions. We have to have a mature attitude towards

Continued on page 6
See MAOIST *'THREE WORLDERS"”
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An ugly result of the liquidationist and Maoist deviations

of the leadership of the Communist Party of Canada (M-L)

—Part Two—

The unprincipled and wrecking tactics of the CPC(M-L)
with respect to the anti-racist demonstrations of October 4
and 17 did not result from an overzealous fight against op-
portunism. On the contrary, the leadership of CPC(M-L)
has been doing its best to tone down and avoid this strug-
gle. The CPC(M-L) has gone to the extent of repeatedly po-
lemicizing against the ideological struggle against oppor-
tunism. With respect to the anti-racist struggle, it has
called for building the People’s Front independent of ‘‘po-
litical beliefs.”’ As a result, it has been left with no way to
resolve the question of the different political trends in the
anti-racist movement other than the method of highhanded-
ness, force, and wrecking tactics.

Under the Signboard of ‘‘Unity in Action”’

It will be useful to go in detail into the relationship of
these bloody brawls to CPC(M-L)’s stand in the struggle
against opportunism. But, first, we must deal with the ra-
tionale given by CPC(M-L) for the fights at the anti-racist
demonstrations. CPC(M-L)’s explanation lays bare the un-
principled basis of its tactics on October 4 and 17, for all

- PCDN can do in their defense is to thumb its nose at the

masses. PCDN states: ‘‘The cause of the violence is the fact
that the People’s Front supports the line of Unity in Action
while the revisionists and opportunists, social-democrats
and labor aristocrats oppose such Unity in Action.’’ (PCDN,
October 27, 1981) Under the heading ‘‘Our Analysis,”
PCDN adds that, ‘‘The cause of violence on October 4 and
on October 17 is the line of Unity in Action against the split-
ting and wrecking by the bourgeoisie and the revisionists
and opportunists of all hues.’’ (fbid.) CPC(M-L) has not ex-
plained this puzzle any further, but simply repeated over
and over again that the People’s Front stands for the line of
‘‘Unity in Action’’ and that the BCOFR opposes this line.

What a marvelous explanation. Anti-racist demonstrators
spend two weekends savagely bashing in one another’s
heads with 2 x 2’s. Why? ‘‘The cause of the violence’' was
‘‘the line of Unity in Action.’’ The contingent of the Peo-
ple’s Front bashes its way into the BCOFR demonstration
on October 17. Why? Because the People’s Front stands for
‘‘unity in action”’ and the BCOFR does not. Period. That is
the entire explanation. As the People’s Front itself ex-
plains it, ‘‘the leaders of the ‘BCOFR’ did not respond to
the call for united action’’ and ‘‘stated that they will never
unite,”’ but the People’s Front was determined to stop this
attempt to ‘‘split the march.”’ (PCDN, October 23, 1981) So,
undaunted, the People’s Front gallantly proceeded to
whack its way into the BCOFR column, resulting in a bloody
melee that sent a dozen demonstrators to the hospital with
head lacerations and broken bones. But, according to the
People’s Front, this fight, far from being a setback for
“‘unity in action,’”’ actually unites the march, makes it
‘‘abundantly clear that all the marchers will march in one
formation,”’ and all would have been.well if the police
‘hadn’t stepped in. (Ibid.) i

What a farce! What crimes are being committed under
the signboard of ‘‘unity in action’’! If the People’s Front
had really acted in the spirit of the unity in action of the
anti-racist masses, it would have moved mountains to pre-
vent the bloodshed among the demonstrators rather than
hailing these fights as ‘‘victories.’’ If the People’s Front
had really had its attention focused on unity in action with
the anti-racist masses, it would have carried out vigorous
political work among the activists at the base and not staked
everything on who was in the leadership of the demonstra-
tions of October 4 and 17 and on who was on the official
speakers’ platforms. Surely any reasonable person can only
shake his head in astonishment at seeing bloody brawls
among the anti-racist masses justified as a model of *‘unity
in action.”’ He will wonder: has PCDN taken total leave of
its senses?

But, as the old saying goes, ‘‘there is method to this mad-
ness.”” Behind CPC(M-L)’s absurd distortion of the unity in
action slogan stand definite deviationist views. For exam-
ple, in the fall of 1979 PCDN carried a series of front page

. articles presenting the stand of the leadership of CPC(M-L)

on questions of alliances, united fronts, unity in action, and
so forth. These articles make a mockery of the Marxist-
Leninist teachings on these subjects. They do not distin-
guish between the various non-Marxist-Leninist trends.
They do not distinguish between unity at the base with ac-
tivists under the influence of hostile trends and merger with
the opportunist leadership. They do not even attempt to
deal with the Marxist-Leninist idea of using unity in action
against the class enemy in order to appeal to proletarians
under the influence of the hostile trends. The articles try to
say as little as possible and simply repeat one basic thesis:
they denounce any idea of any type of united front or alli-
ance or unity in action, whether in Canada or in other coun-
tries, whether now or in the past, if it is between the ‘‘pro-
letarian trend’’ (which they define as the trend led by the
Marxist-Leninists) and any other political trend. As PCDN
put it: **CPC(M-L) does not believe in ‘united fronts’ of dif-
ferent trends.”’ (PCDN, Octobet 15, 1979) Only the united
fronts, alliances and unity in action of a single political
trend are accepted by CPC(M-L).

The CPC(M-L) still holds to these deviationist views.
That is why, when they gave their call for *‘unity in action™’
with the BCOFR, they did not have in mind some type of
joint action against the Klan, asithey tried to make it appear
to the masses. On the contrary, according to CPC(M-L),
‘‘unity in action’’ is already embodied in the People’s Front
itself. That is why PCDN, in discussing the events of Octo-
ber 4 and 17, explains the slogan of *‘unity in action’’ as fol-
lows: ‘‘Our Party firmly supports the line of Unity in Action
and we support the People’s Front and its basis of unity,
which is irrespective of political, ideological, or religious
beliefs or of national origin or sex.”' (PCDN, October 23,
1981) Thus, calling for ‘‘unity in action’’ simply meant, for
the CPC(M-L), calling for special rights for the People’s
Front and the CPC(M-L). Instead of the People’s Front hav-
ing to win the trust of the masses through advancing the
class struggle and having to defeat the opportunist trends
through protracted ideological and political work, the slo-
gan of ‘‘unity in action’’ was supposed to give the People’s
Front the right to demand that every action either submit to
their leadership or suffer the consequences.

However, the leadership of CPC(M-L) was quite aware

that the ‘‘unity in action’’ slogan would wear a little thin as
an excuse for the bloody brawls of October 4 and 17. Hence,
while redoubling their shouting about ‘‘unity in action,””’
the CPC(M-L) also brought forth another slogan: ‘‘no unity
in action.”” With this slogan, the leadership of CPC(M-L)
implied that, why get upset over the smashing up of demon-
strations organized by the BCOFR anyway, since they are
opportunists and there can be no unity in action with them.
Thus, all through the events of October 4 and 17, the CPC
(M-L) talked only of ‘‘unity in action.’’ But the day after the
fights, on October 18, the 11th Plenum of the Central Com-
mittee of the CPC(M-L) was convened. On the subject of
‘‘social-democratic-revisionist-opportunist coalitions,”’ the
Communique of this Plenum announced that: ‘‘the Elev-
enth Plenum upheld the view that there can be no unity in
action with the social-democrats and revisionists and oppor-
tunists of all hues.’’ (PCDN, October 20, 1981) PCDN, while
defending the events of October 4 and 17 as the implementa-
tion of the line of ‘‘unity in action,’’ did not fail to tack on
the opposite slogan as well: *‘Our Party firmly supports the
line of Unity in Action.... This, by no means, means that the
Party stands forUnity in Action with the revisionists and
opportunists because neither would the revisionists and op-
portunists support the revolutionary struggle nor do we
ever create illusions about this matter.”” (PCDN, October
23, 1981, emphasis added)

Now, just look at what an unprincipled game the leader-
ship of CPC(M-L) is playing. The BCOFR is indeed a “so-
cial-democratic-revisionist-opportunist coalition.”” Yet in no
less than 10,000 leaflets the People’s Front proclaims its
*‘call for united action’’ with the BCOFR. The People’s
Front and the CPC(M-L) even engage the BCOFR in bloody
clashes on the pretext that the BCOFR has refused to grant
them a speaker and to otherwise unite with them. Then,
without blinking an eyelid, the CPC(M-L) turns around and
categorically declares that ‘‘by no means’’ would the CPC
(M-L) even consider ‘‘unity in action’’ with revisionists and
opportunists of the likes of the BCOFR. The principle of
‘‘unity in action,’’ with respect to the BCOFR, is replaced
with the principle of ‘‘no unity in action.”

In a nutshell, both the unity in action slogan and the no
unity in action slogan are being used by the leadership of
CPC(M-L) simply as empty signboards. They are playing
with these slogans like a poker player with a false deck of
cards. PCDN repeats these slogans for the umpteenth time,
often with the obligatory boldface letters and a capital “‘U”
and capital ‘*A.”’ But no matter how often CPC(M-L) shouts
about ‘‘unity in action,”’ they do their best to remain silent
about what they mean by this slogan, about what political
forces or sections of the people this slogan is being aimed
at, about what political basis this unity is to be established
on, and so forth. But this means to turn this slogan into a
hollow shell and nothing more. Likewise, they leave the
‘‘no unity in action with revisionists and opportunists’’ slo-
gan without explanation. Without explanation of how these
slogans apply in the concrete conditions of the times, these
slogans remain at best an empty phrase; while in the case of
the leadership of CPC(M-L), these slogans, are being dis-
torted into serving as a mere screen for unprincipled and
wrecking tactics.

Thus CPC(M-L)’s rationale for the events of October 4
and 17 consists simply of hiding their real plans and views
behind two slogans, which they take good care to leave as
vague and undefined as possible. And whether CPC(M-L)
gives the ‘‘unity in action’" slogan as its justification for the
bloody brawling or whether they imply that the *‘no unity in
action’’ slogan relieves them of all responsibility for their
acts, their unprincipled tactics cannot be covered up. With
regard to the events of October 4 and 17, the leadership of
CPC(M-L) has lost sight of the revolutionary mass move-
ment and the objective class struggle, and they have treat-
ed the Marxist-Leninist theory with cavalier abandon. They
have reduced everything to the question of the petty inter-
ests of the moment and of cynical maneuvering with the
BCOFR. This is why they are blinded to the question of the
effect of the fights of October 4 and 17 on the mass move-
ment and of the immense harm that was done to the mass
struggle, to the prestige of Marxism-Leninism among the
activists, and to the fight against revisionism and opportun-
ism.

The Head-Bashing in Vancouver Had Nothing to Do
With the Fight Against Opportunism

The leadership of CPC(M-L) is trying to paint its unprin-
cipled and wrecking tactics of October 4 and 17 in the colors
of a struggle against ‘‘revisionist-social-democratic-oppor-
tunist coalitions.’’ In reality, the head-bashing episodes in
Vancouver had nothing to do wita fighting revisionism and
opportunism. Quite the opposite. These episodes were one
of the ugly results of trying to shortcut the ideological and
political struggle against opportunism.

Indeed, for years on end the CPC(M-L) has been floating
one thesis after another denouncing the anti-revisionist
struggle. Under the anti-Marxist signboard of opposing
“*ideological struggle'’ or ‘‘so-called ‘ideological strug-
gle,””" they have taken an outright pacifist and concilia-
tionist stand towards opportunism. Their deviationist the-
ses against ‘‘ideological struggle’’ were the main justifica-
tion that the CPC(M-L) gave for breaking their decade-long
relationship with our Party. We have discussed these
stands of theirs in our articles ‘*The Truth About the Rela-
tions Between the MLP,USA and the CPC(M-L)'" and the
series ‘‘Against Mao Zedong Thought!”’ The CC of the CPC
(M-L) demanded that our Party tone down or stop altogeth-
er our vigorous struggle against Chinese revisionism. They
vehemently opposed, among other things:

— our polemics against “‘our own'’ domestic American op-
portunists, such as the Maoists of the ‘*‘RCP,USA"’;

— the movement, led by our Party, against social-chauvin-
ism and ‘‘three worlds-ism"’;

— our fight against the centrists, the conciliators of social-
chauvinism and *‘three worlds-ism’’;

— and our slogan of “‘Build the Marxist-Leninist Party
Without the Social-Chauvinists and Against the Social-
Chauvinists."’

The brawls on October 4 and 17 do not indicate any
change of CPC(M-L)’s attitude towards the anti-opportunist
struggle. On the contrary, the CPC(M-L) themselves stress
that these brawls were part of their efforts to avoid the ideo-
logical struggle.

Thus PCDN writes:

Ve

‘Summary of Part One

In Part One of this article in the last
issue of The Workers' Advocate, we
reported on the head-bashing melees
that occurred at anti-racist demon-
strations on October 4 and October 17
in Vancouver, British Columbia. On
one side of these fights was the Peo-
ple’s Front Against Racist and Fas-
cist Violence, which is associated
with the Communist Party of Canada
(M-L). On the other side were the or-
ganizers of these demonstrations, the
British Columbia Organization to
Fight Racism (BCOFR), which is as-
sociated with various opportunist
groupings including both pro-Soviet
and Maoist revisionists as well as the
social-democrats of the New Demo-
cratic Party. These bloody melees un-
dermined the anti-racist demonstra-
tions, which were called in protest
against the racist, arch-reactionary
Ku Klux Klan.

These head-bashing fights, in
which the anti-racist activists fought
each other, were a disaster for the
anti-racist movement. The bourgeoi-
sie in both Canada and the U.S. gave
tremendous publicity to these fights.
The capitalist press joyfully seized on
these fights in order to discredit the
anti-racist movement and, at the
same time, promote the racist gang-
sters of the KKK. The press also
worked overtime to use these inci-
dents to isolate the Marxist-Leninists
and destroy the popular sympathy for
them. This propaganda, although
concentrated mainly in Canada, was
carried over to the U.S. Such major
newspapers as the New York Daily
News carried pictures of these fights,
while the black bourgeois press also
reported on it in a similar vein.

The complexity of these events
stems from the fact that the responsi-
bility for the harm done does not rest
solely with the opportunist BCOFR,
but a large part of the blame lies with

(_the leadership of CPC(M-L), The

leadership of CPC(M-L) is commit-
ting profound Maoist and liquidation-
ist deviations, deviations which led to
their use of unprincipled and wreck-
ing tactics on October 4 and 17. Be-
cause of these deviations, the CPC
(M-L) did not understand the harm
that these bloody fights caused and
instead hailed these fights as ‘‘vic-
tories.”” Even after the first fight on
October 4, they did not take steps to
prevent a second fight. On the con-
trary, they eagerly prepared for a re-
petition of their ‘‘victory’’ of October
4 and they tried to bash their way into
the demonstration on October 17. Af-
ter October 17, the People's Front
made this incident into a model and
declared that ‘‘we will always defend
this right [the right to have their
speakers at demonstrations organ-
ized by the opportunists — ed.] as we
did on October 17, 1981.”” (Joint
Statement of the People’s Front and
the East Indian Defense Committee,
PCDN, October 23, 1981)

In Part One we documented the
facts concerning these fights, relying
primarily on the account given in the
CPC(M-L)’s own central organ, Peo-
ple’s Canada Daily News. Certain
features stood out clearly:

First, the issue at stake in the
fights was not whether CPC(M-L)
could carry out political work in the
anti-racist movement. In the demon-
stration on October 4, before the fight
broke out, the People’s Front had
wide opportunities for political work.
PCDN itself does not claim that there
was any attempt to stop the People’s
Front from mingling with the demon-

_ strators, distributing literature, or

holding placards. However, the
BCOFR did not grant the People’s
Front the right to address the rally.
Nevertheless, in our view, this did
not relieve the People’s Front of their
obligation to uphold the overall inter-
ests of the mass movement and the

revolutionary proletariat, did not jus-
tify the ensuing fight, and left the
People’s Front with abundant possi-
bilities for doing political work at the
demonstration, if that was their aim.

Second, for the People’s Front and
the CPC(M-L), the main, if not the
only, significance of the anti-racist
demonstrations of October 4 and 17
was Whether the CPC(M-L) led them.
After the brawl that disrupted the
anti-racist demonstration of October
4, PCDN gloated that ‘‘the organizers
[the BCOFR — ed.]...had to retreat
and run from the rally which they had
themselves organized.”’ (PCDN, Oc-
tober 27, 1981) It is hard to avoid the
conclusion that the issue of whether
the People’s Front would have a
speaker was simply a pretext, and
that the objective of the People’s
Front was precisely to take over the
leadership of the demonstration. The
same impression is created by CPC
(M-L)'s tactics for the October 17
demonstration.

Third, although CPC(M-L) contest-
ed the leadership of the demonstra-
tions, and felt so strongly about this
that they saw no harm in the head-
bashings, they did not put forward
what political differences they had
with the BCOFR over the direction of
the anti-Klan struggle. In fact, PCDN
has displayed little interest in the
anti-Klan movement, has sermonized
against it as a ‘*diversion’’ away from
the direct struggle against the bour-
geoisie and the state, and has put for-
ward sports events as the main way
to unite the people in the face of rac-
ist attacks. This lack of interest in the
movement itself illustrates that the
fights of October 4 and 17 had noth-
ing to do with a principled and
staunch fight against social-democra-
cy, revisionism, and opportunism,
but were carried out in the wrecking
fashion typical of sectarian squab-
bling. 0

J

“‘Qur Party firmly rebuffed them [the Maoist group-
ings in Canada — ed.] by carrying on the stern strug-
gle against all variants of modern revisionism, includ-
ing these theoreticians of ‘ideological struggle' and
defeated their attempt to split the Marxist-Leninists.
And today...instead of waging a resolute revolutionary
struggle against racism and fascism, against imperial-
ism, social-imperialism, the war preparations and the
danger of war, they are trying to impose a struggle
amongst the anti-racists and split their ranks and
wreck the struggle. They will fail in this criminal ac-
tivity as well because the line of Unity in Action will al-
ways inspire the people to carry the struggle through
to the end.”” (PCDN, October 27, 1981, emphasis
added)
. Here we see that the CPC(M-L) denounces the Canadian
Maoists first and foremost for allegedly being *‘theoreti-
cians of ‘ideological struggle.”’” In other countries, the
Marxist-Leninists condemn the Maoists, pro-Soviet revi-
sionists and other opportunists for betraying the revolution,
for being social-chauvinists, and so forth. Among other
things, the Marxist-Leninists denounce the opportunists for
economism, for underestimating the role of ideology and of
the revolutionary conscicusness of the masses. But in Cana-
da, the CPC(M-L) denounces the opportunists for raising
any ideological issues at all. This shows to what extremes
the CPC(M-L) goes in trying to avoid the fight against oppor-
tunism. Oh yes, CPC(M-L) does not fail to engage in a
‘‘stern struggle'’ against, not only the Maoists, but *‘all
variants of modern revisionism,’’ just so long as this strug-
gle is stripped as far as possible of ideological and political
content,

The CPC(M-L) condemns ideological struggle as an '‘at-
tempt to split the Marxist-Leninists.”’ This is the old, time-
worn complaint of the economist against revolutionary ide-
ology. As is their custom, the CPC(M-L) refuses to elabo-
rate as to what this threatened ‘‘split’’ was. Taken literally,
this reference to an‘‘attempt to split the Marxist-Leninists’’
could refer to one of two things: (a) It could mean that CPC
(M-L) does not believe that there is much difference be-
tween Marxism-Leninism and social-democracy, revision-
ism and opportunism, and hence the differences should not
be exaggerated and a split created. Hence it could mean to
condemn the ‘‘ideological struggle’’ for making a mountain
out of a molehill. Or (b) It could mean that CPC(M-L) be-

This was one of three photo-
graphs printed in a big display in
the New York Daily News on Oc-
tober 19, 1981. The head-bash-
' ings of October 4 and 17 among
4 anti-racist activists in Vancouver,
Canada were a disaster for the
anti-racist movement. They were
gleefully seized upon by the
| bourgeois press in both Canada
and the U.S. to discredit the anti-
racist movement, promote the
| KKK and isolate the Marxist-
' Leninists. The leadership of CPC
' (M-L) bore a big part of the re-
sponsibility for these harmful
| events.

lieves that the raising of ideological issues by the oppor-
tunists threatened to split ‘‘the Marxist-Leninists,"’ that is,
the ranks of CPC(M-L) and its sympathizers. Hence it
would mean that, being weak on ideological and political
questions, the only way CPC(M-L) avoided this threatened
split was by forbidding the consideration of the ideological
issues raised by the opportunists.

In either case, CPC(M-L)’s denunciation of the Canadian
Maoists for ‘‘ideological struggle’” shows that CPC(M-L)
was seeking either to tone down the struggle with the op-
portunists or, if that proved impossible for the time being,
at least to empty this struggle of its ideological content. But
a struggle against revisionism and opportunism that is not
inspired by a deep ideological content is nothing but a bluff
and a fraud.

As we see, PCDN links up its ongoing campaign against
‘*ideological struggle’” with the incidents of October 4 and
17. Astonishingly enough, PCDN holds that the head-bash-
ings of October 4 and 17 do not constitute ‘‘a struggle
among the anti-racists,’’ presumably because the People’s
Front succeeded in emptying their fight with the BCOFR of
any ideological content.

In fact, different trends exist in the anti-racist movement
in Vancouver. As we have seen, there are supporters of
CPC(M-L) as well as supporters of the social-democrats, re-
visionists and opportunists among the anti-racist activists.
The supporters of the hostile trends are more numerous, at
the present, than those of the CPC(M-L). It is therefore un-
avoidable that ‘‘a struggle,”” in one form or another, takes
place as these different political trends vie for influence
among the masses. The matter at hand is not whether there
will be a struggle, but what form the struggle will take. In
fact, far from preventing ‘‘a struggle among the anti-rac-
ists,”” the actions of the People’s Front on October 4 and 17
only succeeded in ensuring that the struggle took place in
the most harmful way possible and did the maximum dam-
age to the struggle against the Klan, to the development of
the political consciousness of the masses, and to the inter-
ests of the anti-revisionist struggle.

But PCDN’s claim of having prevented ‘‘a struggle
among the anti-racists’’ has a definite meaning. It means
that the People’s Front and CPC(M-L) did their best to
drain the controversy between the People’s Front and the

Continued on next page




BCOFR of any ideological and political content. This claim
of PCDN’s shows that the events of October 4 and 17 must
be looked at as the ugly results of trying to avoid the anti-re-
visionist struggle.

Look, for example, at PCDN’s explanation of the fight be-
tween the People’s Front and the BCOFR. Besides the now-
you-see-it, now-you-don’t hocus-pocus about ‘‘unity in ac-
tion and ‘‘no unity in action,’’ the concerned anti-racist ac-
tivists are told nothing about the possible ideological and
political divergencies between the People’s Front and the
BCOFR. This, of course, is fitting for an organization, such
as the People’s Front, which, as we shall see in the next
section, claims to be above mere ‘‘ideological and political
views and convictions.”” Nevertheless, PCDN hurls the
most fearsome curses at the ‘‘social-democratic-revisionist-
opportunist coalition.’’ They are even denounced as moder-
ate fascists and reactionaries in alliance with the police. But
what the difference may be between the policy of these coa-
litions and that of the People’s Front with regard to the anti-
racist movement is simply left up to one’s imagination.
Even the identity of the ‘‘social-democratic-revisionist-
opportunist’’ chieftains and the dread ‘‘theoreticians of
‘ideological struggle,’’’ the political trends and organiza-
tions involved, are, in most cases, cast aside as of no impor-
tance. Blood may flow, but the activist is not supposed to
care whose block he is to knock off.

This shortcutting and denigration of the ideological
struggle against the opportunists is inseparable from the
violence of October 4 and 17 in Vancouver. By removing the
ideological and political content from the denunciation of
the opportunists, the CPC(M-L) has removed the necessary
framework for a principled struggle. In fact, according to
their own admission, they engaged in these fights in order
to avoid an ‘‘ideological struggle’ from taking place ‘‘a-
mong the anti-racists.”’ But where there is not ideological
clarification of the different trends in the movement, then
there is no other way left to sort out the contradictions a-
mong the trends except that of head-bashing or other un-
principled means of power politics. On the other hand, it is
only where the revolutionary Marxist-Leninists carry on as
much ‘‘ideological struggle’’ and political clarification as
possible, that it is possible to achieve the maximum of gen-
uine unity in action against the Klan and other class ene-
mies of the working masses.

A People’s Front That
‘‘Does Not Hold Any Political Views or Convictions’’

Thus the brawls of October 4 and 17 cannot be dignified
as a struggle for political principle. They were the sorry re-
sult of avoiding the ideological struggle. In fact, with regard
to the struggle against racist and fascist attacks, CPC(M-L)
has given the slogan of building this struggle devoid of poli-
tics as well as ideology. In this way, they have taken their
theories against ‘‘ideclogical struggle’’ to a logical conclu-
sion,

Thus, at the conference which took the decision to launch
the People's Front Against Racist and Fascist Violence, the
chairman of the CC of the CPC(M-L) declared that: ‘‘The
Conference Against Racist and Fascist Violence does not
hold any political views or convictions. It is merely vigor-
ously opposed to racism and fascism.’’ (PCDN, July 28,
1980, emphasis added) Further on he added: *‘ The only free
society is that which the broad masses of the people can
build — the people who stand on principle against racism
and fascism and give this movement a broad character and
vigorously participate in deepening the struggle against
racism and fascism — irrespective of their ideological and
political views and convictions.”'

When a new organization is founded, it is customary for it
to define its political coloration. But here the People’s Front
defines itself as above politics. It does not define its rela-
tion to the already existing trends in the anti-racist move-
ment, but pretends to be above mere ‘‘political views and
convictions.’’ It remains silent on its program of struggle
and how it proposes to judge who is really for struggle
against racism and fascism and who is not. Furthermore,
the building of “‘the only free society,”’ which presumably
means socialism, is alsoto be accomplished independent of
ideology and politics.

Even PCDN realized that there was something wrong in
this liquidationist declaration of political irrelevance. Hence
two months later PCDN blushed and issued a *‘correction”’
to the above statements. According to PCDN, the speech
should have read: ‘‘The Conference...holds definite politi-
cal views and convictions. It is vigorously opposed to racism
and fascism.’’ And the correction also deleted the phrase
‘‘irrespective of their ideological and political convictions."’
(PCDN, September 23, 1980)

Unfortunately, this didn’t essentially change anything. It
left the declaration of the Conference Against Racist and
Fascist Violence just as empty of political content as before,
only before this great void was more honestly labeled as a
lack of politics.

The correction, however, didn’t last long. A year later,
we find CPC(M-L) repeating the original speech and stat-
ing that: ‘*We support the People’s Front and its basis of
unity, which is irrespective of political, ideological, or reli-
gious beliefs or of national origin or sex.’’ (cited above,
PCDN. October 23, 1981)

Of course, it is possible to have certain types of organiza-
tions which unite working people having different political
beliefs. For example, there are the trade unions. Even then,
the Marxist-Leninists fight against the doctrine of political
neutrality or the illusion of bei’ng above politics. Further-
more, such organizations have definite programs and defi-
nite methods by which they propose to reach their goals.

However, the People’s Front associated with the CPC
(M-L) is not such an organization. For one thing, as we have
seen, ‘'‘CPC(M-L) does not believe in ‘united fronts' of dif-
ferent trends.”’ (cited above) Burthermore, in practice the
People’s Front serves mainly as one of the basic forms
through which CPC(M-L) carries out its work. In form, it is
something on the order of a revolutionary organization affil-
iated to CPC(M-L), or it would be except that it disavows
politics and has a remarkable disdain for the mass move-
ment.

As a matter of fact, the People’s Front takes political
stands on a wide range of issues. For example, in a state-
ment on July 19, 1981, the People’s Front described itself in
the following words: ‘‘The People's Front embodies the
unity of the people in action against racist and fascist vio-
lence, against imperialism and social-imperialism, against
the aggressive military blocs, the war preparations and the
militarization of the economy and in support of the struggle
of the peoples of the world fighting against the common en-
emies.”’

It is clear that not all people who oppose racist and fascist
violence — and here we are referring not to the opportun-

ists, but to many ordinary honest people just awakening to
political life — are opposed to social-imperialism. For that
matter, there are those who oppose racist attacks but who
are not clear about imperialism. Opposition to imperialism
and social-imperialism constitute definite *‘political convic-
tions and beliefs.”’

Thus, from every angle, the claim of CPC(M-L) that the
People’s Front is without politics is completely fraudulent.
It is a lie. The People’s Front is the organization of a defi-
nite trend in the anti-racist movement.

Nevertheless, this disavowal of politics does have a prac-
tical meaning. Since the early 1970’s, the CPC(M-L) has

been developing rightist theses. These rightist stands led
them to systematically deny the connection between the

struggle against racism and the struggle for socialist revo-
lution. For example, in a major speech by the chairman of
CPC(M-L) on November 6, 1977, he ridicules the very idea
of the immigrants taking part in the struggle for socialism
in Canada. The speech states: ‘‘How are we going to carry
on this struggle against the exploitation of the immigrants?
Now, various people suggest that racism will be wiped out if
socialism is established. So what should be done is that all
the immigrants should fight for socialism. So, a very simple
question comes to mind — if an immigrant is going to fight
for socialism in Canada, why not for his own country? He
should have stayed home for in the struggle for socialism in
his own country, he would most likely have been more ap-
preciated and had better success, because it is his own
country. And we are going through a period when social
revolution is on the agenda for the entire world. So to pro-
mote this issue of socialism — the fight for socialism and
all this — is evading the question.”’ (From the pamphlet
Blame the Rich and Not the People for Racist Attacks!,
p. 13, emphasis added) According to the chairman of CPC
(M-L), the fight for socialism is incompatible with also
fighting facist attacks, and so the fight for socialism is drop-
ped. He goes to the disgusting extent of saying that the im-
migrants ‘‘should have stayed home’’ if they wished to take
part in the working class movement. This is shocking. It
shows how far the leadership of CPC(M-L) was willing to go
in trailing behind the most backward and anti-socialist ele-
ments claiming to be part of the anti-racist movement.

Thus for years the CPC(M-L) pursued a line that deni-
grated the connection between the struggle against racist
attacks and socialist politics. The declaration that the Peo-
ple’s Front is above politics is a further development of this
deviation. It is the most flagrant expression of the repudi-
ation of socialism. Thus it is part of the open flaunting of
liquidationist views that started at the 7th Plenum of the CC
of CPC(M-L) in November, 1979.

The liquidationist deviation presents the idea that mass
organization can be built — not through vigorous participa-
tion in the mass struggle, not through arduous ideological
struggle against opportunism, not through protracted or-
ganizational work — but through watering down the line.
The more the line is watered down, the more that revolu-
tionary politics is renounced, the bigger the organization
looks in the eyes of the liquidationist deviators. Since the
People’s Front has taken this idea to its culmination by dis-
claiming all political convictions, the CPC(M-L) considers
that it has the right to regard the People’s Front as the
broadest possible organization. Thus the statement of the
organizing committee for the founding of the People’s Front
declared that ‘‘the People’s Front is a democratic front with
a broad mass .character of all the workers and oppressed
masses and of the progressive and democratic forces in
Canada and on a world scale.”’ (PCDN, November 22, 1980)
What broadness indeed! The People’s Front will spread to
the whole world.

The declaration that the People’s Front is above politics
is part of the ideological basis for the activities of the Front.
In Part One of this article, we saw that CPC(M-L) and the
People’s Front have lost sight of the revolutionary mass
movement to the extent that they regard the organizing of
sports tournaments as the main activity in the fight against
racist and fascist attacks in Vancouver, while they denounc-
ed the movement against the Klan as a “*diversion.”’ The
People’s Front may be above ideology, it may disavow polit-
ical convictions, but it hails a far more potent substitute,
**sports-mindedness.”’

The declaration that the People’s Front is above politics
also marks another renunciation by the CPC(M-L) of the
struggle against opportunism. In practice, it provides the
basis for coming to accomodation with dubious elements. It
means removing from the People’s Front anything that
might be offensive to trade union bureaucrats, business-
men, or opportunists. It is another sign that the fights of
October 4 and 17 did not stem from fighting opportunism,
but from the liquidationist abandonment of the principled
stand against opportunism.

CPC(M-L)’s Idea of Unity
in One Party With the Opportunists

Far from carrying out a principled struggle against the
opportunists, the leadership of CPC(M-L) has advocated for
years the idea of unity in one party with the opportunists.
This indeed is one of the main deviations that led the CC of
CPC(M-L) to break off all relations with our Party. They
held that our Party should engage in pragmatic maneuvers
for unity with various opportunists. On this basis, they op-
posed our slogan of ‘‘Building the Marxist-Leninist Party
Without the Social-Chauvinists and Against the Social-
Chauvinists.”” We discussed this in detail in Part Two of our
letter of June 16, 1980 to the CC of the CPC(M-L). (See
The Workers' Advocate of August 10, 1981) Here we will
simply review how CPC(M-L) elaborates its idea of unity in
one party with the opportunists.

In 1976 the CPC(M-L) published a pamphlet entitled
On Unity of Marxist-Leninists. This is one of the few docu-
ments where CPC(M-L) elaborates its views on unity in any
detail. To this day, this pamphlet is circulated by the CPC
(M-L), and the main themes of this pamphlet concerning
unity of the Marxist-Leninists were endorsed in a major
speech by the chairman of CPC(M-L) to assess the decade
of the 1970’s given in Hamilton, Ontario on December 30,
1979.

The basic tactic set forth in this pamphlet was to seek the
unity in one party of all those ‘‘who call themselves Marxist-
Leninists.”’ Thus it states that ‘‘All individuals who call
themselves Marxist-Leninists must be in one revolutionary
Party of the proletariat....”” (‘‘The Gemneral Method of
CPC(M-L) for Building the Unity of the Marxist-Leninists
in Canada and Quebec,” On Unity of Marxist-Leninists,
p. 144) However, various opportunists call themselves
Marxist-Leninists, too. According to the pamphlet, this led
the supporters of CPC(M-L) to wonder why CPC(M-L) was
calling for unity in one party with these opportunists. This
question is dealt with in a PCDN editorial in the pamphlet
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entitled ‘‘CPC(M-L)’s Consistent Line on the Question of
Opposing Opportunism and Building the Unity of the
Marxist-Leninists.”’

First of all, this editorial admits that the call for the unity
of all those ‘‘who call themselves Marxist-Leninists’’ in-
cludes the opportunists. It states:

“‘Certain comrades and friends of the Party have
asked us why, since we consider certain organisations
and individuals to be erroneous and go to the extent of
pointing out that they are revisionists, trotskyists,
anarcho-syndicalists and opportunists of various sorts,
does the Party issue the call to unite with them. How
can Marxist-Leninists unite with the revisionists,
trotskyists, anarcho-syndicalists and opportunists?
Certain friends of the Party are puzzled by this. So
this editorial is written to explain the Party’s view on
the question.’’ (Ibid., p. 153, emphasis added)

The editorial explains it this way. On one hand, ‘‘For us,
to unite the Marxist-Leninists it is absolutely necessary to
struggle against revisionism, anarcho-syndicalism and
opportunism.’’ But, the editorial points out, it is necessary
to be clear on what it means to wage this struggle. It adds
that: ‘‘Certain comrades and friends also raise questions a-
bout how the struggle against these opportunist political
lines should be waged. In the practical movement, the
opportunists are all those who are unwilling to sit together
with others and sort out their differences.”” (Ibid., p. 155,
emphasis added) Hence, the struggle against opportunism
is converted into the struggle to ‘‘sit together’’ with the
opportunists!

The editorial went on to denounce ‘‘ideological strug-
gle.”’ From the harmfulness of ‘‘ideological struggle,” it
deduced the need for the different lines to struggle within
the Party! Thus, it stated that ‘‘We hold that there is no
such thing as ‘ideological struggle’ in the abstract.’”’ In-
stead, everyone who called themselves Marxist-Leninist
‘‘should be in one Party where they wage ideological strug-
gle as to what is the correct or incorrect line for the Party.
Ideological struggle without Party discipline is to merely
engage in the bourgeois pursuit of having endless dis-
cussions without reaching any conclusions.’’ (Zbid., p. 156,
emphasis added)

As well, the pamphlet as a whole linked up this idea of
unity with the opportunists in one party with CPC(M-L)’s
distortion of the ‘‘unity in action’’ slogan.

CPC(M-L)’s line of uniting into one party all those ‘‘who
call themselves Marxist-Leninists’’ is a flagrant deviation
from Marxism-Leninism. It denies the Marxist-Leninist
teachings that people and political forces must be judged
by their deeds, not their words. It denies the Marxist-Lenin-
ist teachings on the building of a monolithic party, a party
free from opportunists. Indeed, it slurs over the distinction
between opportunism and Marxism-Leninism altogether.

But these tactics remain the line of CPC(M-L) to this day.
In two speeches, one in Hamilton on December 30, 1979
and another one given on December 31, 1979-January 1,
1980, the chairman of CPC(M-L) set forth CPC(M-L)’s
assessment of the 1970’s and perspective for the 1980’s.
These speeches defended the basic ideas from the pam-
phlet On Unity of Marxist-Leninists. They stated:

“‘During this entire period, our Party defended it-
self. It defended the correct line that there should be
only one Party in each country. It called upon the
Marxist-Leninists, or those who called themselves
Marxist-Leninists, to join the Party and build the
Party. On this basis, it differentiated between sham
Marxist-Leninists and real Marxist-Leninists: those
who are real Marxist-Leninists, who are serious, will
join the Party and will build it; those who are opposed
to this are opportunists and splittists. ...We pointed
out that those who do not want to unite are actually
RCMP agents, agents of the secret service, and this
has been fully corroborated, even by the Keable Com-
mission and the McDonald Commission and others —
that these people have direct links with the govern-
ment, with the chiefs of staff of the reactionary
bourgeoisie in Canada.”’ (PCDN, January 3, 1980,
p. 2, col. 3, emphasis added)

Here we see that CPC(M-L) still defends the idea of
uniting in one party with all those who call themselves
Marxist-Leninists in words. There is no dividing line set to
judge those who want to join the party. On the contrary,
the dividing line to judge whether someone is opportunist
or not is simply whether he joins the party. Thus, any per-
son or organization who acknowledges the leadership of the
party is declared to be good, even though the speech ac-
knowledges the existence of police agents among those who
call themselves Marxist-Leninists. You may be an oppor-
tunist, revisionist, anarcho-syndicalist, etc., you may have
‘‘direct links’’ with the bourgeoisie, but join the party and
all is forgiven.

At the same time, we also see that CPC(M-L)’s idea of
unity in a single party with the opportunists does not pre-
clude cursing them. CPC(M-L) denounces them in the
fiercest tones as devils, police agents, trotskyists, and no-
goods and consigns them to rot in Hades ten times over.

But what is the political basis for all this cursing? It is
only that these bad elements haven't united with CPC
(M-L). The speech goes all out of its way to reiterate
CPC(M-L)’s opposition to any ‘‘ideological struggle.”
Indeed, the speeches take the opposition to ‘‘ideclogical
struggle'’ to the outright liquidationist conclusion by de-
nouncing the value of the Marxist-Leninist theory itself.
They state: **...the opportunists are debating over what is
Marxism-Leninism and what is opportunism.

‘‘The Marxist-Leninist tactics, the Marxist-Leninist tradi-
tion, the Marxist-Leninist style of work — all show that it is
not necessary to have correct analysis all the time — the
issue is where one stands, first and foremost: on the side of
revolution and socialism or on the side of imperialism and
all reaction?’’ (PCDN, Jan. 3, 1980, p. 2, col. 3, emphasis
added)

And, in fact, CPC(M-L)’s curses against the opportunists
are lacking in ideological content. Whether they curse the
opportunists or appeal for unity in a single party with the
opportunists, whether they call for unity of action or wheth-
er they declare that they will never accept unity of action,
or whether they do both simultaneously, it is just a prag-
matic maneuver based on the interests of the moment.

The combination of strident shouting against the oppor-
tunists with unprincipled maneuvers for unity with them is
not something new. The removal of ideological content from
the confrontation with the opportunists is typical of the
Maoist deviation. The Chinese revisionists acted precisely
in the same manner. Already in 1966, at the 5th Congress of
the PLA, Comrade Enver Hoxha criticized, with great fore-
sight, the Maoist stand towards Soviet revisionism, stating:
*‘...if the fight against revisionism is not inspired by ideo-
logical motives, but only by certain economic and political
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motives on a national chauvinist basis, it is a mere bluff
which is shortlived.”’ (Report to the 5th Congress of the
PLA) This is true even if the revisionists are temporarily
cursed in the most extreme terms. As Comrade Enver
pointed out in 1976: ‘‘China effectively ceased the struggle
against the United States of America and intensified its
propaganda against the Soviet Union to absurdity. 1 say
propaganda, because there are no ideological articles from
China for the exposure of the Soviet Union.’’ (Reflections
on China, Vol. II, entry of April 1, 1976, Proletarian Inter-
nationalism edition, p. 66, col. 1) And today, the ‘‘dis-
covery'' by one band of followers of Chinese revisionism
after another that the Soviet Union is ‘‘socialist’’ is another
vivid confirmation of Comrade Enver's warning that a
struggle against opportunism that is devoid of ideological
conflict is just ‘‘a mere bluff which is shortlived.’’

Today, following the events of October 4 and 17, the CPC
(M-L) is shouting up and down in the most strident tones a-
bout the opportunists. But, once again, this is simply for
pragmatic reasons. For ore thing, although CPC(M-L)
went into the head-bashing brawls of October 4 and 17 with
great enthusiasm, these confrontations turned out to be a
fiasco for them. To cover this up, they have made the most
extreme declarations against the opportunists, while still
opposing giving any ideoclogical content to these declara-
tions. 8

Thus, PCDN''s cursing and shouting has even led them to
call for ‘‘deepening’’ the split in the working class. In other
countries, the Marxist-Leninists work heart and soul to
unite the proletariat and to overcome the split caused by
opportunism and revisionism, but in Canada, the CPC(M-L)
carrying its phrasemongering to the point of absurdity, ar-
dently vows to deepen the split among the workers. PCDN
writes, in preparation for the upcoming Fourth Congress
of CPC(M-L):*'The Party [CPC(M-L) — ed.] has analyzed
that the proletariat is split between the revolutionary and
the reformist and revisionist and opportunist proletariat
and that it is this split which must be deepened and broad-
ened and the class enemies of the proletariat driven out of
the working class movement. Our Party does not advocate
unity in action with the revisionist and opportunist chief-
tains or with the labour aristocrats. ... The main assault of
the revolutionary proletariat is against those who reconcile
the class struggle. ... Today, the revisionist and oppor-
tunist traitors are ‘left unity’ maniacs.... The Party consid-
ers the struggle against the ‘left unity' maniacs as a compo-
nent part of the struggle to prepare the proletariat for the
coming revolutionary storms, and the decisive component
part at the heart of the matter.* (PCDN, January 4, 1982)

Thus, one day PCDN denounces the opportunists for
‘“‘trying to impose a struggle amongst the anti-racists,’
and the next day PCDN demands the ‘‘deepening and
broadening’’ of the split in the proletariat. In October
1981 PCDN demands ‘‘unity in action’’ with the BCOFR,
and in January 1982 PCDN denounces ‘‘ ‘left unity’ ma-
niacs’’ and labels the struggle against them as ‘‘the de-
cisive'’ issue.

Thus all this cursing is just striking a pose. It has nothing
to do with exaggerating the struggle against opportunism.
Indeed, PCDN stresses that the ‘‘‘left unity’ maniacs’
are ‘‘launching savage attacks against Marxism-Leninism
and the theory and practice of the revolution, turning each
and every basic and inviolable principle of theory into a
matter of debate, discussion and interpretation...."
(Ibid., emphasis added) In other countries, the Marxist-
Leninists seize every opportunity to discuss the life-giving
theory of Marxism-Leninism; they fervently ‘‘interpret’’
it in the light of the concrete situation in their country;
and, when the opportunists launch savage attacks on the
Marxist theory, the Marxist-Leninists even fiercely debate
the hostile elements. But in Canada, the CPC(M-L) re-
sponds to the attacks of the opportunists by ruling out the
‘‘discussion’’ of Marxism-Leninism and, God forbid that
there should be any ‘‘debate.’’ But, in that case, what type
of struggle against opportunism can CPC(M-L) wage?
Perhaps they regard the swinging of 2 x 2’s as the launch-
ing of ‘‘the main assault’’ against the opportunists, but this
is a gross distortion of the Marxist-Leninist teachings on
striking the ‘‘main blow’’ against opportunism.

Thus we see that despite ail CPC(M-L)'s cursing and
swearing at the opportunists, they have consistently
followed a policy of pragmatic maneuvers and unity-
mongering with the opportunists. They have even advocat-
ed the idea of uniting in one party with the opportunists.
Instead of carrying out a principled struggle against oppor-
tunism, they have shifted and turned with every breeze,
depending on expediency. But through every zigzag,
they have maintained their opposition to ‘‘ideological
struggle,’’ that is, to a real struggle against opportunism.
This is a vivid confirmation that the head-bashings of
October 4 and 17 in Vancouver had nothing to do with the
struggle against opportunism. On the contrary. CPC
(M-L)’s role in these brawls was another ugly result of their
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Soviet Revisionism-Enemy of

Below we reprint the introduction to the March 1982 is-
sue of Proletarian Internationalism published by the Marx-
ist-Leninist Party of the USA. This issue, which will be re-
leased very soon, is devoted to the exposure of Soviet revi-
sionism. It coniains a collection of 28 articles from socialist
Albania as well as introductory articles from the MLP, USA.

This issue of Proletarian Internationalism is devoted to
the struggle against Soviet revisionism. The revolutionary
mass movement in the U.S. constantly runs up against the
question of what stand to take towards the present-day
Soviet leaders. Is the present-day Soviet Union a force for
peace and liberation or a force for reaction and aggression?
What stand must be taken towards the ugly acts of the Sovi-
et revisionists, such as the brutal occupation of Afghanistan,
the threats to invade Poland, the domination of a whole
series of satellite countries, and the schemes to divide the
world with the U.S.-led Western imperialists? Whether to
rely on the working people and oppose all imperialisms,
both those of the East and of the West, or to become com-
promised by reliance on one imperialism in the struggle a-
gainst the other, is a burning question of our times. Here in
the U.S., the revolutionary movement must focus its strug-
gle on ‘“‘our own'’ U.S. imperialist bourgeoisie, but it re-
mains true that the fight against one imperialism must en-
tail struggle against all imperialisms.

Moreover, the activists in the U.S. are constantly con-
fronted with the question of how to organize the struggle.
Here too the questions raised by the struggle against So-
viet revisionism are vital. The struggle against Soviet revi-
sionism is not just a question of opposing the imperialism of
the Soviet revisionists, but also of building the mass move-
ment along revolutionary lines and defending the Marxist-
Leninist teachings from the revisionist distortions. The fol-
lowers of Soviet revisionism, in the U.S. as elsewhere, have
long been the champions of the policy of conciliation of
imperialism, of giving up the revolution, and of denigra-
tion of the revolutionary role of the proletariat and the other
working masses. They are working as hard as they can for
the liquidation of the independent class movement of the
proletariat; they are striving to dissolve the proletarian
movement and all revolutionary organization into a form-
less and amorphous mass, tied to the bourgeois liberals and
“‘moderate’’ imperialists, unable to accomplish any revolu-
tionary action, impotent, suitable only to serve as apologists
for one or the other imperialism or for several imperialist
powers at once. This underlines the importance of Lenin’s
famous teaching that: “‘The fight against imperialism is a
sham and humbug unless it is inseparably bound up with
the fight against opportunism.'' (Imperialism, the Highest
Stage of Capitalism, Ch. X)

Soviet revisionism, the ideology of the present-day Soviet
leaders, is the complete negation of the revolutionary doc-
trine of Marx, Engels, Lenin, and Stalin. In the days of
Lenin and Stalin, from October 1917 to the death of Stalin in
March 1953, the Soviet Union was the bastion of world revo-
lution, loved and revered by class conscious workers and
liberation fighters the world over. Following along the path
opened up by the Great October Socialist Revolution of
1917, socialism was built successfully in the USSR, showing
the whole world that escape from the capitalist hell was not
just a dream, but the brilliant future awaiting the world's
working masses, just as Marx and Engels had foretold.

But the Khrushchovite and Brezhnevite class traitors be-
trayed this glorious legacy. They are not Marxist-Leninists
or socialists, but revisionists. They have carried out a mon-
strous counter-revolution, restored capitalism, and trans-
formed the Soviet Union into a savage, imperialist super-
power. The Soviet revisionists are communists only in
words, but fascists and imperialists in deeds. They have not
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only betrayed and turned into its opposite the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union, but they have done tremendous
damage to the international revolutionary movement and
have corrupted all the parties that fell under their baton.
Today struggle against Soviet revisionism is absolutely es-
sential for upholding the honor of socialism and putting into
practice the life -giving theory of Marxism-Leninism.

With the exception of two introductory articles from the
pages of The Workers' Advocate, newspaper of the Marx-
ist-Leninist Party, USA, this issue of Proletarian Interna-
tionalism has been compiled from the publications of the
Party of Labor of Albania. The PLA was the first party in the
international communist movement to recognize the evil
features of Khrushchovite revisionism. The firm and prin-
cipled struggle waged by the PLA against the Soviet revi-
sionist colossus is an inspiration for all genuine Marxist-
Leninists the world over. The profound and extensive na-
ture of their polemic against Soviet revisionism is reflected
in the wide range of subjects covered in the articles re-
produced in this issue of Proletarian Internationalism.
These articles show that capitalism has been completely re-
stored in the Soviet Union and that exploitation and all the
evils of capitalism run rampant there. Other articles show
that the Soviet revisionists are following a social-imperialist

policy of contending for world domination with U.S.-led

Western imperialism; they simultaneously fight against
U.S. imperialism over how to divide the world and join
together with U.S. imperialism in order to jointly stamp out
the revolution. Another major section of this collection of
articles is devoted to denouncing the strategy of capitula-
tion to imperialism and merger with social-democracy that
the Soviet revisionists mandate for their followers in the
capitalist countries of the West. As well, there are articles
on the origin of Soviet revisionism, on its overall character-
ization, and on other subjects.

The unyielding opposition of the heroic PLA to the Soviet
revisionists is one of the most important reasons why no
counter-revolution took place in Albania. Albania today is
the only genuine socialist country in the world. The non-
stop march of socialism in Albania shows to the entire world
that the ideas of Marx, Engels, Lenin, and Stalin retain
their revolutionary vitality. It shows that, despite revisionist
betrayal, socialism remains a living reality and the banner
of the world camp of labor that stands opposed to the old
world of exploitation and imperialism. And the Albanian ex-
perience is a vivid proof of the utter necessity of opposing
Soviet revisionism and all other revisionisms in order to
march ever forward along the road of the revolution.

Recent developments add urgency to the task of uphold-
ing the Marxist-Leninist condemnation of Soviet revision-
ism. The followers of Chinese revisionism are one after an-
other declaring that the Soviet Union is ‘‘socialist.”” The
followers of Soviet revisionism are making a big clamor too,
trying to use the disgrace of Chinese revisionism as a justi-
fication for reversing the verdict on Soviet revisionism. This
is an attempt to wipe out the hard-won accomplishments of
two decades of revolutionary struggle. The rise of a new
generation of revolutionary activists in the 1960’s and
1970's was inseparably linked to he struggle against Soviet
revisionism and all opportunism. The advanced section of
(the activists from the mass movements came to the conclu-
sion that Marxism-Leninism was the only true guide for the
struggle and that the revisionist betrayal must be opposed.
They set upon the path of reestablishing a genuine commu-
nist party in the U.S., to replace the once-revolutionary
Communist Party of the USA that had been destroyed and
turned into an impotent fringe of the Democratic Party by
domestic Browderite revisionism and by Khrushchoyite
revisionism. The conciliatory attitude towards Soviet revi-
sionism that is so fashionable today in certain circles is
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linked up with their repudiation of the revolutionary strug-
gle, with their renegade attitude towards the traditions of
the mass upsurge of the 1960’s and early 1970’s, and with
their disgusting accomodation with imperialism.

The followers of Chinese revisionism, who in the past ad-
vertised their theories as the alleged answer to Soviet revi-
sionism, are busy one after another denouncing the strug-
gle against Soviet revisionism by declaring that the Soviet
Union is ‘‘socialist.”” Indeed, the same social-chauvinists
who followed the Chinese revisionists in advocating the
strategy of ‘‘striking the main blow against Soviet social-
imperialism,’’ that doctrine of allying with U.S. imperialism
against their Soviet social-imperialist rivals, are now saying
that the Soviet Union is ‘‘socialist.”” What renegades! This
shows that their ‘‘opposition’’ to Soviet revisionism has had
nothing in common with the Marxist-Leninist critique of
Soviet revisionism or with defending genuine socialism but
is simply based on inter-imperialist rivalry, on giving the
‘‘socialist”’ stamp to the policies of the Pentagon. QOur
Party’s predecessor, the COUSML (Central Organization of
U.S. Marxist-Leninists), condemned from its very appear-
ance the social-chauvinist thesis of ‘‘striking the main blow
at Soviet social-imperialism’’ and waged a relentless war on
the ‘‘three worlds’’ theory. The struggle against social-
chauvinism rallied and encouraged the healthy and militant
forces of the revolutionary movement. The movement a-
gainst social-chauvinism that resulted gave a great impetus
to the Marxist-Leninist movement and culminated in the
founding of our Party, the Marxist-Leninist Party of the
USA, on January 1, 1980. In the struggle against social-
chauvinism, the revolutionary Marxist-Leninists stressed
that the doctrine of ‘‘striking the main blow at Soviet social-
imperialism’’ had nothing to do with the ideological strug-
gle against revisionism or principled opposition to Soviet
social-imperialism, but was just Pentagon-socialism. This
assessment has been confirmed to a tee by the recent *‘dis-
covery’' by the followers of Chinese revisionism that the
Soviet Union is allegedly *‘socialist.”’

Seeing their chance, the followers of Soviet revisionism
are also especially active these days. They are trying to

.make hay out of the world hatred for the aggressive U.S.-

China alliance and the disgusting spectacle of the present-
day Chinese ultra-revisionist leaders. Taking advantage of
the fiasco of Maoism, they are trying to present Soviet revi-
sionism as the only true opponent of U.S. imperialism and
to prettify repulsive Soviet social-imperialism in the eyes of
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the masses. This is nothing but a cynical maneuver. Soviet
revisionism’s only opposition to U.S. imperialism is on the
basis of inter-imperialist rivalry; it is a world advocate of
the policy of destruction of the revolution. The rivalry of
U.S. imperialism and Soviet social-imperialism is threaten-
ing the world with a nuclear world war to determine who
will be the master, and this would be a criminal imperialist
war in which both sides are the deadly enemies of the revo-
lution, socialism, and the oppressed nations. Any attempt
to whitewash Soviet revisionism must be sternly rebuffed.

The antics of the followers of Chinese and Soviet revi-
sionism only underline the fact that a firm stand against So-
viet revisionism and all other currents of revisionism is
indissolubly linked to maiptaining a revolutionary stand a-
gainst ‘“‘our own’' U.S. imperialists. The pro-Soviet, pro-
Chinese and trotskyite opportunists in the U.S. are all noth-
ing but liquidators. They are bootlickers of the Democratic
Party and dress up the program of this diehard imperialist
party of the big bourgeoisie in progressive or even ‘‘social-
ist”’ colors. They aim their blows against the development
of the independent political movement of the proletariat
and base their work on begging for alms from the trade
union bureaucrats, soldout elements, and capitalist politi-
cians. Their prettification of state monopoly capitalism in
its ‘‘socialist’’ disguise in the Soviet Union or other revi-
sionist countries goes hand in hand with their prettification
of state monopoly capitalism in the U.S. in its liberal-labor
disguise. In this issue of Proletarian Internationalism, we
carry an article on the revisionist prettification of state
monopoly capitalism that shows that this is one of the major
links joining together capitulation to U.S. imperialism to
prettification of Soviet revisionism or other revisionisms. As
well, a number of other articles are devoted to exposing the
revisionist sabotage of the class struggle in the capitalist
countries of the West. These articles show that the policy of
merging with social-democracy, the policy of converting the
proletarian movement into a servant of the bourgeoisie pat-
terned after the timeworn social-democratic model, is a
cornerstone of Soviet revisionist strategy. These articles on
merger with social-democracy and prettification of state
monopoly capital show that struggle against Soviet revi-
sionism is an essential part of the struggle against liquida-
tionist capitulation to imperialism.

Since the Khrushchovite betrayal, struggle against Soviet
revisionism has been on the agenda for all those who wish
to stay on the road of revolution, the road marked out by
Marx, Engels, Lenin, and Stalin. The open polemic be-
tween revolutionary Marxism-Leninism and Soviet revision-
ism began soon after the Moscow Meeting of 1960. The con-
tinuation of the ideological struggle against Soviet revision-
ism, the deepening of the great polemic that began over 20
years ago, remains an indispensable duty for all true revo-
lutionaries, Marxist-Leninists, and class conscious workers.
Let us carry the struggle against Soviet revisionism through
to the end, through to the complete exposure of the Soviet
revisionist trend and the total overthrow of these class trai-
tors to communism, through to the triumph of revolutionary
Marxism-Leninism. L]
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On Jerry Tung’s Book ‘The Socialist Road’
Maoist ‘Three-Worlders’ Embrace Soviet Revisionism

Today the basic feature of the revisionist circles in the
U.S. is their liquidationism. In their rush to join in holy mat-
rimony with the labor bureaucrats, the social-democrats,
and the ‘‘left wing'’ of the Democratic Party generally, they
are falling all over themselves to mock at the revolution and
denounce the basic principles of Marxism-Leninism. This is
nowhere more apparent than in their wholesale campaign
to denounce the struggle against opportunism. This has
now reached the point where the followers of Chinese revi-
sionism, who for years swore up and down that they were
the only true opponents of Khrushchev and Brezhnev, are
now one by one issuing testimonials to the ‘‘socialism’’ of
the Soviet revisionist renegades.

Throughout the 1960’s and 1970’s, the followers of Chi-
nese revisionism presented themselves as the leaders of the
fight against Soviet revisionism. They presented Mao Ze-
dong Thought as the alleged last word in anti-revisionism.
In the mid-1970’s, they went so far as to present their coun-
ter-revolutionary ‘‘three worlds’’ theory and their social-
chauvinist alliance with U.S. imperialism to ‘‘direct the
main blow at Soviet social-imperialism’’ in anti-revisionist
colors. 5

But the revolutionary Marxist-Leninists indignantly
pointed out that only those who fight ‘‘their own’’ exploit-
ers have the right to talk of struggle against Soviet revision-
ism. They poured scorn on the *‘three worlders’’ who pre-
sented support for B-1 bombers, Trident submarines or
U.S. lackey regimes as ‘‘anti-revisionism.’' They stressed
that abandoning the revolutionimeant joining the capitalist-
revisionist camp just as the Soviet revisionists have done.
As The Workers' Advocate put it on March 10, 1977: “‘We
hold that those who, like the October League [a ‘‘three
worldist’’ group — ed.], have capitulated to one superpow-
er or the other, have thereby capitulated to the world sys-
tem of imperialism and are incapable of resolutely opposing
any imperialism or any reactionary at all. Having capitulat-
ed to U.S. imperialism, the OL cannot possibly ‘concentrate
‘*too much fire on Soviet social-imperialism’’ '; it can only
‘concentrate ‘‘too much fire’’’ at the forces of socialism
and freedom!”’

And today this stand of the revolutionary Marxist-Lenin-
ists has been verified to a tee, as one after another the Mao-
ists and ‘‘three worlders’’ come out to scrape and bow be-
fore the ‘‘socialism’’ of Brezhnev and co. In this regards, a
recent book by Jerry Tung is very revealing. Jerry Tung is
the leader of a ‘‘three worldist’’ sect, the ‘‘Communist
Workers Party’’ (formerly the Workers Viewpoint Organi-

zation), which used to rave about the Soviet Union being the
““main danger.’’ Tung's book is entitled The Socialist Road.
But far from inspiring the workers to fight for socialism,
this book is devoted to ridiculing the struggle against revi-
sionism. It rambles on for over 300 pages trying to prove
that the Soviet Union is ‘‘socialist.”” Jerry Tung is.so enthu-
siastic about the virtues of revisionism that he praises all
the other revisionist regimes and goes out of his way to
praise the ‘‘socialism’’ of the revisionist system that lies in
ruins in Poland. Why, Tung considers that even Allende’s
Chile and Zimbabwe are ‘‘socialist.”’

Tung's renegade stand towards the struggle against So-
viet revisionism is part of his renegade stand against all the
revolutionary traditions of the mass movement. This is why
he writes, oh all so innocently, that: ‘‘...the CWP does not
look back nostalgically and model current struggles after
the struggles of the 60’s.’’ (p. 14) This is a common theme
in liquidator literature. At its high points, the 1960’s saw
the development of revolutionary consciousness, of mass
disgust with the Democratic Party and the liberal-labor poli-
ticians, of militant mass actions, and it also saw the out-
break of the fierce fight against Soviet revisionism. These
two features — the mass revolutionary struggle and the
battle against revisionism — marked the best moments of
the 1960’s and set the stage for the 1970’s. With his deni-
gration of the 1960’s, Tung is cursing the mass struggle and
the anti-opportunist fight of the last two decades. Clear the
way for legalism, for chasing after Democrats, zionists, and
social-democrats, for merger with the labor bureaucracy,
this is the theme of the liquidator literature.

Tung's book vividly demonstrates that abandoning the
fight against revisionism means abandoning the fight a-
gainst imperialism as well. The ‘‘socialism’ which Tung
aspitres to proves to be nothing other than state monopoly
capitalism dressed up as ‘‘planning.”’ And this is true not
only with respect to the Soviet Union but with respect to
what he outlines for the United States as well. This is the
ideological basis from which Tung turns his back on the
fight against social-democracy and ends up snuggling cozily
with the capitalist program of the ‘‘left wing’’ of the Demo-
cratic Party.

Lenin's teaching remains ever fresh: ‘... the fight against
imperialism is a sham and a humbug unless it is insepara-
bly bound up with the fight against opportunism.' .(Impe-
rialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism, Ch. X) It is from
the standpoint of prettifying capitalism wherever it exists,
in Russia, the U.S., or elsewhere, that Tung has come out

with the ‘*CWP’s’’ latest readjustment of line.
Tung Denounces the Struggle Against Revisionism

The heart of Tung's book is the condemnation of the
struggle against revisionism and opportunism. In the intro-
duction to his book, Tung emphasizes that recent develop-
ments in China have forced the ““CWP’' to reexamine its
line and that they have made a great new discovery: ‘‘Most
often the retrograde trend in the Party [*"CWP’’ — ed.] that
goes against professionalism, politics, propaganda and
tight organization has its expression in trying to build a par-
ty based solely on ‘anti-revisionism,’ around the theory of
‘combatting and preventing' revisionism and ‘restricting
bourgeois right.” That is precisely the one-sidedness that
the Chinese communists suffered from in the Cultural Rev-
olution.’” (pp. 10-11) Translated from Maoist jargon into
the language of the ordinary world, this means that Tung
blames the struggle against opportunism for all the ills of
life. :

What a fraud this new discovery is! Every three or four
years the followers of Chinese revisionism in the U.S. make
a big fuss as if they had discovered a new world — namely,
that the fight against revisionism has been taken too far. In
the late 60’s, they lectured that, although right opportun-
ism was ultimately the main danger to the communist
movement, still, the main immediate danger was ‘‘ultra-
leftism’’ and ‘‘sectarianism.’’ With this sermon, they deni-
grated the idea of founding a single party for all the Marx-
ist-Leninists as ‘‘ultra-left’’ and justified factionalizing and
fragmenting the movement. In 1973, at the time of the
Tenth National Congress of the CP of China, they discov-
ered once again that ‘‘ultra-leftism’’ was the main danger
and was ‘‘Lin Piao-ism.”” In 1976-77, they discovered that
struggle against revisionism was ‘‘gang of four-ism’’ and
started a campaign to smear any opposition to the ‘‘three
worlds'’ theory as ‘‘ultra-left’’ and ‘‘trotskyite.”” And to-
day, Tung has once again come to the same conclusion: the
struggle against revisionism is allegedly the source of all
the problems of the communist movement.

This time Tung takes his opposition to the struggle a-
gainst revisionism to the limit. He preaches reconciliation
with Soviet revisionism and seeks to prettify them from ev-

"ery angle. In order to justify ‘‘CWP’s’’ new line, he tries to

paint the Soviet revisionists in flaming revolutionary colors
and he claims that ‘‘...the CPSU has indirectly repudiated
(though without public and extensive repudiation) Khrush-

chev’s line of peaceful transition to socialism....”” (p. 298)
Imagine that: Brezhnev changed his mind but didn’t bother
to tell anyone! If this is the best Tung can do to prove his
thesis, he has condemned himself ten times over.

Tung’s assertion is simply the lie of a political hack.
Brezhnev has repudiated nothing. True, the Soviet social-
imperialists are arming to the teeth, as they have for years.
Soviet tanks roll across Afghanistan, Soviet troops threaten
Poland with invasion, and Soviet bloc forces help drop na-
palm on the Eritreans. But, as far as their line for the
world’s people, the CPSU repudiates revolution. The slight-
est look at the documents of the 26th Congress of the CPSU,
held last year, reveals that there is even less revolutionary
phrasemongering than usual on such occasions, and it
openly calls for world problems to be settled by mutual
agreement between Reagan and the Soviet Union. (See the
article *‘On the 26th Congress of the CPSU: The Soviet Re-
visionists Are Sworn Enemies of the Revolution’ in The
Workers' Advocate of May 20, 1981)

Actually, Tung is quite clear that the Soviet revisionists
still call for the world's people to fold their arms, go to
sleep, and let the big powers decide their fate, which is
what they call ‘‘detente.’’ Indeed, he hails these calls by
the Soviet revisionists, saying ‘‘We regard the struggle for
detente as a major struggle for world peace.’’ (p. 13) The
American liquidator pf revolution Tung feels quite at home
with the worldwide liquidator of revolution Brezhnev.

But the centerpiece of Tung’s prettification of Soviet re-
visionism is his claim that the man-eating state monopoly
capitalist system existing there is *‘socialist.”’ Tung informs
us that: “*“The main difference between our present and past
lines is the understanding that the Soviet Union is a social-
ist country.”” (p. 3) Here, as with his assessment that the
fight against revisionism is a one-sided excess, Tung is
trailing after the positions of the present-day Chinese ultra-
revisionist leadership. The Deng Xiaoping clique in China
has already hinted at this reassessment. Today, in their
striving to become an imperialist superpower in their own
right, the Chinese revisionist leadership has allied with
U.S. imperialism. But tomorrow they may embrace the new
tsars of the Soviet Union. To allow themselves full freedom
in the dance of inter-imperialist alliances, the Chinese revi-
sionists have therefore begun to suggest that, while the So-
viet Union may suffer from ‘‘revisionist tendencies,’’ it is

‘‘still socialist.”’
Continued on page 9

See MAOIST ““THREE WORLDERS”
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