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Why Independent Politics?
By MALIK MIAH and 
SUZANNE FORSYTH

Jndependent Politics is a  n e w  p u b lic a 
tio n  w ith  a sim ple aim: to p rom o te  the 
n e e d  fo r  w o rk e rs ,  B lack s , L a t in o s , 

w o m e n , s tu d e n ts  a n d  o th e rs  to  f ig h t for 
th e ir  r ig h ts  th ro u g h  in d e p e n d e n t po litica l 
ac tion .

Y ou m ay  ask , “In d e p e n d e n t o f  w h o m  
a n d  w h a t? ” I n d e p e n d e n t  o f  th e  D e m o 
cratic an d  Republican parties. In dependen t 
o f b ig  business. Indep en d en t o f the ow ners 
o f  th e  w e a lth  p ro d u c e d  b y  w o rk in g  p e o 
ple. In d e p e n d e n t o f rac ists  an d  sexists.

In  o th e r  w ords , independent o f all m em 
b ers  a n d  su p p o r te rs  o f th e  on ly  class th a t 
benefits  fro m  d iv is io n  an d  ex p lo ita tio n  of 
w o rk in g  p eo p le  h e re  a n d  ab road , th e  cap 
ita lis t class.

W e are  n o t in d e p en d e n t o f the struggles 
o f w o rk in g  peo p le  a n d  th e  oppressed . W e 
s u p p o r t  th e  m o b i l i z a t io n  o f  w o rk e rs ,  
Blacks, w o m en  an d  o th e rs  aga inst the sys
tem  o f  e x p lo ita tio n  a n d  o p p re ss io n . W e 
s u p p o r t  th e  s tru g g le s  o f  p e o p le  o f  A sia, 
A frica, a n d  L atin  A m erica aga in st im p eri
alist d o m in a tio n  of th e ir  coun tries. W e o p 
pose  th e  U.S. w ar m ach ine . W e s ide  w ith  
th e  C u b a n s  a n d  A rab  p e o p le s , w ith  th e  
I r is h  a n d  K u rd s ; w i th  th e  B lack  S o u th  
A fricans a n d  P alestin ians in  th e ir  figh t for 
se lf  d e te rm in a tio n . W e  a re  w ith  th e  u n 
d erd o g  ag a in st th e  bu lly . W e are  fo r so li
darity , for dem ocracy , an d  for socialism .

Lesson of presidential election
T he 1992 p res id en tia l e lec tion  is p ro o f 

th a t  w o rk in g  p e o p le  u rg e n tly  n e e d  a n d

w a n t change. G eorge B ush’s a n d  Bill C lin 
to n ’s rem ed ies for the  econom y an d  th e  ills 
o f  th e  c o u n t ry  in s p i r e  l i t t l e  h o p e .  T h e  
dem agogue Ross P ero t is seen , a t best, as a 
“th ro w -th e - in c u m b e n t-b u m s-o u t” c a n d i
date. It’s h a rd  to  find  m an y  w o rk e rs  w ho  
b u y  in to  h is  p ro g ra m  o f  m ass iv e  tax  in 
c rease s  a n d  cu ts  in  so c ia l p ro g ra m s  as a 
w ay  to  ra ise  th e  s ta n d a rd  o f  liv in g  o f  the  
average A m erican .

M ost w o rk in g  p eo p le , in  fact, w ill n o t 
even  vote . A nd  th o se  w ho  do  w ill vo te  for 
th e  le sser evil a n d  aga in st w h o m ev e r they  
co n s id e r th e  g rea te r evil, n o t fo r so m eo n e  
th ey  believe w ill im p ro v e  th e  c o u n try  o r 
th e ir  lives.

We need our own party
W o rk in g  p eop le  n eed  o u r  o w n  politica l 

party . W e n eed  to  re ly  o n  o u r  o w n  ac tions 
to  d efend  p as t gains a n d  to  w in  n ew  ones. 
W e hav e  n o  friends in  th e  tw o m ajo r cap
ita list parties. C ap ita list p o litic ian s can n o t 
b e  tru s te d . R oss P e ro t is n o t  a  f r ie n d  of 
w o rk in g  p eo p le  e ith e r. H e’s a b illio n a ire  
w h o  m a d e  h is  w e a l th  o ff  th e  b a c k s  o f  
w orkers .

T he  cap ita list p o litic ian s tell u s  it  is vot
ing in  e le c t io n s  th a t  is  k ey  to  b r in g in g  
ab o u t change in  policies. If you  d o n ’t vote, 
they  charge, y o u  a re  n o t invo lved  in  real 
politics. In  fact, they  say, you  deserve w hat 
y o u  g e t b y  th o s e  in  p o w e r  if  y o u  d o n ’t 
vote.

T h is  is false . R eal o r  effective p o lit ic s  
does n o t s ta rt w ith  electoral politics. T h a t’s 
a m y th  p ro p ag a ted  by  th e  ru lers. P o litical 
ac tion  is n o t equal to  electoral politics. T he 
e lec tio n  o f c a n d id a te s  fo r city , s ta te , a n d

federal office a t best can  on ly  reflec t a p ro 
cess th a t w e n t o n  b e fo reh a n d . E lec tio n s  
can  o n ly  register th e  b a lan ce  o f fo rces in  
society  for o r  ag a in st p rog ressive  o r  reac
tio n a ry  id eas o r  p ro p o sa ls . E lec tio n s  can  
ra re ly  in it ia te  a p ro c e s s  th a t  h a s  n o t  a l
ready  b een  se t in to  m o tion .

Effective po litics b eg in  w ith  w h a t w e as 
w o rk in g  people  do  for ourselves. W h a t w e 
do  befo re  e lec tions ever take  p lace  is w h a t 
d e te rm in es  o u r  fu tu re .

Past struggles
T h ere  are  m a n y  exam ples in  A m erican  

(a n d  w o rld )  h is to ry  th a t  verify  th is  p e r 
spective.

T he m o d e m  organ ized  labo r m o vem en t 
w as n o t o rgan ized  by  F ra n k lin  R oosevelt’s 
N ew  D eal in  th e  1 9 3 0 s  o r  th e  e ffo rts  o f  
f r ie n d ly  D e m o c ra ts  o r  R e p u b l ic a n s  in
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Attacks Against the Gay/Lesbian 
Community Must Stop
By ANNA TAYLOR

T his October California governor 
Pete Wilson signed AB2601. 
While some see this as a victory, 

many gay and lesbian rights activists 
charge the governor with tokenism. 
AB2601 is a labor code bill that makes it 
illegal to not hire someone on the basis of 
their sexual orientation.

However, it exempts small business 
owners and non-profit organizations, 
which make up 60 percent of California 
employers. Also, it does not cover equal 
housing rights and it prohibits the use of 
quotas or other affirmative actions to en
force its provisions. Domestic partner 
benefits are not mandated by the bill. And 
there is no criminal penalty for violators. 
Current case law already gives gays and 
lesbians the right to fight discrimination 
in court. So in effect the bill changes noth
ing.

Last year Wilson vetoed AB101, a civil 
rights bill. AB101 would have included 
gays and lesbians into the already active 
civil rights bill for women and minorities 
and it also provided housing protection.

Attacks on the gay and lesbian com
munity have been on the rise. In Oregon,

Measure 9 is up for voter approval this 
November. The measure declares homo
sexuality “abnormal, wrong, unnatural, 
and perverse.” It also would prohibit the 
state from using its money or property to 
“promote, encourage, or facilitate homo
sexuality, pedophilia, sadism, and 
masochism.” The amendment would re
quire teachers to portray homosexuals as 
“perverted and abnormal.”

Many open gays and lesbians that teach 
or work for the state are at risk of losing 
their jobs if the measure passes. Plus, the 
campaign alone for Measure 9 has already 
led to more hate crimes against the gay 
community in Oregon. Many predict that 
gay-bashing can only get worse if the 
measure passes.

The proposed amendment is sponsored 
by the Oregon Citizen’s Alliance as part 
of a national movement that has also put 
an anti-gay referendum on the Colorado 
ballot and is gathering signatures for sim
ilar measures in three other states.

We are being told the reason that “our 
country” is in an economic crisis is be
cause of the “decline of family values.” 
This is yet another direct attack on gays 
and lesbians as well as women.

Today, when the gay/lesbian commu

nity is under attack with the AIDS epi
demic and an increase in gay-bashing, it 
is especially important we have an equal 
rights bill that will provide gays and les
bians with real protection from discrimi
nation. We need to be conscious of the 
plight of gays and lesbians today and join 
in the struggle for their liberation. ▼
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Women’s equality 
and political power
By CLAUDETTE BEGIN

We won’t go back! We will fight back!

T hese are slogans women carried 
proudly at the mass demonstra
tions and protests in Washington, 

D.C., San Francisco, and other cities 
across the country in the last year. They 
are the themes of the successful defense 
of the clinics under attack in Buffalo, 
Baton Rouge and New York City. All told, 
over a million women and men were in 
the streets during the last year demand
ing an unconditional women’s right to 
choose.

Women are fighting against an on
slaught of attacks — terrorist attacks, 
such as the continued harassment and de
struction of clinics — and legal attacks, 
such as the “gag rule” preventing feder
ally-funded clinics from talking about 
abortion, and the Supreme Court gutting 
of Roe V. Wade’s protection against state 
encroachment of abortion rights.

Right wing leads attacks
This anti-woman, anti-democratic on

slaught is most visibly identified with the 
most right-wing elements of society. The 
same right wing — encouraged by Presi
dent Bush and the government — trum
pets the moral superiority of the most re
actionary versions of the patriarchal 
family. They are trying to drive us back 
into the days of back-alley abortions, 
when young women got pregnant because 
they didn’t know the simplest facts about 
their own bodies, when the way to stop 
having children was “Just Say No,” and 
when women and children had no rights 
against abuse.

But if it is only the right wing support
ing this attack, why wasn’t the gag rule 
overturned? The primacy of this issue at 
this time is a testament to how important 
the issue of the right to choose is to public 
policy and the country as a whole.

It is women’s place in society that is 
being attacked here. Why? Women have

won a more prominent, visible role over 
the last 25 years or so. The great majority 
of women now work, whether or not they 
have children. To determine their own 
lives, women must have the basic right to 
control their own bodies. To work outside 
the home, women must be able to decide 
basic aspects of their lives. And really, this 
is at the heart of the reason for the attack 
on abortion rights and the trumpeting of 
the traditional “family.”

The world economy is in a structural 
crisis, and the U.S. economy is in a period 
of prolonged stagnation with unemploy
ment at a high after a decade of rapacious 
corporate greed. The richest one percent 
got richer and decreased their taxes while 
working people — especially women 
workers — got poorer and paid higher 
taxes. Many lost their jobs. And many 
workers, unemployed and underem
ployed, became homeless.

It is within this context that the right 
of equal of opportunity for women and 
oppressed minorities is being attacked 
today. The heat is being turned up by the 
employing class on the less-than-equal 
partners who continue to pursue an equal 
share. The heat serves the interests of that 
richest one percent, those who rule Amer
ica. It’s part of the counterattack they 
wage against those who are implicitly 
challenging the legacy of their control of 
the pie. While they gobble the pie, they 
spout their morality, which is reminiscent 
of fascist tracts attacking the rights of 
women, ethnic groups and homosexuals.

False electoral strategy
The advantage that we in the women’s 

movement have is the significant support 
for a woman’s right to choose among the 
American people — among working peo
ple. And that’s where the women’s move
ment needs to be concentrating its forces. 
Any significant change has been won by 
the independent strength of the move
ment’s decisive pressure on those in office 
reluctant to support our rights.

As part of its strategy of fighting back,

Pro-choice demonstrators march in Washing
ton D.C. in April, 1992.

many women’s groups are endorsing pro- 
choice candidates as a way to get access 
to the seats of power where the laws are 
made. A certain excitement has seized 
women’s rights supporters with the pos
sibility of female candidates sweeping into 
office. This is a certain measure of the 
strength and breadth of pro-choice sup
port.

However, the majority of these candi
dates are running as Democrats or Re
publicans. Supporting women who are 
Democrats and Republicans for choice is a 
false strategy. Women cannot protect our 
rights or extend them by depending on 
pro-choice capitalist politicians.

Those who believe in women’s right to 
full equality need a new political party 
based on working people. We need inde
pendent candidates that are part of a po
litical party based on the entire range of 
political and economic issues affecting 
women. Because when we vote, we are 
also voting on war, wages, budget priori
ties, the environment, child care, health 
care. If we just vote for “choice,” we may 
be getting more than we bargained for.

We have to take on those who are 
denying our needs. Mass action for our 
rights — in the streets, in the communi
ties, and in the trade unions — is the 
fighting perspective of independent polit
ical action. ▼

Claudette Begin is a leading activist of the 
Bay Area Pro-Choice Coalition and a mem
ber of the East Bay chapter of the National 
Organization for Women.
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Teachers and supporters fight back
Education Under Attack 

in California
By GRETCHEN MACKLER

Ca l i f o r n i a  
teachers have 
been engaged 

in an explosive battle 
between the forces of 
public school advo
cates and those who 
would seek to privatize, using public 
money to support a private school 
voucher system. This privatization move
ment in California has been led by Joseph 
Alibrandi, CEO of a $190 million-a-year 
aerospace supply firm, with the coopera
tion of other corporations. The outcome 
of this fight has national ramifications. 
These forces attempted to put an initiative 
on the California ballot in 1992 for the 
voucher system by collecting signatures 
statewide.

When these foes of public education 
declared their intentions, pro-education 
forces united into a coalition with the 
unions of the 250,000 California teachers 
in the lead, the CTA (California Teachers 
Association, affiliated to the independent 
National Education Association), and the 
AFT (American Federation of Teachers, 
affiliated to the AFL-CIO). Several million 
dollars were raised through a special as
sessment, and teachers were activated to 
educate potential petition signers across 
the state. The money was used to pur
chase ads and distribute thousands of 
fliers explaining the threat of this initia
tive to public education.

Incredible as it may seem, many critics 
of public education seem to believe that 
diverting already shrinking educational 
funds is the answer to improving Amer
ica’s educational system. They ignore the 
real needs of our children: a lower 
teacher-student ratio, adequate supplies, 
decent buildings, and attractive teachers’ 
salaries.

California continues to grow in popu
lation, attracting working people from 
across the U.S. and beyond the country’s 
borders. While the immigrant population 
nationally is only six percent, in California 
20 percent of its five million students are 
from other countries. California’s contin
ued population growth, economic down
turn, and its bottom ranking in the na
tion’s pupil-teacher ratio make it a perfect

stage for the ensuing political battle. More 
resources for education are needed, not 
less.

For the first time, the state’s teachers’ 
unions are actively campaigning to pre
vent the voucher initiative from qualify
ing for the ballot. This resulted in a par
tial success, preventing a Fall 1992 ballot 
status. However, enough signatures were 
gathered to put it before voters in Novem
ber 1993.

Funds for public education
Funding public education is key to im

proving the schools; critics who say good 
education shouldn’t cost a lot of money 
are denying reality. Good books, good 
equipment, and good teachers cost 
money. The reliance on property taxes is 
an outdated method for school funding. 
After Proposition 13 passed in California 
in the 70s and lowered property taxes for 
most homeowners, teachers in the 80s 
were forced, out of survival, to conduct a 
successful petition campaign to require a 
guaranteed base of funding for public 
schools. Proposition 98, as it is known, 
has forced the legislature to stop financ
ing other state budgets from educational 
money.

The road to get more funds for educa
tion is not to raise property taxes for 
working people who are buying homes. 
Working people already pay too much in 
city, state, and federal taxes. The big cor
porations and rich don’t. They must be 
taxed to the fullest. Instead the Democrat 
and Republican lawmakers seek to outdo 
each other in finding new ways to justify 
less for education.

We are witnessing an all-out attack on 
public schools. This war is in progress be
hind the banner of “vouchers” and 
“parental choice” (not to be confused with 
reproductive choice). Two components 
comprise the enemy camp: the elite, who 
have never sent their children to public

schools, and the fun
damentalist anti- 
choice/pro-prayer-in- 
the-schools-people.

Both conservative 
groups proposing private 
schools are using the 

critical situation in public education and 
the deep economic crisis as a wedge to ad
vance their agenda to destroy public 
schools. Class sizes are on the rise and 
budgets have been hard hit. The recent 
budget fight over the summer in Califor
nia resulted in over a billion dollar loss to 
public schools at a time when California 
ranks 50th in the nation in teacher-pupil 
ratio.

Unfortunately, some people behind the 
school “choice” movement seem to think 
that choosing a school would be like 
choosing a restaurant with a gift certifi
cate. They mistakenly believe that vouch
ers are going to magically create utopian 
schools for their kids.

Educational Industrial Complex
What right wing pro-privatization 

forces really want is an Educational In
dustrial Complex, according to prominent 
educator Jonathan Kozol. He writes in his 
latest book. Savage Inequalities, that the 
gap between rich and poor schools has 
widened in the last 30 years. Kozol be
lieves this privatization move headed na
tionally by former Yale University Presi
dent Benno Schmidt, and the Edison 
Project, is aimed at breaking the teachers’ 
unions and destroying public schools.

There’s a crying need for working peo
ple to organize behind full funding mea
sures to guarantee equitable access for the 
country’s 45 million school children. The 
teachers’ unions can play a leading role in 
this fight by organizing a national cam
paign with other unions and social groups 
demanding an end to the massive military 
budget and raising the taxes of big busi
ness and the rich. The battle is just begin
ning and the stakes are high. T

Gretchen Mackler is a state council mem
ber of the California Teachers Associa- 
tion/National Education Association from 
the city of Alameda.
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The environment

Capitalism  
fouls it up
By ADAM WOOD

Environmental consciousness has 
grown dramatically over the past 
10 years. The number and mem

bership of “Green” parties and organiza
tions has swelled across Europe and the 
United States, and the debate on how best 
to protect the environment has reached 
the highest levels of government.

Despite this progress, the destruction 
of the Earth goes forward at full speed. 
One example of this is the U.S. coal in
dustry.

Coal mining and processing involves 
the release of sulphur into the atmosphere 
which causes acid rain. Carbon emissions 
from coal production are theoretically 
partly responsible for global warming. 
Strip mining techniques used to reach 
coal deposits destroy the nation’s forests 
and cause severe soil erosion.

Yet U.S. coal production is expected to 
exceed one billion tons this year, a new 
record. As for the environmental hazards 
posed by coal mining, industry 
spokesperson John Crasser says, “If you’re 
against carbon emissions, well, I’m afraid 
that’s us. But we’re always trying to edu
cate and make new friends.” One aspect 
of this “education” is the amazing discov
ery (by the coal industry) that while 
global warming may have its down side, 
it could “help some farm crops”!

The reason behind coal’s success is its 
profitability. With its low exploration 
costs and easy accessibility, U.S. electrical 
utilities have called coal the cheapest fos
sil fuel. When money’s at stake, especially 
during a recession, the environment goes 
out the window.

The government and corporations are 
trying to balance the need of energy com
panies to profit against the need to pro
tect the environment. This same balanc
ing act takes place in every industrialized 
country. Essentially, the needs of one per
cent of the world’s human population are 
weighed against the rest of humanity and

every other living thing on Earth. 
Strangely enough, in a society based on 
profit first, the needs of that one percent 
come out on top.

This conflict of interest between profit 
and the environment is what prevents any 
attempt by the capitalists to police them
selves from succeeding. The Earth Sum
mit held in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, last 
summer failed to make any meaningful 
change in the way imperialist nations ap
proach the environment. Citing the need 
to maintain competitiveness, the govern
ment delegations from Europe, North 
America, and Japan eliminated all lan
guage from resolutions that laid out spe
cific limits on greenhouse gases and other 
pollutants. As Wolfgang Lohbeck, Green
peace’s climate expert put it, “The indus
trialized nations will carry on as before.”

BY CLAUDETTE BEGIN

I n October, the U.S. Department of 
Education’s Office for Civil Rights 
(OCR) found that Boalt Hall Law 

Schools’ efforts to achieve ethnic diversity 
violated Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 
1964. The federal government ruled the 
U.C. Berkeley law school to be out of 
compliance essentially because Boalt’s 
treatment of racial minorities was too fa
vorable.

As a result of this finding, Boalt Hall 
Law School no longer can, or will, con
sider applications in racially separated 
batches, a procedure federal investigators 
described as “designed to ensure that the 
affirmative action percentage goals would 
be met.” OCR objected to this method be
cause it “had the effect of...excluding ap
plicants from consideration for available 
positions based on their race or ethnicity.” 

The assumption that the school was 
out of compliance because they were bi
ased in favor of minorities demonstrates 
just how tenuous affirmative action has 
become. Thirty years ago the enrollment 
at Boalt was all white and male. Currently 
the first year class is 39 percent minori
ties and 40 percent women.

The contested portions of the affirma
tive action admissions policy have made

Defenders of the environment must ex
pand their goals to taking power from 
those who have a material interest in ig
noring dangers to the Earth. Until we 
have a society where human needs, in
cluding environmental protection, come 
before profits, all life on Earth will con
stantly be in jeopardy.

Eliminating the profit motive alone will 
not guarantee a cleaner planet, as demon
strated by the massive pollution gener
ated by the former Soviet Union and 
countries of Eastern Europe in their im
possible drives to create “socialism in one 
country.” But a democratic socialist soci
ety would allow environmental debate to 
take place insulated from the deep pock
ets of the capitalist class. The responsibil
ity for protecting the Earth would rest on 
working people around the world. ▼

it possible for the school to meet its mod
est minority enrollment goals since 1978, 
and in the last few years to actually exceed 
them. The changes dictated by the OCR 
will hamper the school’s ability to meet its 
minority enrollment goals.

Student leaders of La Raza Law Stu
dents Association, Law Students of 
African Descent apd the Asian-Ameri- 
can/Pacific Islander Law Students Associ
ation all decried the Bush administration’s 
move as a “Willie Horton” type of inter
vention in the elections. Dana Chiu said, 
“We condemn the blatant manipulation 
of the Office of Civil Rights by those ele
ments that seek to see our society divided. 
It is not ‘legal racism’ as certain enemies 
of diversity and equal access to education 
insist.”

The “equality” arguments against affir
mative action are a complete sham. They 
seek to mask the extensive history of 
racism and consistent discriminatory ex
clusion of those who were not white and 
male. Let’s not forget our country’s long 
legacy of racism when those attackers try 
to embarrass supporters of affirmative ac
tion. We must stand firm and fight for the 
retention of effective affirmative action 
programs until complete inclusion of mi
norities into all areas of employment and 
education is achieved. T

Affirmative Action Suffers Setback
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International union lends support
Oil Workers Organize Victory 

at Chevron Philadelphia
orkers 
f a c e  
tough 

times. The U.S. 
economy is in a 
prolonged period 
of stagnation. The 
g o v e r n m e n t ,  
courts, and employers are all anti-labor. 
There are few friends of labor elected to 
office. There are fewer strikes and less vic
tories because workers aren’t confident in 
the economy or their leadership.

Not surprisingly, organized labor is in 
decline. The percentage of workers in 
unions is less than 16 percent; and even 
fewer are unionized in manufacturing. A 
big task facing the trade unions is to or
ganize the unorganized and defeat at
tempts by employers to destroy unionism.

Victory at Chevron-Philadelphia
In this context how the organizing vic

tory was won by Chevron workers in 
Philadelphia is instructive for unionists.

On Friday, September 11, 1992, 150 
people gathered in a parking lot at the 
Chevron refinery in Philadelphia. Inside 
a small trailer where two days of voting 
had just taken place, a National Labor Re
lations Board (NLRB) agent was counting 
the ballots.

Chants and cheers went up among the 
crowds as they waited for the final count. 
The vote total: 276 yes to 154 no. Out of 
439 eligible to vote, 430 had voted. An
other cheer went up. Then came the vic
tory party at the Local 8-234 union hall.

The effort was led by rank and file 
workers at Chevron-Philadelphia. But the 
international union came to their support. 
The victory put Chevron’s bosses and 
their fellow refinery owners on notice. At 
the end of January 1993, most oil refinery 
contracts expire. The Oil, Chemical and 
Atomic Workers International Union 
(OCAW) leadership is now preparing for 
those negotiations.

Chevron’s abuse of worker 
sparks organizing drive

Ed Podgurny was a scalehouse opera
tor. W ith 23 years of service Ed was 
known within the refinery as a super-con-

By DAVE CAMPBELL

scientious guy. His job was to weigh 
trucks coming into the refinery and weigh 
them again on the way out.

Some employees from a contract oil 
hauler figured out a way to bypass this 
system. Chevron alleged that a million 
dollars of product was stolen. During the 
investigation Ed was suspended for four 
weeks without pay. Because the bosses 
never proved Ed was part of a conspiracy, 
he was told to come back to work. But 
they wouldn’t pay him for the four weeks 
he was off. Ed consulted a lawyer. The 
lawyer told him that without a union con
tract there was nothing the legal system 
could do. Ed was so humiliated that he 
quit.

The rest of the refinery was outraged. 
Majority sentiment was that if something 
like that could happen to someone like 
Ed, then no one was safe. Other incidents 
had also occurred. A lab supervisor had 
ordered a lab technician to clean up a 
mercury spill with her hands. A mainte
nance supervisor had punched a pipefit
ter in the mouth. But Ed’s case was the ral
lying point.

In contrast, the same oil hauling outfit 
had pulled the same scam at the nearby 
British Petroleum refinery in Marcus 
Hook. The scalehouse operator there was 
represented by the OCAW. Absolutely 
nothing happened to him because he was 
just as innocent as Ed Podgurny and be
cause he had a union to make the bosses 
accountable for their actions.

A Top-notch Organizing 
Campaign

For the fifth time in 11 years Chevron 
Philadelphia workers approached the 
OCAW about getting the union into their 
plant. Two Blending and Shipping em
ployees, Gus Bautista and Ron Westen- 
berger, met with the president of OCAW 
Local 8-234, Denis Stefano.

Stefano, well aware 
that the four previous 
attempts (in 1981, 
1983,1985, and 1987) 
had failed, had 
Bautista and Westen- 
berger form an in- 
plant organizing com

mittee and got them petitions for 
employees to sign. About 320 employees 
signed within a matter of days.

Chevron of course denied recognition, 
forcing an NLRB-supervised election.

The organizing campaign was very well 
run, backed by substantial effort and com
mitment from workers inside the plant, 
Local 8-234, the International Union, and 
other Chevron units.

The in-plant committee had about 20 
members. To get the word out in the 
plant, the committee published their own 
newsletter, called One Voice. By the end of 
the election campaign, the in-plant orga
nizers assembled 75 volunteers to leaflet 
the plant gates.

The International committed money 
and personnel to the Philadelphia cam
paign. Stefano, whose local is too small to 
have a full-time officer, was put on tem
porary International Union payroll. Four 
International Representatives (campaign 
director Roger Bradley, Kevin Geddes, 
Lawrence Graham, and Robert Burdick) 
were assigned to Philadelphia.

Union activists at Richmond and El Se- 
gundo, California, expressed interest in 
helping with the campaign. The Interna
tional Union agreed. Three rank-and-fil- 
ers were put on temporary International 
Union payroll and assigned to the 
Philadelphia campaign: Clyde Williams, 
Unit Chairman at Richmond; Rouelle 
Parker, Secretary-Treasurer at Port 
Arthur, California; and myself, a Chief 
Steward at El Segundo. Kathleen O’Nan, 
a former Chevron employee and OCAW 
member, also volunteered to help. She 
was effective in organizing spouses to aid 
in the campaign.

Chevron’s Response '
Chevron-Philadelphia general manager, 

Jerry Moffit, issued so-called “Fact Sheets” 
which claimed that the OCAW/Chevron
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relationship at other company facilities 
was “adversarial,” that the OCAW were 
“outsiders” intent on fomenting strikes, 
and that they were just interested in col
lecting dues, initiation fees and fines.

In fact, when union strength was low 
at the El Segundo and Richmond refiner
ies, we fought Chevron tooth and nail on 
a constant basis.

The El Segundo group has been rebuilt 
form 43 percent union in 1986 to 100 per
cent. The organizing program was pretty 
simple. It rejected reliance on grievances, 
arbitrations, lawsuits and politicians and 
called on workers to fight for their inter
ests with shop floor action.

In 1990, Chevron decided it had had 
enough shop floor action. They proposed 
a contract package which exceeded the 
national agreement by over a dollar an 
hour and a new “cooperative” relationship 
with the OCAW. The contract was rati
fied on the condition that the union’s par
ticipation in the cooperative was on a day- 
to-day basis. There were other rules, too. 
For one, the company was supposed to 
maintain neutrality to union organizing 
efforts.

Chevron workers at the Richmond re
finery also organized to strengthen the 
union there. Richmond went from 50 per
cent union to about 86 percent by the 
time of the Philadelphia campaign, and 
union strength is still climbing. In re
sponse, Richmond management had also 
come to a new “cooperative” relationship

with the OCAW.
Moffit’s “Fact Sheets” were faxed to El 

Segundo and Richmond, where union 
leaders confronted local management. 
They charged the company with violating 
the cooperative’s rules against organizing 
neutrality, and threatened to end the co
operatives. Moffit was forced to reverse 
himself and admit in a later “Fact Sheet” 
that Chevron and the OCAW had a very 
“cooperative” relationship at other units.

Town Hall Meetings
The in-plant committee organized us 

(Clyde, Rouelle, and myself) to make 
house calls on prospective union broth

ers and sisters. Teamed with local volun
teers, we visited workers and their fami
lies at their homes to talk about the union.

We spoke at “Town Hall” meetings of 
Chevron employees at a local hotel. We 
explained how the union functions, how 
the grievance procedure works, how we 
are treated by the company. We answered 
questions about safety, job security, and 
many other concerns.

We were able to answer the charge that 
union organizers are “outsiders.” Since 
the three of us all work for Chevron, and 
deal with the company every day, we 
could explain what a union means inside 
the gates.

I was repeatedly told by workers in 
Philadelphia that they were inspired by 
the video of El Segundo union members 
explaining what we accomplished. One

guy thought that maybe it was all a put- 
up until he met me and realized that peo
ple in California really did feel good about 
their union and that the bosses treated 
people with some dignity and respect.

Chevron challenges vote

O n Friday, September 18, 
Chevron notified OCAW Local 
8-234 by telephone that it was 

challenging the result of the election. 
They cited four violations to the voting 
process which were all but nonsense.

Local 8-234 leafletted the Philadelphia 
refinery within two hours of receiving the 
call. By Wednesday, the Philadelphia 
workers staged a plant gate demonstration 
of over 100 people.

The September 25 National Oil Bar
gaining Conference welcomed new par
ticipants from the Chevron Philadelphia 
group. All the delegates to the National 
Oil Bargaining Conference (over 250) 
signed a petition which called for backing 
up the new Philadelphia brothers and sis
ters “by any means necessary.” Interna
tional President Bob Wages notified 
Chevron that he was meeting at the con
ference with all of the leaders from 
Chevron units throughout the country 
and that if Chevron didn’t see the merit of 
cooperation at Philadelphia by Sunday 
night there would be no cooperation any
where.

Wages later reported at the conference 
that Chevron had notified him that the 
election challenge was being dropped. On 
October 2 Chevron formally notified em
ployees of the withdrawal.

In addition to everyone already men
tioned above, a good deal of credit be
longs to unpaid rank-and-file volunteers 
from the British Petroleum refinery at 
Marcus Hook and the Sun Oil refineries 
at Marcus Hook and at Philadelphia. We 
noticed that the participation of women 
was much greater than their proportion 
among the employees. Indeed, the over
whelming majority of the volunteers were 
women. ▼

Dave Campbell is a chief steward for the 
Oil, Chemical and Atomic Workers Inter
national Union Local 1-547 at Chevron’s El 
Segundo Refinery in southern California.

Kathleen O 'nan

Philadelphia Chevron organizing drive August and September 1992.
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Working people need international solidarity 
to protect our interests

U.S.-Canada-Mexico Free Trade 
Agreement: Really Free Trade?

T he North 
A m erican  
Free Trade 

Act (NAFTA) is un
doubtedly the most 
talked about politi
cal issue in the 
unions today. But 
unlike other questions being discussed, 
such as national healthcare, the 2000-page 
NAFTA document has generated a 
tremendous amount of controversy.

The biggest concern among militant 
unionists is that AFL-CIO opposition to 
NAFTA is a replay of the union Federa
tion’s racist “Buy American” campaign. 
This dead-end foreign-worker bashing 
claims to help save jobs but actually pre
vents the kind of international labor soli
darity so vitally necessary in a global econ
omy.

It is, in fact, precisely this fundamental 
issue which NAFTA raises. How do work
ers in every country mount an effective, 
united response against an international 
corporate strategy which increases divi
sive competition among the working class 
for a declining number of jobs?

But addressing this broader political 
question doesn’t make sense to most 
workers if we dodge the immediate issue 
of NAFTA, as some labor activists have.

NAFTA is not free trade
First, NAFTA must be considered as a 

piece of legislation and as such it utterly 
fails to represent the interests of workers 
anywhere. It has absolutely nothing to do 
with 19th century “Free Trade” where na
tional tariffs and import duties were abol
ished to allow for the most liberal ex
change of goods and services across 
borders.

On the contrary, NAFTA trade privi
leges only apply to the three signatories of 
the agreement — the U.S., Canada and 
Mexico. All other countries will continue 
to face stiff import taxes and quotas im
posed by these three nations.

“Free Trade” rhetoric notwithstanding, 
the U.S. and Canada unabashedly seek to 
establish favorable terms in the North 
American market to the disadvantage of 
all others. NAFTA policy is modeled on

By CARL FINAMORE

UAW members at Solidarity Day ’91.

the even more restrictive European capi
talist market which, for example, all but 
excludes the import of automobiles — 
that’s why Ford and General Motors have 
built factories in Europe.

Trade restrictions are even more strict 
in Japan where the government keeps out 
most agricultural products and guards 
against foreign competition and imports 
in other major industries such as semi
conductors.

Every major capitalist country is react
ing to the global economic slump by “pro
tecting” its own domestic market and by 
establishing beyond its own borders what 
can more properly be termed “Free Busi
ness Zones” or “Free Labor Zones”.

“Protectionism” is a tax on 
workers and consumers

Higher tariffs, import quotas and other 
“protectionist” measures are on the rise in 
the advanced capitalist countries while 
desperate debt-ridden underdeveloped na

tions are being forced 
by the International 
Monetary Fund (IMF) 
to open their borders 
even more to foreign 
capital seeking trading 
privileges and a low- 
wage work force.

This imbalanced equation between rich 
and poor nations gives a decided edge to 
the export-oriented advanced economies. 
When matched up with Mexico in a “Free 
Trade Zone,” U.S. and Canadian busi
nesses will hardly be threatened by the 
import of Mexican goods.

And since the U.S. already dominates 
the Mexican economy with exports reach
ing $40 billion this year, it’s clear that the 
real goal of U.S. and Canadian business is 
to tap into the “Free Labor” pool of Mex
ico’s depressed working class in order to 
obtain a world-trade advantage over Eu
ropean and Japanese competitors.

So NAFTA has nothing to do with 
“Free Trade” at all. Just the opposite, it is 
another regional component of global 
“ Protectionism. ”

In this situation, workers in the ad
vanced capitalist countries are not only 
subsidizing “their” capitalists by paying 
higher prices for domestic products which 
are “protected” from competition, they are 
also losing jobs which move to “Free 
Labor” zones. The AFL-CIO estimates 
over 350,000 manufacturing jobs will be 
lost in the next few years because of 
NAFTA.

For the capitalists, it is a win-win situa
tion.

But does the Mexican worker gain by 
having a job even if it is low-paying? This 
is a social and political question and can
not be answered correctly in simply eco
nomic terms.

Do we condone the actions of the em
ployers because at least they are provid
ing jobs to an oppressed sector of the 
work force? Absolutely not!

While one could say the establishment 
of “Free Trade” zones has led to jobs for 
millions of impoverished workers, it has 
also most emphatically increased their ex
ploitation.

Wages in Maquiladora plants which
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line the U.S.-Mexican border average 55 
cents an hour. But it’s not only slave 
wages which attract U.S. capital. Of over 
600 factories in Tijuana, only seven had 
their application approved by the Mexi
can environmental regulatory agency; 
their operation is not contingent on re
ceiving approval.

Environmentalists are among the loud
est opponents of NAFTA. And for good 
reason.

Nothing bars the three nations from 
weakening their safety and environmen
tal laws to lure capital. Scientists have al
ready discovered in Mexico that “75 per
cent of the [Maquiladora] sites were 
discharging toxic chemicals directly into 
public water ways.” [Boston-based Na
tional Toxic Campaign]

NAFTA is a trap for workers on both 
sides of the border. It is a formula to in
crease competition of workers for a de
clining number of jobs in a depressed 
world capitalist economy.

A working-class program must include 
proposals to expand economic growth. 
For example, Mexico’s enormous foreign 
debt payments to international banks con
sume almost all of its export earnings. 
This debt should be cancelled and used to 
develop the country’s infrastructure.

Solidarity not competition
U.S. and Canadian workers should co

operate and not compete with Mexican 
workers. If these impoverished workers 
can raise their standard of living it will be 
more difficult for employers to play the 
workers of different countries off against 
one another.

This problem was offset in this country 
several decades ago by negotiating master 
union contracts in several major U.S. in
dustries covering all the work places, big 
and small. Uniform labor conditions were 
established everywhere.

Unity was thereby forged throughout 
the work force, despite numerous regional 
and job differences and ethnic diversity 
among the workers. This broad negotiat
ing approach has to be extended interna
tionally to spread the gains of workers in 
the advanced capitalist countries to the 
struggling workers in the developing na
tions.

A fight to eliminate the blight of “Free

Labor” zones places U.S. workers in unity 
with other workers. Employers will be 
prevented from running away to cheap- 
labor areas because everyone will enjoy 
similar working conditions.

This will of course require a major turn 
around in labor’s current orientation. In 
the short term, if employers do succeed in 
closing plants and moving to low-wage 
havens, we must once again place the 
onus on the greedy capitalists and not on 
the exploited workers they hire in other 
countries.

We should urge that all displaced 
workers receive unemployment compen
sation at full union scale until placement 
in a comparable job. We should call for a 
reduction of the work week with no re
duction in weekly take home pay. Over 
one million unemployed could return to 
work for every one hour reduction in the

Parc 55 workers 
inspires others

By MARY DORAN

The workers at the Parc 55 Flotel in San 
Francisco finally won the right to union 
representation after a federal judge ruled 
against the hotel owners in September. 
Three years ago employees at Parc 55 
went to Hotel Employees and Restaurant 
Employees Local 2 wanting to join the 
union. Although U.S. law says that work
ers have the right to union representation 
the National Labor Relations Board 
(NLRB) gives bosses the right to make it 
as difficult as possible.

When the owners at Parc 55 heard talk 
of the union, they told one of their super
visors they were going to ignore the law 
and do every thing to keep the union out. 
And they tried. They spied on their em
ployees, followed them to union meet
ings, tried to bribe them, interrogated 
them in linen closets, threatened them 
with firings and shutting down the hotel.
A couple of employees were actually fired 
for union activity.

Despite the harassment and intimida-

work week.
But we can’t stop there.
An international Bill of Rights for work

ing people which demands decent wages 
and working conditions for all is needed. 
If we accept the perspective of a depressed 
economy for us while the employers enjoy 
super profits from “Free Labor” zones, we 
will be condemned to fighting each other 
over an ever declining number of jobs and 
benefits.

Defending our standard of living is a 
fight which can only be effectively fought 
in unity with workers everywhere. These 
are the stakes raised in the NAFTA de
bate. ▼

Carl Finamore is the Chair of the Shop 
Stewards Committee at International Asso
ciation of Machinists Local Lodge 1781 in 
Burlingame, Ca.

victory

tion, it took three years for the NLRB to 
rule that it was impossible to hold a fair 
election. A bargaining order to recognize 
the union was ordered.

But three years was not long enough to 
discourage these dedicated workers. 
Union activity is still going strong at Parc 
55, as they go into contract negotiations. 
Local 2 is still calling for a boycott on the 
hotel until a fair contract is negotiated.

Many workers, including non-union 
employees at other hotels and restaurants 
in San Francisco, have been inspired by 
the Parc 55 example.

The Parc 55 workers need active soli
darity. They aren’t getting the support 
they deserve from the government agency 
that is supposed to protect them from un
fair practices in the work place. We need 
to continue to support the employees at 
Parc 55 in their fight for better working 
conditions so they can continue their 
struggle to win a contract. ▼

Mary Doran is a member of the Teamster 
Union.
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Why we need 
a labor party
By SUZANNE FORSYTH

CC T”7 nough is enough. The bosses 
| “H have two parties. We should 
1 ^  have at least one. It is time 

for the labor movement in this country to 
organize its own independent party of 
working people.”

These are the words of Tony Mazzoc- 
chi, a former International Secretary-Trea
surer for the Oil, Chemical and Atomic 
Workers union (OCAW) and founder of 
Labor Party Advocates (LPA) an organi
zation whose purpose is to organize a 
labor party in the United States. Accord
ing to Mazzocchi, LPA will “agitate for a 
new economic, social and political agenda 
for working people. And it will serve as 
an organizing committee for a new Labor 
Party.”

Despite the millions of dollars con
tributed to union political action funds 
and hours of labor donated by union 
members to political campaigns, every day 
more working people are realizing they 
have no voice in society. In fact, the 
United States is the only industrialized 
country without a labor party to represent 
its workers, the people who make the 
country run. It is reflected at election time 
when only 35 percent of the people even 
bother to vote. And for how many of 
those who vote is it only a questions of 
which candidate is the “lesser of two 
evils.”

Impact of no political power
The results of this lack of political 

power are obvious: increasing unemploy
ment and a decline in the standard of liv
ing for those who are employed, home
lessness, lack of the most basic affordable 
healthcare, profits at the expense of the 
environment and workers’ health, laws 
which make it increasingly difficult for 
non-union workers to organize and union 
workers to maintain their hard-won ben
efits. The list goes on and on. Most any
one can tell you what’s wrong in this so
ciety. But the solutions offered by the

Democrats and Republicans always end 
up benefiting the rich at the expense of 
those who are suffering: wage conces
sions, contract take-aways, corporate tax 
breaks and decreasing vital social services.

LPA’s objective is to ensure that all 
working people — both Black and white, 
Asian and Latino, women and men — are 
equally represented in a viable organiza
tion based upon the strength and re
sources of the labor movement. Because 
for working people, collective action is the 
greatest weapon.

A labor party must be based upon the 
unions because they are the main organi
zations of the working class in this coun
try. They have the resources to organize 
and the tradition of challenging big busi
ness through the collective strength of 
workers. Both socialists and other pro
gressive-minded people aim to turn these 
organizations into thoroughly democratic 
and radical instruments for social change. 
The LPA’s efforts to promote the idea of 
independent working class politics 
through a labor party is part of the pro
cess of changing workers’ ideas and the 
unions themselves.

Now is time
Now is the time to build a labor party. 

LPA quotes a New York Times/CBS News 
Poll which reported that when asked if 
“the country needs a new political party 
to compete with the Democrat and Re
publican parties in offering the best can
didates for public office,” 58 percent said 
yes.

Recently, Carl Finamore, chair of the 
Shop Stewards Committee of 13,000- 
member International Association of Ma
chinists (1AM) Local Lodge 1781 in 
Burlingame, California, invited Tony Maz
zocchi to come to the San Francisco Bay 
Area and speak to IAM members and 
other unionists on the urgent need to 
build a labor party. Finamore is coordi
nating the Bay Area tour which is sched
uled for January 18 through 22,1993.

Rank and file meetings planned
Already, supporters of LPA have begun 

organizing meetings within their own 
unions. In addition to the IAM, these in
clude locals of the Oil, Chemical and 
Atomic Workers, American Federation of

Teachers, International Longshoremen’s 
and Warehousemen’s Union, and Service 
Employees International Union. Walter 
Johnson, Secretary-Treasurer of the San 
Francisco Labor Council, and Stan Smith, 
Secretary-Treasurer of the local Building 
Trades Council, are part of the effort to 
reach as many Bay Area working people 
as possible with the LPA message.

The Bay Area tour is part of a nation
wide membership drive which will lead to 
a founding convention. The June 1992 
LPA newsletter announced a goal of cre
ating recruitment committees of union ac
tivists in 100 cities to sign-up 1,000 mem
bers each. The idea is based on union 
organizing: to build support from the bot
tom up, among the rank-and-file of work
ing people, creating a real independent 
movement for a third political party based 
on the unions.

This focus is key to the tour organizers 
as well. A successful tour means meeting 
with as many rank-and-file union mem
bers as possible and building a real base 
of support for a labor party here in the Bay 
Area. We want to sign up members at 
every union meeting where Mazzocchi 
speaks. Where enough people join, re
cruitment committees can be set up 
within unions. The more people we can 
reach and sign up as LPA members, the 
greater the momentum that will be cre
ated to continue with other recruitment 
methods such as house meetings and fo
rums.

In addition to the meetings with union 
members, a city-wide public meeting with 
broad-based support by local unions is 
planned as well as interviews and cover
age by the local and labor press.

Anyone interested in arranging for a 
meeting with members of their union or 
getting involved with the LPA recruitment 
effort is encouraged to come. To join LPA 
or get more information, contact Carl Fi
namore at (415) 695-9921 or Carmen 
Martino, LPA National Organizer, P.O. 
Box 1510, Highland Park, NJ 08904. ▼

Suzanne Forsyth is a member of LPA and 
an Alternate National Executive Board 
member of the Coalition of Labor Union 
Women representing the Office and Profes
sional Employees International Union.
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SOCIALISM
and the Future

What are the prospects for socialism after the collapse of the self- 
styled socialist regimes in the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe? In 
the following article Ernest Mandel, an internationally known Marx
ist scholar and a member of the United Secretariat of the Fourth In
ternational, gives his answer.

This text is based on the speech Mandel delivered to the third meet
ing of the San Paulo Forum held in Managua, Nicaragua, July 16 to 
19, 1992. The Sao Paulo Forum is an annual meeting of left wing 
political parties and movements of Latin America and the Caribbean. 
The first meeting took place in Sao Paulo, Brazil, in July 1990 at the 
initiative of the Workers Party (PT) of Brazil, hence the name. Man- 
del’s speech is reprinted from the September 14, 1992, issue of In
ternational Viewpoint, a bi-weekly review of news and analysis 
published under the auspices of the United Secretariat of the Fourth 
International. See ad for International Viewpoint elsewhere in this 
issue.

By ERNEST MANDEL

Since the mid-1970s a deterioration of the balance of 
forces between the classes has taken place on a world
wide scale. The main reason has been the onset of a 

long-lasting depressive wave in the capitalist economy with a 
continuing increase in unemployment. In the imperialist coun
tries, unemployment has increased from 10 to 50 million peo
ple; in the Third World it has reached 500 million. In many of 
the latter countries this means that 50 percent or more of the 
population find themselves without work.

This massive rise in unemployment and in the fear of unem
ployment among those who have jobs, has weakened the working 
class and facilitated the world-wide capitalist offensive aimed at 
increasing the rate of profit through pushing down real wages, 
and cutting social and infrastructural costs. The neo-liberal and 
neo-conservative offensive is only the ideological expression of 
this social and economic offensive.

The large majority of the leaderships of the mass parties who 
claim to be socialist have capitulated before this capitalist offen
sive, and have accepted austerity policies; this has been seen in 
countries as diverse as France, Spain, the Netherlands, Sweden, 
Venezuela, and Peru. This has disoriented the working class and, 
during a whole period, has made it more difficult for the masses 
to undertake defensive struggles.

Crisis o f cred ib ility
This capitulation of the Social Democracy has 

been coupled with the ideological and political im
pact of the crisis of the systems in Eastern Europe, 
the ex-Soviet Union, the People’s Republic of China 
and in Indochina, which is fomenting a profound 
and near universal crisis of the credibility of social
ism.

In the eyes of the great majority of the popula
tion of the planet, the two principal historical experiences in con
structing a classless society, the Stalinist/post-Stalinist/Maoist and 
the Social Democratic, have failed.

Of course, the masses understand very well that this is the fail
ure of an overall radical social objective. But that does not imply 
a negative assessment of the important concrete changes in so
cial reality in favor of the exploited that have taken place. In this 
latter sense, the balance sheet of more than 150 years of the ac
tivity of the international workers’ movement and all its tenden
cies, remains positive.

But this is not the same as a belief by millions of workers that 
all immediate struggles will increasingly lead to the struggle for 
the overthrow of capitalism and the advent of a classless society 
without exploitation, oppression, injustice, or mass violence. In 
the absence of such a conviction, immediate struggles are frag
mented and discontinued, without overall political objectives.

The political initiative is in the hands of imperialism, the bour
geoisie and its agents. This is clear from what is happening in 
Eastern Europe where the fall of the bureaucratic dictatorships 
under the impact of broad mass struggles has led not to a politi
cal initiative in the direction of socialism but rather, towards the 
restoration of capitalism. The same thing is beginning to hap
pen in the ex-Soviet Union.

Stalinism and Marxism
The masses in Eastern Europe and the ex-Soviet Union, not to 

mention countries like Cambodia, identify the Stalinist and post- 
Stalinist dictatorship with Marxism and Socialism, and they re
flect all of these equally. Stalin murdered a million Communists 
and repressed millions of workers and peasants.

This was not the product of Marxism, socialism or of the rev
olution; it was the result of a bloody counter-revolution. But the 
fact that the masses still see these things differently is an objective 
fact that bears heavily on international political and social reali
ties.

This crisis of the credibility of socialism explains the principal 
contradiction of the world situation at a time when the masses 
are fighting in many countries, often on a larger scale than ever 
before.

On the one hand, imperialism and the international bour
geoisie are not capable of crushing the workers movement as they 
did in the 1930s and the beginning of the 1940s in the big cities

Continued on page 12
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of Europe, Japan, and in many other countries. But, on the other, 
the working masses are not yet prepared to fight for a global anti
capitalist solution. For this reason we are in a period of world
wide crisis and disorder in which neither one of the principal so
cial classes is capable of assuring its historical victory.

The principal task of socialists and communists is to try to re
store the credibility of socialism in the consciousness of millions 
of men and women. This will only be possible if our starting point 
is the immediate needs and concerns of these masses. Any alter
native model of political economy must include these proposals. 
Such proposals must give the most concrete and efficient aid to 
the masses to fight successfully for their needs.

Immediate objectives
We can formulate these in near biblical terms: eliminate 

hunger, clothe the naked, give a dignified life to everyone, save 
the lives of those who die for lack of proper medical attention, 
generalize free access to culture including 
the the elimination of illiteracy, universalize 
democratic freedoms, human rights, and 
eliminate repressive violence in all its forms.

None of this is dogmatic nor utopian. Al
though the masses are not ready to fight for 
the socialist revolution, they can wholly ac
cept these objectives if they are formulated 
in the most concrete way possible. They can 
unleash broader struggles in the most di
verse forms and combinations. For this we 
must try to be as concrete as possible in our 
propositions. What type of food production 
is possible? With what agrarian techniques?
In which places? Which materials can be 
produced? In which localities or nations on 
the largest international scale? And so on.

But when we examine the conditions 
needed to achieve these goals, we arrive at the conclusion that 
such a program implies a radical redistribution of existing re
sources and a radical change in the social forces that hold the de
cision making power over their use. We should be convinced 
that the masses who are struggling for these objectives will not 
abandon the struggle when reality demonstrates these implica
tions.

Herein lies one of the historical challenges facing the socialist 
movement: to be capable, without prior conditions, of leading 
the broadest mass struggles to achieve humanity’s most pressing 
current needs.

Is such an alternative model possible in today’s society without 
a short or medium term goal of taking or participating in con
crete power, in the short or medium term? I believe that this is 
the wrong way to put the question. It is clear that there is no way 
of avoiding the problem of political power. But the concrete form 
of the struggle for power and, above all, the concrete forms of 
state power, must not be decided beforehand. And above all, the

formulation of concrete objectives and concrete forms of struggle 
for definite needs must not be subordinate to objectives realiz
able on the political plane in the short term.

On the contrary, the objectives and forms of struggle must be 
determined without any political prejudices whatsoever. The for
mula must be that of the great tactician Napoleon Bonaparte 
which was repeated many times by Lenin: “on s’engage et puis on 
voit” (we join the battle and then we’ll see).

This is how the international workers’ movement in the pe
riod of its most impressive mass activity conducted its campaigns 
for two central objectives: the eight-hour working day and uni
versal suffrage.

The weight of imperialism
Cannot imperialism today or more accurately, imperialism al

lied with big capital, impede the realization of these same objec
tives in the countries of Latin America? Cannot imperialism block 

the influx of capital and the transference of 
technology even more than is already being 
done through the pressures of the International 
Monetary Fund [IMF] and World Bank?

Again, I believe that posing the question in 
these terms can lead us into a trap. The truth is 
that nobody can give an answer to this be
forehand. In the final analysis, all depends on 
the balance of forces. But these are not prede
termined and are constantly changing. Fur
thermore, the struggle for realizable, precise ob
jectives by mass action is precisely one way to 
change the balance of forces in favor of the 
workers and all the exploited and oppressed.

It must not be forgotten that imperialism is 
undergoing a profound crisis of leadership. 
While consolidating its military dominance, 
Yankee imperialism has lost its technological 

and financial dominance. It is no longer capable of imposing its 
will on its principal competitors: Japanese and German imperi
alism. Neither can it control the possible reactions of the masses 
in the United States nor on an international scale.

Under these conditions there are many possible forms for a 
successful struggle for the immediate cancellation of payments 
on the foreign debt. It is highly unlikely that the Latin American 
governments and those of the “Third World” will take any such 
step. But if a country like Brazil in the event of a PT [Workers 
Party] victory were to do so, we cannot beforehand predict the re
action of imperialism. They could impose an economic block
ade, but it is far more difficult to blockade Brazil, the most de
veloped country in Latin America, than smaller countries like 
Cuba, not to mention Nicaragua.

And Brazil has the capacity to respond with a political offen
sive, with a politico-economic Brest-Litovsk and to lead many 
countries and masses of all countries by saying: do you agree that 
our people are being punished for wanting to eliminate hunger,
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is to try to restore the 
credibility of socialism in 

the consciousness of 
millions of men and 

women. This will only be 
possible if our starting 
point is the immediate 
needs and concerns of 

these masses.
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sickness and violations of human rights? The answer of the work
ing masses of the world is not a foregone conclusion; it could be 
insufficient, it could be positive. But it is a great battle that could 
change the world political situation. It could allow a further 
change in the balance of forces; it could help restore faith in a 
better world.

These themes are the fundamental methodological approach 
of Karl Marx: the struggle for socialism is not the dogmatic and 
sectarian imposition of some pre-established objective on the real 
movement of the masses. It is only the conscious expression of 
this movement out of which the constituent elements of a new 
society can grow out of the seeds of the old.

Multinational companies
We can illustrate these themes in relation to the central prob

lems of today. Multinational companies exercise a greater and 
greater domination over ever larger sectors of the world market. 
They represent a qualitatively superior form 
of the international centralization of capital.
This leads to a greater internationalization of 
the class struggle.

Unfortunately, the international bour
geoisie is much more prepared and coherent 
in this sense than the working class. In a fun
damental sense there are only two possible an
swers for the working class to the actions of 
the multinational: either it retreats into 
protectionism and defense of so-called na
tional competitiveness, that is, class collabo
ration with the bosses and the government of 
each country, depending on the case, against 
“the Japanese,” “the Germans,” or “the Mexi
cans”; or solidarity with the workers of all 
countries and against all national and inter
national exploiters.

In the first case, an inevitable downward spiral of cuts in wages, 
social protection and labor conditions in all countries would 
occur, because the multinationals could always exploit a country 
with lower wages, transfer production there, or blackmail the 
workers’ movement into giving concessions beforehand.

In the second case, there is at least the possibility of a rising 
spiral that can steadily raise wages, increase social protection of 
the less developed countries and reduce differences in living stan
dards in a positive direction.

This second possible response is not at all opposed to eco
nomic development or the creation of jobs in the Third World. It 
implies rather, another mode of development which is not based 
on the exportation of low wages, but rather, on the growth of the 
national market and the satisfaction of the basic needs of the peo
ple.

The struggle for this internationalist response to the offensive 
of the multinational companies requires immediate common con
crete initiatives on the union level, especially between delegates;

and independent and militant rand-and-file initiatives in all the 
factories of the world that work for the same multinational or in 
the same industrial branch. This has already begun in a small but 
real way; the North American Free Trade Agreement, the attempt 
to transform Mexico into a vast Maquiladora [low-wage “free 
economic”] zone, opens the road to this response and can be ex
tended to all of Latin America in opposition to the so-called Ini
tiative for the Americas [advocated by imperialism].

New social movements
At the same time, the so-called new social movements merely 

reflect the anguish of large social layers abandoned by the dy
namics of late capitalism. This dynamic involves the danger that 
these layers will increasingly de-politicize and could constitute 
a social base for right-wing attacks, including neo-fascist ones, 
against democratic freedoms. Any policy of “social peace” or of 
pseudo-realistic consensus with the bourgeoisie produces the im

pression that there are basically no other po
litical options, and thus makes the danger 
worse. This is why it is vital for the workers’ 
movement to establish structural alliances 
with the “underclass,” the unorganized and 
help them organize, defend themselves and 
achieve dignity and hope.

In all of these instances, this must be done 
in a non-dogmatic way, free of the attitude 
that one possesses all of the truth—the defini
tive answer. The building of socialism is a 
huge laboratory of new experiences which are 
still undefined. We must learn from practice, 
especially from these same masses. For this 
reason, we must be open to dialogue and fra
ternal discussion with the entire left, with all 
firmly defending the principles of their cur
rent and organization.

In a larger sense, we must take into account the fact that the 
stakes in the world today are dramatic: it is literally a question 
of the physical survival of humanity. Hunger, epidemics, nuclear 
power, the deterioration of the natural environment; all of this 
is the fundamental reality of the new and old capitalist world dis
order.

In the Third World, 16 million children die of hunger or cur
able diseases a year. This is equivalent to 25 percent of the deaths 
the second World War including Hiroshima and Auschwitz. In 
other words, every four years, there is a world war against chil
dren. This is the reality of imperialism and capitalism today.

Inhuman reality; inhuman effects
This inhuman reality produces inhuman political and ideo

logical effects. In Northeast Brazil, the lack of vitamins in the diet 
of the poor has produced a new species of pygmies, of men and

Continued on page 14
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women who have undergone physical changes that make them 
30 centimeters smaller than other people in the same country. 
There are millions of these unfortunates, called by the ruling class 
and its agents “human rats,” with all the de-humanizing impli
cations of such terms, reminiscent of those developed by the 
Nazis.

With the gradual restoration of capitalism in Eastern Europe 
and the ex-Soviet Union, everything that is barbaric and socially 
retrograde is beginning to be reproduced. The privatization of 
the large enterprises could produce up to 35-40 million unem
ployed and a 40 percent fall in worker’s earnings.

Socialism can regain its credibility and validity if it is ready to 
totally identify with the struggle against these threats. This sup
poses three conditions:

• The first is that under no circumstances does it subordinate 
its support for the social struggles of the masses to any political 
project. We must be unconditionally on the side of the masses in 
all their struggles.

• The second is that we carry out propaganda and education 
amongst the masses for an overall socialist model that takes into 
account the experiences and new forms of consciousness of re
cent decades.

We must defend a model of socialism that will be totally 
emancipatory in all areas of life. This socialism must be self-man- 
aging, feminist, ecological, radical-pacifist, pluralistic; it must 
qualitatively extend democracy, and be internationalist and plu
ralist — including in terms of a multi-party system. But it is es
sential that it emancipate the direct producers, which is impos
sible without the progressive disappearance of the social division 
of labour between those who produce and those who adminis
ter.

Control by producers
The producers must hold the real decision-making power over 

what they produce and receive the best part of the social product. 
This power must be exercised in a completely democratic man
ner; that is, it must express the real aspirations of the masses.

This is impossible without party pluralism and the possibility of 
the masses to choose between various concrete variants of the 
central economic plan. It is also impossible without a radical re
duction in the daily and weekly work load.

More or less everyone agrees about the rising level of corrup
tion and criminalization in bourgeois society and the disappear
ing post-capitalist societies. It is utopian and unrealistic to hope 
for the moralization of civil society and of the state without a rad
ical reduction in the importance of money and market economies.

A coherent vision of socialism cannot be defended without sys
tematically opposing selfishness and the pursuit of individual 
gain in spite of their consequences for society as a whole. Prior
ity must be given to solidarity and cooperation. And this presup
poses precisely a decisive reduction in the importance of money 
in society.

• The third condition is the total renunciation on the part of 
socialists and communists of all substitutionalist, paternalist and 
top-down practices. We must reflect upon and transmit Karl 
Marx’s principal contribution to politics: the emancipation of the 
workers will be the work of the workers themselves. It cannot be 
done by states, governments, parties, supposedly infallible lead
ers or experts of any kind. All of these are useful, even indis
pensable for the struggle for emancipation. But they can only help 
the masses to free themselves; they cannot be a substitute for 
them. It is not only immoral, but impractical to try to secure the 
happiness of people against their own beliefs. This is one of the 
principal lessons that can be drawn from the collapse of the bu
reaucratic dictatorships in Eastern Europe and the USSR.

The practice of socialists and communists must be totally 
consistent with their principles. We must not justify any alien
ating or oppressive practices whatsoever. We must in practice, 
realize what Karl Marx called the categorical imperative: to strug
gle against all conditions in which human beings are alienated 
and humiliated. If our practice is consistent with this imperative, 
socialism will once again become a formidable political force that 
will be invincible. T
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As ex-Stalinists turn towards capitalism workers resist; 
international solidarity is urgently needed

Are the workers in the former 
Soviet Union and Eastern Europe 

becoming capitalists?

It’s not always 
easy to keep the 
events in the for
mer Soviet Union 
and the countries 
of Eastern Europe 
in perspective. In 
the newspapers 
and on radio and 
television in this 
country, we continually hear how these 
countries are embracing capitalism. The 
October 1 New York Times proclaims on 
its front page, “Russians to Share State’s 
Wealth In Start of a Shift to Capitalism,” 
and goes on to comment on the voucher 
system by which the Russian government 
hopes to transfer 5,000 to 7,000 factories 
from state ownership into joint-stock 
companies.

The British magazine, Economist of 
September 19, contains a half-page ad in 
its ‘Executive Focus’ section advertising 
for a Polish-speaking financial controller, 
touting an “exceptional opportunity... to 
play a key role in building a substantial 
group of companies in Poland. Significant 
earnings and promotion prospects.” The 
company says it is “committed to acquir
ing a portfolio of Polish investments” and 
boasts that it is “already active in Poland 
and poised for substantial growth.”

On television and radio we see and hear 
interviews with budding entrepreneurs, 
all of whom have big plans and most of 
whom speak English. Since the Russian 
republic alone has over 125 million peo
ple in it, most of whom probably don’t 
speak English, this might lead you to be
lieve that the hard-working news gather
ers for the capitalist media aren’t explor
ing all their potential sources.

What is really happening?
What is actually going on here? Are all 

the inhabitants of the former Soviet Union 
and Eastern Europe now going to become 
capitalists? Having lived in wealthy capi
talist countries all my life, I know that 
even here most of the people I meet aren’t 
capitalists, but are workers trying, with 
increasing difficulty, to make a living. So 
how can these countries that are much 
poorer than the United States transform

By ALEX CHIS

their population into capitalists? The an
swer of course is that they can’t. The vast 
majority of the population will continue 
to be workers, trying to make a living in 
increasingly uncertain economic condi
tions.

The Russian voucher system is a case 
in point. Everyone is supposed to get a 
voucher worth 10,000 rubles, which 
sounds like something until you realize 
that’s about forty dollars, which isn’t re
ally very much even when you realize 
that’s two months pay for the average 
worker in Russia! In contrast, the salary 
offered from the British company for the 
Polish-speaking controller referred to 
above is about $72,000 per year, plus 
benefits and options. That one-year salary 
is equal to 30 years salary for 10 people in 
Russia.

So obviously the people of Russia aren’t 
going to become capitalists. They need far 
more than the measly 10,000 rubles just 
to get them back to the position they were 
in last year as poor workers, and they 
know it. The New York Times thinks the 
biggest problem facing the privatization 
project in Russia “is public ignorance,” 
and they quote a poll in which “38 per
cent of the respondents said they thought 
the voucher program was ‘just a show
piece, and as such will not change any
thing.’” With some people trading their 
vouchers for a bag of sugar, and others 
pointing out that they can’t find any non
bankrupt enterprises to invest their 
vouchers in, privatization has a hard row 
to hoe ahead of it, and the New York Times 
shouldn’t be too quick to call others igno
rant.

What will introducing 
capitalism mean?

But the pro-capitalist governments now

in place in these 
countries will keep 
on trying plan after 
plan. Vladimir 
Pozner, the Russian 
media personality 
who has a show 
with Phil Donahue, 
proposed in a talk 
heard on National 

Public Radio in late September that the 
major capitalist countries loan Russia 
large sums of money and put it under 
control of the International Monetary 
Fund (IMF). Everyone knows the IMF’s 
major purpose is to see that countries pay 
their debts to the bankers no matter what 
hardship that causes the people. They 
have already managed to force countries 
in Latin America and throughout the third 
world to adopt “plans” that have reduced 
their population’s living standards to 
World War II levels.

The common thing all these plans for 
privatization contain is the idea that the 
working class of these countries will have 
to pay for the countries to become capi
talist, and also pay for the previous mis
management of their economies by the 
bureaucrats. Already the childcare and 
healthcare systems are breaking down be
cause they don’t pay their way and there
fore don’t help the move to capitalism. 
Obviously someone earning $20 a month 
can’t afford to pay for health care, so the 
budding capitalists look on that as a bur
den, just like the capitalists in the United 
States look on healthcare not as a right but 
as something only those with enough 
money deserve. With price controls lifted 
on basic foods, inflation is rising. So life 
for the average worker is harder and 
harder.

The only sensible answer is that these 
countries not become capitalist. After all 
the biggest burden on all these countries 
was the Stalinist bureaucracy, which 
usurped all political control and enforced 
an undemocratic regime, leaving workers 
no control over their lives or their coun
try. The bureaucrats mismanaged the 
economy and paid for a swollen bureau-

Continued on page 20
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By LEE ARTZ

I n South Africa, the past has prepared 
the revolutions of today. That past is 
a 300-year history of colonialism. It’s 

also the history of social power. The ques
tion of power remains central to the com
ing revolution in South Africa.

Rise of apartheid
By the late 19th century, Dutch and 

British setders controlled mining and agri
culture through a system of forced, mi
gratory labor. Later, the Native Lands Acts 
of 1913 and 1923 prohibited Africans 
from owning land outside “native” re
serves. Then, as Africans were physically 
pushed off their lands and industry grew 
following WWII, the white alliance of 
“gold and maize” extended the system of 
coerced migrant labor throughout society.

Legalized as “apartheid” following the 
National Party electoral victory in 1948, 
a broad system of segregation in educa
tion, housing and employment denied 
Africans land, property and political rights 
while ensuring inferior education, sub
standard living conditions and a job 
“color bar.” Consequently, South African 
industry grew rapidly through the re-in- 
vestment of the massive wealth produced 
by forced labor. Given its small domestic 
market, South Africa soon became an ex
porter of goods and capital to Namibia, 
Lesotho, Malawi, Mozambique and other 
regional countries.

But things would not continue to go 
well for the white capitalist class. Indus
try needed an army of labor: semi-skilled, 
accessible and stable. The subsequent 
rapid growth of the Black working class 
dramatically changed the relationship of 
social forces. The African masses became 
proletarianized and urbanized, their so
cial position changed and their economic 
and political power increased. Militant ac
tions against apartheid were in the offing. 
In other words, the pre-requisites for so
cial revolution were met by the late 1960s.

Class character of state
Of course, when considering the com

ing revolution, this capsule history leaves 
a number of important questions unan
swered. What precisely is the class char
acter of the current South African state?

W hat exactly is the class 
composition of the popula
tion? What is the level of 
class consciousness and po
litical organization? What 
about the organized leader
ship of the working class?

Political tasks of the day 
depend in large part on our 
understanding of the cur
rent situation. Hard, empiri
cal answers are necessary 
before appeals to Trotsky’s 
and other’s theories of revo
lution are made.

From afar. South Africa 
appears to be a hybrid, sub
imperialist power with a 
now indigenous colonial capitalist ruling 
class. The colonial rulers are white capi
talists. The colonized are Black Africans. 
Having converted pre-capitalist 
economies into domestic capitalist pro
duction and market relations, the capital
ist class now exploits raw materials for 
production and export through the labor 
of a largely Black working class. Institu
tions of apartheid have helped South 
African capital appropriate labor and 
wealth, but apartheid is not necessarily 
the only form by which capital might rule.

Beyond recognizing the central conflict 
between white apartheid rulers and op
pressed Black African masses, a thorough 
understanding of the class composition is 
necessary for determining the revolution
ary tasks of the day.

At least since the early 1970s, the Black 
population has been overwhelmingly pro
letarian and primarily urban. Agriculture 
in South Africa is almost exclusively cap
italist — food is produced by farmwork
ers, not sharecroppers or peasants. Few 
African peasants live outside the home
lands; relatively small-scale farming is 
done in the homelands. The population 
of Ciskei (an “independent homeland” 
created by the South African govern
ment), for instance, is less than 4 percent 
peasant.

Worker-peasant alliance?
Significantly, social struggles and po

litical demands have reflected the changed

Q UESTIO NS
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South Africa
The following article on South Africa 

raises some important questions 
regarding strategy. These issues are being 

discussed and debated by revolutionary 
forces in South Africa. But they are of 
relevance to democratic and socialist 

activists around the world.

social composition of South African soci
ety. Campaigns for human rights, social 
services, political freedoms and economic 
issues have predominated since the 1960s. 
While demands for land have been raised 
periodically, and appear in the Freedom 
Charter, the transformed social structure 
would indicate that “land to the peasants” 
does not reflect objective conditions.

Has the difference in degree become a 
difference in kind? Is a worker-peasant al
liance possible, let alone necessary for the 
South African revolution? In that regard, 
land reform follows the needs of the rural 
working class and the interests of society 
as a whole. “Land to the peasants” in 1992 
would require re-creating a peasantry out 
of the working class. Is that necessary, de
sirable, possible? This is not a moral 
question: What are the political goals in
volved?

Obviously, other questions of alliances 
are important. While Black workers do 
not directly compete with whites for jobs 
due to the job reserve laws, there are di
visions between white workers and the 
capitalist class over wages, working con
ditions and social benefits. To what extent 
can or do demands of Black workers 
speak to the interests of white workers? 
We should not assume that white work
ers will be supporters of the coming revo- 
lution —without considerable propa
ganda effort by the revolutionary forces. 
Is the alliance of Black and white workers 
necessary for overthrow of apartheid? For
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Trade unions are leading the fight to end 
apartheid. Congress of South African Trade 
Unions called a National general strike and 
stayerway in November 1991 in protest of the 
government's unilateral decision to imple
ment value added tax.

the socialist revolution?

Impact of international politics
Other domestic, regional and interna

tional relations of force must also be con
sidered when discussing the tasks and 
prospects of the anti-apartheid struggle. 
What is the current and developing rela
tionship of forces between other class sec
tors, the urban masses and various na
tional groups like the Zulu? What about 
the economic power and political influ
ence of Black, Indian and Colored mer
chants, traders, managers and government 
agents? What are their social, political, 
familial and ethnic ties with the rest of so
ciety?

In the fight for liberation and national 
independence from the white “colonial” 
power, the African masses will need to 
construct a unified “nation” out of dozens 
of national identities. Politically and phys
ically the “colonial” power must be over
thrown and democratic rights extended 
to the entire population — African, In
dian, Colored and white.

The call for a “non-racial” South Africa 
speaks to these dual tasks. Nonetheless, 
“Black majority rule” may still find a place 
in the rhetoric of the revolutionary forces.

It seems largely a tactical question related 
to the concrete situation — especially 
considering the move by Colored and In
dian radicals to call themselves Black.

Political Leadership

F inally, for revolutionists, the cen
tral concern must be the political 
leadership of the class and its al

lies. We know of the large membership 
and militant actions by trade union feder
ations like COSATU (Congress of South 
African Trade Unions). We know of the 
extended history of mass struggle and op
position to apartheid by the ANC (African 
National Congress).

The Freedom Charter codifies the ob
jective tasks of a democratic society, pro
viding a transitional program for social 
revolution — to the extent that it is car
ried out through the independent politi
cal mobilization of the Black working 
class and its allies. Thus, the membership 
composition, leadership, program and 
practices of the ANC will affect coming 
events. Is the ANC more than a revolu
tionary-democratic organization with a 
centrist leadership and working class 
base? If not, is the ANC an “adequate in
strument” for leading the revolution?

The political goals of the coming revo
lution are the abolition of apartheid, full 
democratic rights and national indepen
dence. How can these goals be realized? 
What are the immediate tasks of the revo
lution? The next decisive stage must be 
and will be the convening of some form 
of constituent assembly. What activities 
and actions will secure such a political 
formation?

Does the ANC not call for elections on 
its own because of the current relation
ships of force? What is it doing to alter 
those relationships? Negotiations can be 
a brilliant tactical maneuver if the time is 
also used to confuse and confound the 
enemy and mobilize, train and arm de
fense forces for the revolution. It is also a 
time to recruit allies and forge broader 
united fronts. The ANC needs the alliance 
with other anti-apartheid forces like the 
PAC, AZAPO, the churches, ethnic and 
regional leaders, white workers, as well as 
sectors of the middle class.

The coming revolution in South Africa 
is in part a colonial liberation struggle, but 
it is not a revolution to root out the last 
vestiges of feudalism. South African capi
talism has already completed that process, 
albeit in a racially-designed manner. 
Given the character of the state and the 
society, the “democratic” revolution will 
be led by the working class — in its ma
jority Black. I suggest that if and when a 
party of the Black working class enters a 
new government, the democratic revolu
tion opens the socialist revolution, as im
mediate tasks of the day are implemented: 
jobs, housing, food, political freedoms 
and social reforms.

More questions than answers
Obviously this short treatise raises 

more questions than answers. Further 
discussion is needed — not because we 
will determine the outcome in South 
Africa, but because we need to understand 
how a revolutionary situation unfolds and 
how a leadership could and should re
spond to events and propel the movement 
forward. Our collective task is to study, 
investigate, analyze and discuss. And of 
course to continue to organize solidarity.

We need more information. 1 was in
vited to teach some communication 
classes for the South African socialist 
group, WOSA (Workers Organization for 
Socialist Action). I hope to go to South 
Africa next summer as part of a Loyola 
University research project. If the pro
posal is funded, it affords us an opportu
nity for first-hand discussions with the 
ANC, WOSA, trade unionists and others 
in South Africa.

In the meantime, we all should follow 
the events and study the lessons of past 
revolutions — including those that failed. 
Collectively we will learn. Our positions 
will become clearer, stronger, more valid 
and more persuasive. ▼

Lee Artz is a longtime supporter of the 
freedom struggle in South Africa. He is cur
rently a Professor of Communications at 
Loyola University in Chicago and a mem
ber of Activists for Independent 
Socialist Politics.
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African American 
Day Parade 
in Harlem, 

September 1992.

Lessons from Malcolm X
Independent Black 
Political Action 
in the 1990s
By MALIK MIAH

We won’t organize any Black man to be a Democrat or a Repub
lican because both of them have sold us out. Both of them have sold us 
out; both parties have sold us out. Both parties are racist....

M alcolm X spoke these words to the founding meeting 
of the Organization of Afro-American Unity (OAAU) 
in June 1964. The OAAU was formed by Malcolm to 

be the political action organizer of the Black community to fight 
for full equality. After his assassination in February 1965, how
ever, the OAAU never got off the ground.

Yet its program for independent Black self-organization and 
political action remains relevant for the 1990s. While Black Amer
icans have legal equality on paper, every economic and social 
statistic (income levels, health care, education, etc.) paints a pic
ture of second-class status. The current world recession — a de
pression for a majority of Blacks — has exacerbated an already 
bleak situation.

Blacks need an independent political party to fight racism and 
to achieve full equality. The question is: can the major capitalist 
parties be reformed to represent our interests or must we join 
with labor and others to build a new party independent of the 
powers that be?

What course should Blacks follow in the 1990s?
It would be a mistake to apply 1960s analysis to the 1990s. 

There have been many important changes since then, most im
portantly the end of laws supporting legal segregation. These are 
significant changes that make it easier for the Black community 
to forge alliances with others and thus it is in a stronger position 
to fight for full political and economic equality. The potential for

Black and white unity in action is at its greatest point since 
the end of slavery in the mid 1800s. A majority of whites 
are opposed to racist laws. This was not true before the rise 
of the civil rights movement.

Under the free enterprise system, however, inequality is 
a given. The employers seek to rule working people by di
viding us in as many ways as they can. For example, they 
use ethnic and sexual divisions. The fight of working peo
ple is to improve our situation against the wealthy owners 
of business until we are strong enough politically to estab
lish our own government controlled by workers and the 
oppressed.

For Blacks to win full equality will require a revolution 
against the capitalist system. The road to that revolution, 
however, will be travelled by fighting to win reforms such 
as affirmative action, the right to vote, and full political rep
resentation. We fight for reforms not as an end but as a step 
toward winning complete control of the government and 
society.

Where are we at today in this battle? Much further than 
we were in 1964. That’s why it is false to simply look at av
erage statistics — negative or positive ones. While the num
ber of Black poor is similar to the 1960s, there have been 
some major social-economic changes in the United States 
that have led to a bigger division within the Black commu
nity between the haves and the have-nots.

At the same time a new Black middle class based outside the 
urban areas exists that identifies less and less with the unem
ployed and underemployed workers in the largest Black com
munities. This Black middle class includes the mayors of major 
cities, police chiefs, school administrators, accountants at big 
firms, many other professionals. Life has significantly improved 
for this layer since the 1960s. While still suffering from doses of 
racism, this social layer in the main can “live” with it. The ma
jority of working Blacks, however, can’t.

What hasn’t changed since 1964 is the truth about the two 
party system. There may be more Blacks in both parties — the 
head of the national Democratic Party is Black — but the objec
tives of the two major parties remain the same: protect the big 
business interests of the rich against the welfare of workers, farm
ers and oppressed minorities particularly Black Americans. Both 
Clinton and Bush, for example, appeal to the backward fears of 
whites, not the interests of Blacks to win elections.

The issue today is not whether the Democratic and Republi
can parties will select Blacks to lead the armed forces, join the 
U.S. Supreme Court, become mayors of cities. They have and will 
expand Black faces in high places. The question is: will these 
“gains” benefit the lives of most Blacks? After 30 years we have a 
clear answer: so far they haven’t.

The Democratic (or Republican, for that matter) Party can’t be 
reformed to make it a Black or labor or pro-women’s rights party. 
It can become less racist in the sense that it doesn’t promote racist 
candidates of David Duke’s ilk. But it must continue to defend a 
system based on oppression and exploitation — that is, keeping 
racial inequality alive and well — to be an effective party for the 
capitalist class.
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We need fundamental reforms. But they won’t come by 
strengthening the two-party system. Nor will they occur by back
ing “independent” big business candidates like Ross Perot who 
still refers to Blacks as “you.”

Return to ABCs of effective political action
We need to return to the ABCs of politics as outlined by Mal

colm X—begin now to organize and build a new party and edu
cate on why it is an urgent task for political activists, socialists 
and progressive-minded people to form such a party today. We 
must build protests and demonstrations to win reforms.

We must do what Blacks and their supporters did in the civil 
rights movement of the 1950s. The movement leaders didn’t 
focus on electing “good” Democrats or Republicans, but de
manded that Black civil rights be guaranteed. This meant break
ing immoral laws across the country. The new civil rights laws 
only came after the rulers saw that this independent political ac
tion was getting too massive to ignore. Mass action — not elec
toral politics — brought change.

Fundamental change will only come through education, orga
nization and mass political action. Our true representatives will 
be the leaders of these fights. Some will eventually get elected to 
office as independents or members of a Black or labor party 
formed in battle. But they will not win reforms for us as politi
cians. Our own independent organization will be decisive to bring 
radical change.

Not surprisingly because of the lack of real electoral choice 
more and more Blacks are not participating in the presidential 
elections. It is not disinterest. It is frustration. They want a choice. 
They want to vote for something that they agree with, not a
lesser-evil.

Lessons of LA Rebellion
Others are taking more drastic action. The Los Angeles rebel

lion during the spring is the best example of how outrage over 
lack of jobs, racism, and a future with few prospects for a better 
life can ignite mass protest.

There are many lessons we can draw from the LA uprising. It 
was against the racist nature of a typical American police force 
that could brutally beat up a Black motorist, Rodney King, and 
claim the victim was the criminal. That anti-cop sentiment runs 
deep among many Blacks, Latinos and poor whites. The protests 
were multiethnic, reflecting deep class-based anger at cops.

The racist justice system was exposed widely because of the 
King verdict. This also led to multiracial condemnation. The jury 
could only see a Black thug and law-abiding cops doing their job. 
The complicity between cop justice and court injustice was 
brought home to millions.

Yet one of the more fundamental lessons of the rebellion con
cerns the change brought in U.S. society since the end of Jim 
Crow segregation and the rise of the new Black middle class. The 
rebellion exposed the role of Black politicians who showed their 
true colors as administrators of capitalist justice against the Black 
community. While sensitive to the actions of racist cops (the 
Black mayor of New York City David Dinkins faced a racist cop 
protest against his administration in September), they neverthe

less carried out their function with flying colors. Tom Bradley, 
the 20-year Black mayor of LA, quickly focused his fire after the 
rebellion began on the street violence of Black gangs — the Crips 
and the Bloods — and not the injustice of the cops.

Mayor Bradley and the other Black politicians were exposed 
as part of the problem to young Blacks, Latinos, Asians and 
whites. The Black middle class, who are the main social base of 
the leading Black politicians and benefit the most economically 
from the victory of the civil rights movement, were outraged by 
the racism of the cops and courts. But like their white middle 
class counterparts, they generally blamed the Black victims for 
“burning their own areas” and attacking others.

The LA rebellion was a rebellion precisely because it wasn’t 
just poor Blacks and Latinos rioting randomly, but many whites 
and middle class Blacks joining in to express their conscious re
jection of the status quo.

Leadership role of Black gangs
The politicization of the gangs was and is one of the most im

portant results of the rebellion. Mike Davis, an LA author, made 
this observation in an article he wrote for the The Nation maga
zine. “When the arrest records of this latest uprising [the last one 
occurred in Watts in 1965 and involved thousands of working 
class adults and their teenage children — MM] are finally ana
lyzed,” Davis wrote in the June 1 issue, “they will probably also 
vindicate the judgement of many residents that all segments of 
Black youth, gang and non-gang, ‘buppie’ as well as underclass, 
took part in the disorder.”

“Yet if the riot had a broad social base,” Davis continued, “it 
was the participation of the gangs —  or, rather their coopera
tion — that gave it constant momentum and direction...The ec
umenical movement of the Crips and Bloods is their worst imag
ining: gang violence no longer random but politicized into a Black 
intifada..’’

While the gang leaders have no clear political program to fight 
racism, they do recognize that the current leaders of the Black 
community are not helping to solve the economic and social cri
sis in their communities. They identify with the most militant 
pronunciations against the system and status quo. This strikes 
fear into the Black and white politicians of the ruling parties and 
government. They know that anger is very deep among Black and 
Latino youth.

Malcolm X is very relevant
Malcolm X’s speeches and analysis become very relevant in 

this context of potential social explosion and rebellion. The Black 
Democratic and Republican Party politicians don’t speak the lan
guage of the poor. Malcolm X still does.

Malcolm was assassinated 27 years ago but his ideas are alive 
and well. Malcolm X said Blacks must organize ourselves first 
to fight inequality. We must recognize that the source of this in
humane system is called capitalism. We must recognize that the 
two major parties are run for the rich and not for Blacks even if 
they let a few Blacks be their spokespeople. It is not the individ-

Continued on page 22
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US.-Soviet Workers 
Information Committee

The U.S.-Soviet Workers Information 
Committee put out its first Bulletin in 
April 1992. Their statement of purpose 
says, “The democratic openings in the 
former Soviet Union allow the workers 
and pro-socialist movements and ac
tivists for the first time since the 1920s 
to establish direct links, exchange in
formation and support one another in 
a spirit of true internationalism...” and 
they see among their tasks “soliciting 
and translating materials from the

workers’, pro-socialist and national 
movements, circulating them and seek
ing to have them published...” and “or
ganizing visits and speaking engage
ments... [and] timely campaigns to focus 
on specific issues...”

This is an extremely important ini
tiative and we encourage all our read
ers to support this work. You can en
dorse, volunteer to help, and make 
contributions ($25 allows you to re
ceive six issues of both the KAS-KOR 
Information Digest and the USSW1C Bul
letin) to: USSWIC, P.O. Box 1890, New 
York, NY 10009 Phone: 718-636-5446

Ex-Soviet Union
continued from page 15

cracy that dissipated the wealth the work
ing class created. That bureaucracy was 
what had to be overthrown and crushed, 
so that the workers themselves could 
democratically run the country. The rev
olutions that took place in these countries 
overthrowing the hated ruling Stalinist 
bureaucracies were a necessary first step 
to enable them to organize a real socialist 
society.

However during those struggles, the 
working class didn’t develop its own in
dependent voice. The speed of the victo
ries, due to the widely recognized com
plete corruption of the regimes, didn’t 
allow time for that process to develop. So 
what you have now is many of these same 
bureaucrats in new governments saying 
that capitalism is the only way to go, since 
they put the economy in such bad shape 
with their bureaucratically driven com
mand economy.

The working class needs 
another answer

T his solution too is to be paid for 
on the backs of the workers. Even 
though it’s not working and is 

causing tremendous hardship, the gov
ernments in these countries are going to 
continue trying to privatize the economy 
no matter what until someone stops them. 
The working class needs another answer, 
that the bureaucrats should go and the 
budding capitalists should go and the 
workers should run the country them
selves. A return to the policies begun by 
the Bolsheviks after the working class 
took power in 1917 under democratic 
soviets is what is needed. The workers

Crossroads
A magazine of contemporary 

political analysis and left dialogue

$4 per issue 
$24 per year

RO. Box 2809 
Oakland, CA 94609

and peasants ruled the Soviet Union until 
1924 when the Stalin-led bureaucracy 
seized political power from the working 
class.

What are the prospects of rebuilding a 
revolutionary leadership of the working 
class? This answer is coming forth in only 
a small voice now, but it’s appearing. The 
job of socialists is to publicize this answer 
and help those coming to this conclusion.

It’s essential to listen for the actual 
voices of the workers in these countries. 
They are after all the vast majority and 
whatever plans are made will directly af
fect and depend on them. It is not strange 
that the capitalist press doesn’t publicize 
these voices, they don’t publicize the 
struggles of the working class in this 
country either. But that doesn’t mean that 
these voices don’t exist here or that they 
don’t exist in the former Soviet Union and 
Eastern Europe.

It’s also not strange that it has taken a 
little time for these voices to come out. 
One thing that the bureaucrats learned 
from the Russian revolution was that 
workers and cities and intellectuals to
gether are an explosive combination. So 
major industrial plants were located out
side major cities, and communication be
tween these new industrial cities was 
made difficult. They existed in many ways 
like separate company towns, except they 
were gigantic enterprises. In the last cou
ple of years we have for the first time com
munication between the workers of these 
cities and the major political centers. 
There are now links even being forged be
tween countries on a limited basis.

Revolutionary-minded workers and 
others are putting out papers and con
tacting workers and youth in their coun
tries and the imperialist countries in the 
West. A committee has been formed in 
the United States to publicize Soviet work
ers’ struggles, the U.S.-Soviet Workers In
formation Committee (USSWIC) [see box 
for details]. One of the main sources of 
news is the KAS-KOR (Confederation of 
Anarcho-Syndicalist-Correspondence, an 
information agency) which started pub
lishing a monthly information news digest 
in English in January 1992. In Poland, 
revolutionary socialists put out Dalej!, a 
newspaper which started in April 1991. A 
Russian edition of Inprecor, Inter-Vzglyad, 
which contains the ideas of revolutionary 
Marxism, started in the summer of 1991. 
And many more initiatives are beginning 
every day.

To really know what is going on in 
Eastern Europe and the former Soviet 
Union, workers have to know where to 
look for information and whose informa
tion to trust. The people that lie about 
strikes in the United States are not the 
people you can rely on for information 
about the Soviet Union. The fact that so 
many papers publicizing workers’ strug
gles have started just since 1991 is an im
portant indication of what is really going 
on, and a cause for optimism.

Capitalism is far from conquering the 
Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. We 
need to learn about and support the strug
gles of the working classes of those coun
tries. Their struggle is ours and together 
we can construct a socialist world. T
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Committees of Correspondence
Regrouping the Socialist Movement
By BARRY SHEPPARD

I n the aftermath of the failed coup at
tempt in the Soviet Union last year, 
Stalinism has disintegrated as a force 

in the world socialist movement.
This is not to say that the bureaucracy 

in the states that formerly made up the 
USSR has ceased to exist. But this bureau
cracy no longer makes any pretensions to 
socialism. It has become the driving force 
within these countries, along with the 
nascent bourgeois layers the bureaucracy 
itself fostered, toward capitalist restora
tion.

No other similar formation on a world 
scale, whether from China, Vietnam or 
North Korea, has stepped forward to at
tempt to take the place of the former So
viet bureaucracy, to try to become a force 
comparable to what Moscow used to be 
in the world socialist movement.

This has caused a crisis within most of 
the world’s Communist Parties which 
used to look to the Kremlin. In this coun
try, this crisis led to a major split in the 
Communist Party, USA.

One wing, which keeps the old name, 
is attempting to continue in the old way 
with Stalinist ideas. It is led by Gus Hall.

The other wing has openly repudiated 
Stalinism and its anti-democratic practices 
and launched an important initiative that 
challenges all who seek to rebuild a 
revolutionary socialist party in the United 
States.

Earlier this year, the anti-Hall wing 
launched a new organization, the Com
mittees of Correspondence (CoC), named 
after the revolutionary network that 
helped prepare the first American revolu
tion. At the end of July, the CoCs orga
nized a conference on the theme of the 
fight for democracy and socialism in the 
United States, to which all currents on the 
left were invited.

The conference was a success, drawing 
some 1,400 people. The discussions were 
completely open and comradely — sec
tarian closed-mindedness was expressed 
not from the former CPers, but from some 
of the various self-proclaimed “Trotsky

ist” groups. These groups were all toler
ated, however, and were able to make 
their points, as was everyone else. About 
400 people joined the CoC at the confer
ence, many from the San Francisco Bay 
area where it was held.

The conference projected an 18-month 
discussion period, leading up to a con
vention or conference to found a new or
ganization. All on the left are invited to 
join the CoC and participate in this dis
cussion. This is a great opportunity for 
the kind of discussion within the left that 
the rise of Stalinism precluded for 
decades. Through it we can hope to over
come divisions from the past and think 
through what should be done next.

Two key questions that will be dis
cussed are what Stalinism actually was 
and the need for independent working- 
class political action. Obviously, the 
whole problem of what went wrong in the 
Soviet Union is one that must be grappled 
with. A contribution to this discussion

continued on page 22

Stop the U.S. 
Blockade of Cuba!
By MO HARRY

O n September 28, around 100 
people showed up at the 
Bush/Quayle campaign office in 

San Francisco to protest the Torricelle Bill 
that was just passed by Congress. This 
bill, called the “Cuban Democracy Act” 
by President Bush, represents an intensi
fied attack against the sovereignty and 
well-being of Cuba by blockading the is
land from doing trade with any country 
in the world. This bill has been passed 
regardless of the fact that it goes against 
international law and is a declaration of 
war against Cuba.

Already, the U.S. has continually ha
rassed the Cuban people (since the revo
lution that kicked capitalism off their is
land some 30 years ago) through 
economic sanctions. Radio Marti, and

C.I.A. - sponsored crop-burning and food 
poisoning. An outright military attack by 
the U.S. has been avoided due to Cuba’s 
long-term partnership with the Soviet 
Union. Since the breakup of the Soviet 
Union most support of and trade with 
Cuba has been discontinued and the 
small country is struggling to survive.

Nonetheless, no one in Cuba is with
out food, shelter, or medical care though 
their resources are minute compared to 
those of a country like the U.S. where 
poverty and homelessness are rampant. 
Havana’s infant mortality rate is only half 
that of Washington D.C!

After a picket at the Bush/Quayle of
fice, the group marched to the Clin- 
ton/Gore campaign office nearby, because 
Clinton issued a statement urging 
Congress to pass this anti-Cuban Torri
celle Bill.

Though Cuba, like any country, can 
and should be questioned for some of its 
policies, it cannot exist as a perfect state 
(particularly considering its size) while 
surrounded and harassed by the capitalist 
powers of the world. Cuba is far more re
sponsive to the needs of its people than 
any capitalist state. Cuba’s government 
has created much more for its population 
than any Latin American country has 
under U.S. puppet regimes.

Bush said he wants to see a “free Cuba” 
if and when he is re-elected. What he 
means is that he wants to return Cuba to 
the exploited condition it was in before 
their revolution. Clinton promises the 
same thing.

Whether the U.S. government intends 
to overrun Cuba through blockade or 
outright invasion remains to be seen but 
Cuba needs our help now more than ever. 
We must step up our efforts to defend 
Cuba through mass action. Defend 
Cuba! Stop the blockade! ▼

If you live in the Bay Area and want 
to join Cuban support efforts, contact 
the U.S. Cuba Friendship at 510-655- 
4562. The group is sponsoring a Peace 
Caravan to supply Cuba with much 
needed medical supplies and other do
nations. Global Exchange, at 415-255- 
7296, is also sponsoring a Delegation 
to Cuba November 21-29 — MH
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Creating a new society
The early years 
of the Russian 
Revolution
Bolshevik Visions, First Phase of the Cul
tural Revolution in Soviet Russia, edited 
by William G. Rosenberg, two volumes, 
second edition, University of Michigan 
Press, Ann Arbor, 1990. 268 pages & 308 
pages.

By ALEX CHIS

We sometimes forget how massive a 
change the Russian Revolution was, how 
it affected every aspect of society. Espe
cially today, when the entire history of the 
revolution is being lumped together with 
its Stalinist betrayal, it’s important to go 
back and see what was actually being 
thought, said and done in the early years 
after the Bolshevik victory.

Bolshevik Visions collects writings by 
early Soviet critics and theoreticians on 
the process of creating a new society. 
Grouped in nine major themes, from 
“What a Communist Ought to Be Like” 
and “The New Man and the New Woman: 
Sex Roles, Marriage and the Family’’ to 
“Architecture and City Planning: Con
structing the New Socialist Collective” 
and “Creating Proletarian Cultural Forms: 
Art, Music, and Literature,” each section 
has a separate introduction placing the de
bates and ideas in the context of the pe
riod.

A very welcome aspect of this anthol
ogy is the breadth of the contributors rep
resented. Although we know that the Bol
shevik party was large and contained 
many writers and thinkers, it sometimes 
seems that only Lenin and Trotsky wrote 
anything, if you go by what has been pub
lished in English. While there are articles 
by Lenin and Trotsky here, the over
whelming majority is by authors most of 
us won’t recognize at all.

This also helps us to have a better un
derstanding of the different ideas being 
presented. For example, not only can we 
read Alexandra Kollantai’s 1923 article

“Make Way for the Winged Eros,” but 
also a reply in that same year by Polina 
Vinogradskaya, who was on the editorial 
board of Communist Woman and a mem
ber of Zhenotdel, the Bolshevik party’s 
Women’s Section.

This careful selection of texts is evident 
throughout this anthology, so that in 
reading it one gets a real feeling for the 
debates and the way everyone was grap
pling with the idea of how to create a 
communist society. Also clearly evident 
is the free-flowing character, openness, 
and liveliness of the exchange of ideas in 
this early period of the revolution.

Of course that freedom of ideas didn’t 
continue. With the coming to power of 
Stalin, and his crushing and physical elim
ination of the Bolshevik party of the revo
lutionary years, this open and democratic 
period came to an end.

But the mere existence of these articles 
gives the lie to the equation of the period 
of Lenin with that of Stalin. Reading this 
anthology lets one feel the joy and energy 
the early Bolsheviks brought to the task 
of creating a new society, where the work
ers and peasants of Russia came first. T

Malcolm X
Continued from page 19

ual that Malcolm condemned. It is the 
purpose of these parties, which are used 
by the rich to keep Blacks in a second- 
class status.

Malcolm X urged Blacks to participate 
in effective politics: street protests, strikes, 
meetings, as well as supporting candi
dates independent of the two party sys
tem.

The ongoing controversy about Black 
film director Spike Lee’s new movie on 
the life of Malcolm X is really about poli
tics. Racists and liberals both fear that if 
Blacks know the truth about Malcolm’s 
views it may lead to more Los Angeles re
bellions. But the reality of Blacks’ condi
tion and that of the working class as a 
whole is why social rebellions take place. 
Movies don’t do that.

As Malcolm X so accurately put it 28 
years ago: “The only real power that is re
spected in this society is political and eco
nomic power. Nothing else.” ▼

Socialists regroup
continued from page 21

based on Trotsky’s views has been writ
ten by myself and Peter Camejo, and ap
pears in the November issue of Cross
roads magazine.

Within the CoC, there is a wide range 
of views on the question of the Demo
cratic Party and what road to take to 
achieve the creation of an independent 
mass workers’ party. While this discus
sion already reveals great diversity, the 
CoC is the framework where it can be 
held without name-calling and rapid 
hardening of positions and splits.

A possible area of agreement in the 
next year or so could be to run open so
cialist CoC candidates. The disaffection 
with the Democrats and Republicans 
shown in the current presidential elec
tions is an argument in favor of such can
didates. Isn’t it too bad that talk of a third 
party has come mainly from the right? 
United socialist campaigns could make an 
impact and reach out to workers who are 
becoming disgusted with the two imperi
alist parties.

Such campaigns could complement 
helping Labor Party Advocates to popu
larize the idea of a labor party in the 
unions.

In any case, the leadership shown by 
the Committees of Correspondence in 
seeking to create a real center for the 
whole left to join together in common ac
tion and debate should be applauded, and 
socialists should join together in this ef
fort. We have only sectarianism to lose, 
and the possibility of a rebirth of social
ism in this country to gain. ▼

Barry Sheppard is a member of the Oak
land Committees of Correspondence.

To Join the Committees 
of Correspondence

Send $25 to:

Committees of Correspondence 
11 John St. Rm. 506 
New York, N.Y. 10038
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Why Independent 
Politics?
Continued from page 1

Congress. It began when industrial work
ers rose up against the greed of the bosses 
and organized themselves into trade 
unions. They fought not only the bosses’ 
goons but the courts and the two major 
party machines to win the right to orga
nize. It was only after workers began to 
take over the work place and force the 
bosses to recognize their unions that the 
government passed legislation “allowing” 
the legal right to organize unions. It was 
only then that some capitalist politicians, 
opportunistically jumping on a band
wagon, began to speak out for labor.

Another example involves Blacks fight
ing for their civil rights. The two-party 
system historically opposed full equality 
for African-Americans. Laws against the 
rights of Blacks were adopted and carried 
out with brute force. Apartheid-like con
ditions existed for Black Americans.

During the rise of the industrial unions 
in the 1930s, for example, Black Ameri
cans still faced sharp racism and legal seg
regation. The Jim Crow laws put up a 
major roadblock to labor’s ability to orga
nize workers across the North and South 
and eventually break with the major par
ties and form a labor party. The race card 
was always a weapon of last resort that the 
bosses used, appealing to racist senti
ments among white workers to divide the 
working class and the oppressed.

Nevertheless, Blacks used mass politi
cal action to fight back. During World 
War II Blacks fought against racism and 
for equality. This civil rights battle con
tinued after the war and led to the rise of 
the modern civil rights movement of the 
1930s whose most prominent leader was 
Martin Luther King, Jr.

It was mass independent political ac
tion by Blacks against immoral and unjust 
laws that eventually led the major parties 
in the 1960s to support civil rights legis
lation. The new laws, however, came after 
the Jim Crow segregation was broken in 
life, not before. The racist laws were al
ready crumbling before Lyndon Johnson 
signed the historic Civil Rights and Vot
ing Rights Acts.

Women did not rely on “friendly” cap
italist politicians to win the right to vote 
after World War I, or for other rights in 
the late 1960s and 70s. The rise of the 
second wave of feminism was against the 
status quo and the policies of the Demo
cratic and Republican parties. Indepen
dent street protests led to abortion rights 
and affirmative action gains in employ
ment for women. It was only after the 
movement rose up insisting on women’s 
rights, inspired by the victories of the civil 
rights struggle, that the “friendly” politi
cians came on the scene. The major par
ties have never been pro-women. At best 
they may give lip service to women’s 
rights. That’s why women can only rely 
on independent actions and alliances with 
labor and other social groups to protect 
and extend their gains.

The method of independent mass 
struggle is how change has been brought 
about. Not only for labor, Black , and 
women, but also for working farmers and 
other minorities. These methods of strug
gle win reforms. They are what constitute 
the most effective political action. They 
are genuine independent politics.

Labor Party Advocates
The response by voters to Ross Perot, 

especially early in his presidential bid, 
shows what was possible if the labor 
movement had fielded its own candidate 
in the 1992 presidential election. An in
dependent labor candidate would have 
galvanized working people to defend 
strikes and push for real democratic re
forms. That’s how an election campaign 
could be used to aid independent strug
gles.

Although it didn’t happen, that’s the di
rection the labor movement must go. The 
initiative by Tony Mazzocchi of the Oil, 
Chemical and Atomic Workers Interna
tional Union calling for a Labor Party 
points in the right direction. The Labor 
Party Advocates (LPA), launched by Maz
zocchi, has great potential. A mass labor 
party will be formed with the democratic 
transformation of the trade unions. With
out a revitalized labor movement, a new 
party of labor can only be propagandistic. 
The discussion started by the LPA in some 
unions is a step forward and can aid 
unionists desiring reforms in their fight to

change the unions. (See article on LPA on 
page 10)

The formation of the Committees of 
Correspondence (CoC) is also a positive 
development for those favoring a revital
ized labor and socialist movement. It is an 
attempt to regroup the socialist left after 
the collapse of the Soviet Union and the 
crisis of the world communist movement. 
(See article on page 21.)

AISP
Independent Politics is published by Ac

tivists for Independent Socialist Politics 
(AISP). AISP is composed of activists 
seeking to transform the unions into in
struments of struggle for all of society. We 
are participants in the Black and women’s 
liberation movements. We are activists in 
a wide spectrum of social protests against 
attacks on the environment, gays and les
bians, and immigrants.

We are also revolutionary socialists. We 
believe genuine independent political ac
tion means organizing against capitalism, 
the system responsible for exploitation 
and oppression. We are for a new system, 
one based on human needs and not prof
its.

Capitalism is not the answer. Nor is 
Stalinism, the system of bureaucratic con
trol of the workers’ states which the work
ers and farmers of Eastern Europe and the 
ex-Soviet Union overthrew.

The only country in the world trying to 
build socialism with the workers involved 
is Cuba. It is why the U.S. rulers have sur
rounded the island for more than 30 years 
and seek to overthrow the Castro govern
ment.

AISP is an inclusive and democratic or
ganization. The articles in this first issue 
are written by AISP members. They reflect 
our broad range of activity and how we 
see advancing our program of indepen
dent politics. With the many crises in the 
world today and the deepening crisis of 
the capitalist and imperialist system, the 
time is rotten ripe for great change. That is 
what we in AISP are striving for. If you 
agree with our statement of purpose on 
the back page, please join us. ▼

Malik Miah and Suzanne Forsyth are na
tional coordinators for Activists for Inde
pendent Socialist Politics.
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JOIN
Activists for Independent Socialist Politics

We are entering the worst capitalist crisis in over 
sixty years. The collapse of the Soviet Union only 
exacerbates this process. Sudden and severe 
international and domestic conflicts are inevitable as 
the rich compete with each other for control of 
markets and resources, tightening the screws on the 
poor to raise profits. The bulk of the economic and 
social burden falls immediately and most heavily on 
the working people and oppressed of the world. In the 
United States, increased attacks on working people in 
general are disproportionately affecting women, 
African-Americans, Latinos, Asians/Pacific, Native 
American Indians and youth.

I f  you agree with this approach and you would like to 
participate in effective political activity in the central 
social struggles of the day, collaborate through open 
and democratic discussions with other activists and

Only a consciously organized and militant mass 
response can resolve the deepening crisis in the 
interests of the immense majority of humanity. The 
key is independent political action of, by, and for the 
working class. We need to break out of the framework 
of the two party system controlled by the rich.
Activists for Independent Socialist Politics (AISP) seeks 
to rebuild a socialist movement in the United States 
through collaboration and democratic discussions 
with other activists and groups fighting for 
fundamental social change. We are activists in trade 
unions, feminist groups, Black liberation 
organizations, Latino and Asian groups, student 
groups and other movements for social change.

groups in the unions and social movements, and work 
to rebuild a non-sectarian, fighting American socialist 
movement, contact Activists for Independent Socialist 
Politics for more information.

We are
3  For independent political action, both electoral and in the street, by the 

working class and its allies.
3  For affirmative action and Black liberation, and the rights of all oppressed 

nationalities. No to racism.
3  For the right to choose and women's liberation. No to sexism.

No to discrimination against gays and lesbians.
3  For democratic, militant trade unions. For a labor party.
3  For a fight to save the environment.
3  For international solidarity with national liberation struggles.
3  For a socialist America and world.

Please clip and mail to:

AISP
P.O. Box 78241
San Francisco, CA 94107 To call AISP: (415) 337-7959

Name_______________________________________________________________________

Add ress_____________________________________________________________________

City/State/Zip_________________________________________________________________

Organization/Union______________________________________Telephone____________

__ / want to join Activists for Independent Socialist Politics. Enclosed is $ 10.
___/ want more information.
___/ want to support your efforts. Enclosed is $________ contribution.
___Keep me informed o f your activities. Enclosed is $______ for mailing costs.


