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Porn, Feminism &
The Meese Report

After spending a vear collecting garbage, Attor—
ney General Fdwin Meese's Commission on Pornography
released its final report in July and was applauded
by reactionary forces throughout the country —-— as
well as by an influentisl wing of feminist activists.
Predictably, the report demands tougher laws against
pornography, the supposed cause of violence against
WomeTis

Degpite a patina of pro-woman rhetoric borrowed
from the feminist anti-porn campaign of recent years,
the Commission report is thoroughly anti-woman. Tt de-
fends the sexist ideology and social relations of cap-
italism, sbove all the male—dominated bourgeois fam-
ily. Chairman Henry Fudson, assigned the task becsuse
of hs success as a Virgiria prosecutor in shutting
down "adult" beckstores, stated: "Tn the final analy-
sis [pornography! appears to impact ddvﬂrsel}; on the
family concept and its value to society.”

Tn reality, the oppression of women 1s insepara-
ble from the bourgeois family as an economic unit.
"Strengthening the family” has nothing to do with
improving personal relationships; it means reinforc-
ing the capitalist division of labor thar condemnsa

continuved on page 7
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Gorbachev’s ~Revolution
Can Russia Be Reformed?

A quarter of a century age Nikita Khrushchev communism”
brimmed over with confidence in the future of the Although Khrushchev was ocusted by his fellow
USSR, "We will bury vou," he told the United States, bureaucrats for "harebrained schemes,”" such officisl
boasting that the Soviet ecomomy would far outproduce optimism still flourished wnder Leonid Brezhnev. But
the American. "Your grandchildren will live under now, twe FKremlin generations later, Mikhail Gorbachew
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Editor’s Note:

The Fedayeen and the Counterrevolution in Iran

A passage in the article, "Theses on the Agrarian
Question in the Neccolonial Countries" printed in our
last issue, turns out to have been based on misinfor-
mation and must therefore be withdrawn. Since it
contains a serious slander against a working-class
organization, we offer the comrades of the NIPFG and
our readers our profound apologies.

The passage in question read:

"The Mganization of Tranian People's Fedayeen
Cuerrillas .. claimed to stand for the 'democrat-
ic revolution,' including the complete division
of the land by the peasantry. However, when the
Turcoman peasants seized and divided the land and
then alhered en masse to the OTPFG, its Stalinist
and nationalist leadership todc the side of land-
owning reaction and Farsi chauvinism: it assassin—
ated their leaders and betrayed the masses to the
TRP [the Tslamic Republican Partyl."

This account tallies with the version of events
circulated by reactionary petty-bourgeois Tranian
organizations like the Mojahedin-F-Khalg, closely
tied to Tran's then—president Abolhassan Bani-Sadr,
the notorious Butcher of Kurdistan, and the pro-Sov-
iet Tudeh party. But it does not match the facts.
Four principal leaders of Turcoman Sahra did disap-
pear and are genersally presumed assassinated. But the
respongibility lies not with the OIPFG, which was the
only political force organizing resistance to the
regime's ultimately successful attacks upon the Turco-
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man Sshra Peasants Councils.

The killings were carried out by forces directed
by Bani-Sadr, who waged a ruthless war against the
Turcoman peasants out of fear of the implication of
their revolutionary actions for Tran as a whole. In
this he was strongly backed by the Mojahedin and Tu-
deh, who later added to their own treachery by blam—
ing the OIPFG.

At the time of these events the NIPFG was still
led by a Stalinist, class-collaborationist wing. The
group' main mistake was not to draw out the Tran-wide
siginificance of ther events in Turcoman Sahra and
not to link up the revolutionary struggles of the Tur-
coman peasants with other struggles, especially those
in Tranian-held Kurdistan. The O0IPFG of today is bit-
terly self-critical of these failures. The organiza-
tion split seven months after the events in question.
A majority of its membership, supported by a minority
of one on the central committee (hence the misleading
title "NTPFG Minority'), was determined to defend the
revolution against betrayal.

Today the surviving organization is heterogeneous
and left centrist. The OTPFG today insists that any
coalition with bourgeois forces is totally excluded
in Tran. Tt has stood firm against popular fromtist
schemes like the "Wationmal Council of Resistance'
proposed by the Mojahedin and supported for a time by
Bani-Sadr. The comrades talk of a "democratic" stage
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The Democrats:

Capitalism’s Graveyard Shift

With its electoral takeover of the Senate and the
presence of a lame duck Republican president in the
White House, the opposition Democratic Party ought to
be in great shape. Instead it presents an image of
division, dithering and deceit. The Democrats attri-
bute their problems to the personal gifts jof Ronald
Beggan, the "Great Communicator’ who, they claim, bam—
boceles millions of voters, even working people —-
seemingly despite his programs rather than because of
them In fact it is the Democratic Party that communi-
cates brilliantly. No wonder Reagan is popular.

The only time Democratic politicians lock strong
is when they echo the President and sound tough on
foreign policy, protective of "the family," conserva-
tive on government spending and bellicose in whatever
mnti-drug or anti-terrorist crusade is current. Rea-
gan, on the other hand, seems confident of his path-
way out of a troubled and fear-ridden world.

Regpan's success is due to the real differences
which underly the "me and my shadow" appearance. Jim—
my Carter, with the support of a Congress controlled
by his own party, gave American workers an austerity
program and growing unemployemnt. Walter Mondale
could mot even promise more social spending —— only
higher taxes. Tn contrast, Reagan insisted that a
buoyant economy was possible. And after a few years
of recession, his program "worked" just in time for
1984, not because of any magical Reaganomics but
through international bullying and the sky-high in-
terest rates that sucked in capital from abroad. A
few, mainly the rich, prospered; others still held
out hope. The public, uneasily aware that the U.S.
economy is living on borrowed time, chose unsteady
recovery over certain austerity.

Underneath the surface recovery the capitalist
crisis worsens Hence there are deepening differences
within the bourgeoisie, which the Republican and Demo-
cratic policies reflect. As we have pointed out since
the beginning of his reign, Reagan's assertiveness
reflects the optimism of the more competitive sectors
of U.5. capital. The Democrats represent the belea—
guered bosses of decaying industries as well as some
financiers who have a more realistic understanding of
the troubled world than the Reaganites

Neither party, of course, derives its votes from
the upper bourgecisie. The Republican base consists
of petty bourgeois trying to reach the top (as well
as unorganized and backward workers), people who feel
themselves blocked by alleged government favoritism
toward minorities and unions. The Democrats serve as
the party designed to incorporate organized urban
workers and the potentially wvolatile poorer layers
(blacks sbove all) whose demands must be propitiated
to some degree by the state. This aspect of Democrat-

ic politics also attracts middle-class elements de—
pendent on liberal government concessions.

Thus the Democrats are caught in a trap. To main-
tain capitalism, especially the obsolescent heavy
industrial sectors of the U.S., they have to demand
that workers tighten their belts. But they cannot win
office without seeming to favor some social ProgTams.
They cannot raise these in a clear platform, even
demagogically; to do so would offend not only the
Republican captalists whom they have to collaborate
with but their own bourgecis allies as well.

The Democrats always have to work overtime, in
and out of power, to reassure their masters that they

New York Republican gubernatorial candidate with
dummy of Mario Cuomo, his victorious Democratic
rival. Cardboard cutouts can't hide both parties’
support for cutbacks.

won't give away the store. Hence their dithering and
division when out of office. But they remain American
capitalism's party of second resort. In office they
unswervingly make use of their credit with the masses
to impose on them the austerity capitalism needs.

Democratic Nationalism
There is one issue, however, that the Demccrats

think will appeal both to the bourgeoisie and their
base, and so they run hard on it. And here they also
consistently oppose Reagans As Martin Frark, the Demo—
cratic Congressional Campaign Committee's executive
director, said in June:

"It's a tremendous issue, particularly for Demo—

crats, because Reagan has so effectively wrapped

himself in the flag for the last three years. He

has appropriated the flag issue for himself, all
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the America—first type issues. This is one where
the Democrats can seize the high ground, a chance
to stand up for America
Reagan's vaunted "free enterprise" line means gov-
ernment deregulation and subsidies in the interest of
the gigantic corporations. Abroad it stands for "free
trade’ that actually has little to do with freedom.
Tnstead it means that certain U.S. industries are to
be forced to modernize and to drive down wages —— by
being thrust up against up-to—date foreign competi-
tion. Some American companies still expect to do well
if trade barriers are kept down. In cther spheres the
government is desperately trying to prevent its imper—
isl rivals from completely wiping out the home side.

If Reagan's "free trade" means that workers in
general will lose jobs and income, it means that doub-
ly for black and other minority workers -- still the
worst paid and first fired. This meshes perfectly
with Reagan's racist social program that places the
burden of cutbacks on the poor. Thus Reagan indeed
"communicates" to his own base that he is insulating
them from the worst effects of the crisis.

The Democrats head in the same direction by a
different path. They are increasingly identifying
themselves with protectionism, Frank's "tremendous
issue," This is a popular cause among chauvinist and

ers —— above all racism, like demands to hang on to
"white jobs" against the "black threat."
Whichever party is in office, capitalism's drive
towards job cutting and wage slashing will inevitably
victimize the entire working class. International
trade wars likewise cannot be prevented; they already
flourish, under the pressure of Japan and Germany's
higher productivity. And these are inevitably the
prelude to real wars of missiles, bullets and blood.

The Democrats’ Usefulness

For mary vears this journal has predicted that
the alignments of the major imperialists would be
redrawn as the capitalist crisis deepened. Japan and
Germany were becoming more dangercus rivals to the
LS. than the USSR, with its retarded economy, could
ever be. Now it is no longer a long—term gquestion.
The realignment has already bepun, and the Democrats
(even more than the recognizably reactionary Reagan)
have been leading the chauvinist and racist ideologi-
cal offensive against Japan. Tn this sense the Demo-
crats are preparing themselves to become the party
that best represents the coming nationalist develop-
ment of WS, capitalism. Tf the Democrats lead us
into the next war, that would enly be a continuation
of the role they have played as the U.5. War FParty
since the beginning of the century.

Jesse Jackson accepted $10,000 from members’ dues
to speak for corrupt Doris Turner regime in Local
1199. Jackson is not different from other Democratic

hustlers — just cheaper.
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backward layers in the middle and working classes. Tt
seems to promise more jobs and higher incomes, but in
reality it makes goods more expensive, directly sacri-
fices jobs in import-related industries, and -— to
the extent that the protected bosses succeed in in-
vesting in lsbor-saving equipment —— accelerates unem—
ployment in those fields as well. The super—patriotic
sentiment awakened by protectionism bolsters a whole
panoply of right-wing social causes. It deepens sec—
toral chauvinism a home as well as against foreign-
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Despite all their present difficulties, the
Democrats are the party of the future for American
capitalism on the domestic as well as the world
stages Although Reagan and Carter before him have
done their part to batter the working class, a lot of
capitalist dirty work remains undone. Consider: the
smashing of PATCO did not lead to the crushing of any
major industrial unien. For all the attacks on employ-
ment and living standards, only part of the working
class has been really pushed to the wall




Although all politicians and virtually all the
capitalists say that the federal budget cuts have
been far too small for the health of the economy,
they can't do more. Fveryone now knows that the
GrammRudman law, which "mandates” deep slashes, is a
fraud. They are dealing with the social wage, the
services and benefits wrested from government over
the years ostensibly through liberal largesse but in
reality by mass struggles. Cutting the budget much
further, withdrawing the promised social wage (Social
Security is the outstanding example) would mean not
only a loss of votes but a social uph EEIVE‘-}-

As well, despite all the war moves, war is still
unpopular. For &ll the racist measures this admini-
stration has taken, they still have to be covered by
anti-racist rhetoric (and even hostility of sorts to
someone else's apartheid). For all the anti-woman
sentiments expressed and actions taken, important
gains like abortion rights still hold.

The reason for the ruling class's hesitation is
hardly that the leaders of the working class and the
oppressed groups have fought so well. On the contra-
ry: the labor bureaucrats and the mdddle-class black
leaders have been pushovers for years. The real rea-
s is that the capitalists know something that most
working-class people don't: the working class has
enormous power and, if pushed too far, will explode.

Tt would be especially risky for Reagan to take
the drastic steps capitalism needs. The more militant
and hard-hit workers, above all the blacks, could
never think of supporting a politician so cbviously
their enemy. Reagan does not have long-standing ties
to the union officials and big—city black mayors who
serve as safety valves to channel the workers' expleo—
sive potential into electoral passivity.

But the Democrats are another story. Despite the
decades of betrayals by these "friends of labor" and
"staunch allies of the black community,” the fact
that the lsbor bureaucrats and civil dghts spokesmen
dlways back them lends them a legitimacy that Reagan
could never haves

Rainbow Reaction

The Democrats' key role as capitalism's Rescuer
of Last Resort would be impossible to play without
the active participation of the party's left wing.
This is the assortment of Wew Leftovers, radical
black leaders and even self-described socialists who
regularly insist, election after election, that the
Democratic Party is the place to be because that's
where the masses are.

The most radical elements even claim that their
purpose is to lead the masses out of the party, but
of course you have to get in before you can get out.
In fact since the early 1970s the working class has
been getting cut: turning its back on the Democrats
when it votes, and in general voting less and less.
8till the Democratic Party is the lodging place for
many of the exploited and oppressed sectors of WLS.

society, or at least of their leaders. But it is the
graveyard of social movements, nat their powerhouse.

These days the main expression of the Democratic
Left is the Rainbow Coalition, inherited from Jesse
Jackson's 1984 presidential campaign. Jackson, des-
pite the avowals of the radical leftists who tout
him, has always made clear his intention of sticking
with the Democrats through thick and thin (see "Left
Sinks into Democrats' Swamp" in our Spring 1984 is-
sue). And when the Coalition was formally founded as
a national organization last spring, he said the
same: "We have too much invested in the Democratic
Party. When you have money in the bank you don't walk
away from it." (Guardiam, April 20.)

Ag with the Party as a whole, the Rainbow Coali-
tion dlso fears saying too much on concrete issues:
it too could be driven asunder if positions were
taken on contentisus questions. Tts hesitation took
astomding shape at the founding convention. The ques—
tion of sbortion rights was sidestepped, despite the
raging national controversy om this issue so eritical
to all women and especially women of the working
class. And although the convention tock place a few
days after the W.S.'s killer bombing of Libya, the
delegates took no position against that blatant im-
perialist attack. Tt's a shameful Rainbow whose only
colors are Red, White and Blue

The Guardiap apologized: "Still, the political
scope and thrust of the convention, as indicated by
the statement of purpose and in speeches by Jackson
and others, was overwhelmingly progressive." Sure,
there were pap proncuncements calling for "healing
the nation," "human priorities at home," "peace and
human rights abroad" and "social, political and eco-
nomic justice' -- nostrums just as nebulous as those
of the Democratic Policy Commission. Lenin once
cbserved that the truth is always concrete. And on
key concrete questions the Rainbow Coalition stood
silent —- offering no opposition to Reagan.

The Guardian slso chserved that "the goal is to
create a significant left force in the Demoeratic
Farty, one that will reverse the party's rush to the
right."! It's a thankless gosl in the first place, but
leftists who themselves are swarming rightward are
hardly the pecple to accomplish it.

The main attraction of the Rainbow Coalition to
leftists is Jesse Jackson's influence among blacks.
But the black reformists who have served to restrain
the mass repomse to the system's outrages are losing
their clout. A case in point is the recent congres-
sional primary election in Atlanta, where John Lewis
defeated Julian Bond for the Demcratic nomination.
Every account noted that Lewis got the majority of
white votes in the district. But he also won the
black working-class vote, while the black middle
class went for Bond. One Lewis supporter noted that
the reason was a revolt against the city's "black
establishment." He explained:

"The black community can't point to anything that
Atlanta's black leadership, including two black



mayors over 14 years, has done for us. Our com-
munity needs jobs and economic development, and
we don't have anything to point to for all this
black power we have)' (In Thegse Times, Sept.17.)
The black leadership has served as wardens for
the black masses imprisoned in the Democratic Party,
even during Reagan's reign. Like Atlanta's Maynard
Jackson and Andrew Young, mayors Coleman Young of
Detroit and Wilson Goade of Philadelphia have tram-—
pled on strikes of mainly black city workers. (Goode
went even farther to demonstrate his ruthlessness to
the ruling class when he ordered a bomb dropped on
the house of the radical MOWF group, killing a dozen
people and burning down the neighborhood.)

Left Capitulations

Tn the labor arena, the Rainbow represents not
the mainstream AFL-CIO bureaucrats, who are actually
on the right wing of the Democratic Party, but mainly
the self-categorized "rank and file" activists. Tt
also includes two big-time union leaders, William
Winpisinger of the Machinists and Kenneth Blaylock of
the Government Fmployees. Blaylock has presided over
an unbroken series of capitulations on wage and work
issues to the Reggan and Carter administrations. Win-
pisinger is even more renowned for having his union
cross PATCO's picket lines, allowing Reagan to smash
their strike. Lest anyone think he has lost his
touch, he again "permitted" picket-line crossing dur-
ing the Flight Attendants' strike against TWA. Such
qualifications make him a major figure, not only in
the Rainbow Coalition but in the sewer-socialist DSA
(Democratic Socialists of America) as well.

Jackson is no stranger to capitulation himself.
At the close of his 1984 candidacy he kowtowed abject-
Iy to the Democratic Party convention, pledging his
wholehearted backing to Mondale after gaining none of
the key demands of his black supporterss The net ef-
fect of his campaign was to lead yet another movement
into the Democratic dead-end. Rather than radicaliz-
ing the Democrats it Democratized a good number of
radicals. Meanwhile the party moved ever further to

the right, and the movement that spurred the Jackson:

effort has been dissipated.

But the historical record is no obstacle to the
herd of leftists trampling over one another in their
stampede to tail something popular. Characteristic
was their concession of all power in the "Coalition"
to a single leader. As the Guardiap reported,

"Jackson and his sides chose most members of the
l[governing] board, = whose composition reflects
the coalition's fundraising needs as much as its
Rainbow diversity. The board must approve each
state group seekding to be chartered, and Jackson
must approve each state chairperson.”

Some "coalition." Indeed, its political waverings
appear to reflect fundraising needs too. Capitalists
with funds to offer don't go for forthright campaigns
that might help expose the reality of both parties’
austerity programs. A Rainbow so dependent on its pot
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of gold won't be of any use to the ordinary working
people it might attract. And it will be sure o
plunge right in behind whoever the next version of
Mondale turns out to be.

We don't know who the Democrats will put up for
president in 1988 But we do know what his program
will be: austerity, protectionism and jingoism. 0f
course, it will be sweetened with a large dose of
"eoncern" for the poor and oppressed and very likely
flavored with family-boosting rhetoric which also is,
useful for promoting rightist campaigns against abor-
tion, gay rights and free speech. Mondale's program | |
last time around has been termed "Reaganism with a| |
human face," and next time will be little different. |
The Democrats may succeed in winning the confidence
of the bourgeoisie overall, especially if there is an
upsurge in popular unrest against crises and cut-
backs. Tn that case they may try to mount a Bonapart-
ist "man on a white horse" crusade to swing masses
behind the leader without having to spell out the
resl issues.

If this scenario develops, many Rainbow types
will be on hand to help make it work. Left preten |
sions won't keep them away, nat if there's a suitably
blew—dried Fennedy retread to fall in behind. Their
disdain for critical political questions is alrealy |
established, as is their willngness to hand all power | |
to a suitable Bonapartist figure if he's popular |
enough. At bottom it is the leftists' elitist com-
tempt for the working masses and their potential con- |
scipusness that allows them to move from left-wing
radicalism to opportunist "reality" politics in mo| |
time at all. Tf nothing else is learned from thel |
endless succession of efforts to reform the Democrat-
ic Party, at least the measure of the opportunist| |
left has been taken. When the working class builds
ifs party it will know whom to leave out. W

Fedayeen

continued from page 2

for the Tranian revolution. What class party will
rule over what class state in this democratic stage
is left open, but they add that it must entail "expro-
priation of big capital and recognition of the con-
trolling councils of the workers in the production
units and establishments.”" (NTPFG Platform.) Thef
dlso advocate the complete smashing of the bourgedis
state apparatus in Tran, the arming of the workem
and poor peasants and the rule of Tran by soviets
{workers' and peasants' councils).

Although our present analysis is incomplete, it
gppears that the OTPFG has not completely broken with
the counterrevolutionary Stalinism of its traditional
orientation. Their program is clearly contradictom,
but it is also clear that they did not commit the
murders attributed to them We hope that the deeper
ing revolutionary events in Tran will force the Feds
veen to come to Bolshevik conclusions. B



Porn, Feminism,Meese

continued from page 1
women to domestic labor and thereby denies their
equality a home and on the job.

What the government's great solicitude for women
really means is shown by its deeds Tn the summer of
1985 when the Commission was beginning its dirty
work, Meese withheld a financial grant from the Jus-—
tice Department to the National Coalition Against
Domestic Violence. This decision was inspired by a
letter from 24 congressmen calling the Coalition a
"pro-lesbian, pro-abortion, anti-family, anti-Reagan,
ralical feminist group.” While the Commission spent a
year scapegoating pornography as the root of all
evil, funding for battered women's shelters and rape
counseling went from little to nothing, and legal
protection for women against domestic violence
‘Temains a nightmare.

Moreover, strengthening the family teday requires
a national effort. Commissiomer James Dobson moaned
that "latchkey kids by the millions are watching por-—
nography on cable TV." Since mothers aren't tending
hearth and home like in the good old days, the strong
arm of the bourgeois state has to intervene. To boost
the repressive power of the state, the Commission has
dlready wielded its authority to intimidate 17,000
commercial outlets from selling sex magazines.

The standard liberal argument that pornography
cannot be defined and therefore should not be cen-
sored is weak; there is of course a grey area, but
most people have no trouble recognizing porn when
they see it. Pornography is mass manufactured by an
industry that has no more trouble "defining" its prod-
uct than do the producers of romantic novels, scap op-
eras or any other formula genre. And in this society
pornography is generally as reactionary as are the
stereotypes of women in the romances and soaps.

Capitalism on the Offensive

The Meese Commission report has to be viewed in
the context of the generalized attack on the working
class that the capitalists have been waging since the
early 1970s. Women are among the leading casualties;
the trendy notion of the "feminization of poverty"
reflects this fact but it also disguises the reality
that poverty is a class question. Working—class women
are doubly oppressed because they are forced to pro-
vide both domestic slave lsbor and cheap wage labor.
Asg well, capitalism has always used women to rob the
working class: their lewer wages today replace higher
wages paid to men workers, and their domestic labor
reduces the social wage paid to the working class.

Specifically, women's eamings still average less
than 60 percent of men's. With one out of three mar-
riages now ending in divorce, the average ex-wife's
standard of living falls 73 per cent during the first
year after divorce while her ex-husband's rises by 42

percent. No wonder 39 percent of all households head-
ed by women live below the poverty line. Tn this con-
text the renewed ideological stress on the family is
meant to justify both the cutbacks in social services
(child care, health care, educational funding, etr.),
which dump more of the social burden onto working-
class women; and continued lower wages for women, at
a time when their wages are not "auxiliary" but neces-
sary for the working-class family's survival.

Oppression is never limited to economic hardship.
Reinforcement of the family is crucial for social con-
trol. Hence the right wing's defeat of even such a
seriously flawed demand as the Fqual Rights Amendment
(see our analysis in the November 1978 Socialist Ac—
Liog). Terrorist attacks on abortion centers meet
with government acquiescence.

As well, defense of the "family" inevitably means
increased attacks on homosexuality. Hence both the
efforts to quarantine ATDS victims and the Supreme
Court decision upholding sodomy as a criminal offense
was a vicious attack on gays. As well, the anti-sodo-
my laws will inevitably be used to attack all "free"
sexual relations, virtually granting the state the
right to enter the bedroom.

For Patriotism’s Sake

Behind all this is the deepening crisis of world
capitalism and of U.S. hegemony within it. The gains
male by working people during the long-gone prosperi-
ty period must be sacrificed, and even deeper inroads
will be demanded in the interest of profits. The Amer—
ican ruling class needs to raise high the banner of
God, country and family in order to shore up mass
support for a failing system

Ag the attacks on the working class intensify,
the bourgeoisie steps up its rhetorie of "outside
enemies" in order to undermine working-class con-
scicusness and unity. The sacrifices demanded of
workers must be seen not as an attack by one class on
another but instead as a question of "natienal inter-
est, so that all line up behind our bourgeois lead-
ers. We must unite to win the war against inflation,
said Gerald Ford. Some of us must suffer austerity,
added Jimmy Carter, explaining that "life" == not of
course capitalism -- "is unfair. Ronald Reagan
smashes unioms and slashes social services further so
that "we"' will stop being suckered by "them."

For patriotism's sake, the threat to American
jobs must be seen to come from foreign workers, not
profit-hungry U.S. imperialists. And "foreign" is
taken to mean anyone who is not a "real"” American:
blacks, Hispanics, working women and other oppressed
graups, who are portrayed as the problem, not the
victims of capitalism.

The cumulative impact of such campaigns weakens
all working-class struggles. Divisions within the
masses are exacerbated; one group is whipped up and
set ggainst another in a fight for crumbs. And while
once the crumbs could be material, now they are in-
creasingly "spiritual" and ideological. The system
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stirs up racism, chauvinism and sexism, it nurtures
every reactionary force in society. This is not a
plot, it i5 just the way the system operates. Now the
operation is going into high gear.

The Family Beleaguered

Capitalism needs the family, but as Marx pointed
out long ago, it destroys family life. The econcmic
expansion and contraction since the 19%0s has under-
mined the traditional male-dominated family. On the
one hand, working-class women have been forced into
factories and offices. Both opportunity and necessity
dllowed middle—class women to move into professional
jobs; for them especislly, the achievement of equali-
ty and wider aspirations seemed very real. Women's
liberation flourished; tangible gains were made.

(i the other hand, the encormous social changes in
America had a threatening effect on women of the tra-
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Radical feminists ally with pro-family attacks on

porn. Feminism
practice.

in theory, patriarchalism in

ditional petty bourgecisie and the labor-aristocratic
layers of the blue-collar working class. Fthnic pat-
terns broke up, old neighborhoods were destabilized,
suburbia grew. Churches were no longer bastions of
changelessness giving solace and purpose to house-
wives The women's movement and the very idea of inde—
pendence, self-direction and choices seemed to de-
stroy everything that had given many women a sense of
worth. Were lives spent devoted to serving a husband
and raising children wasted? Profound social anxiety
awaited a resclution.

The collapse of prosperity brought renewed vigor
to the anti-feminist forces. As possibilities for
women in society shrink, the reassertion of their
"true" role grows louder. Rather than targeting the
crisis of capitalism, reactionaries point in horror
to destruction of the family, rampant abortion and
open homosexuality. The socially distraught petty
bourgeoisie, caught up now in the wees of an economic

crunch, provides realdy pawns for the reactionary roll-
back. Wiping out pornography seems an important way
to restore the role of motherhood to its previous
mythical stature.

But with family values decaying, the current
reactionary drive requires more than just an attempt
to reconstitute individual patriarchal authority. The
"anti-government” Reagan administration is perfectly
willing to nationalize the paternal function when the
family can't do the job. State power is brought to
bear against women and young people whom traditional
family values can no longer control. That is the aim
of the legislative anti-shortion crusade, the sodomy
decision, the Rehnquist appointment, the demand for
"creationism” in schools, etc. Anti-porn is an ideal
ideological cornerstone, because reinforcement of the
family pushes women back into the conservative social-
izing role once played by the domesticated housewife.

A wing of middle—class feminism dlso sees porno-
graphy as a menace to its hopes. Women's gains are
being eroded, and inequality, degradation and the
alienation of bourgeois life worsen. Man, not capital-
ism, is seen as the enemy, and porn is his weapon.

The Tacit Coalition

The Meese Commission not only borrowed rhetoric
from the anti-porn feminists —— it owes them a great-
er debt. Without them it might not have existed. In
1980 feminist Judith Bat-Ada had called for a coali-
tion across political and class lines:

"A coalition of all women needs to be estab-
lished, regardless of race, color, creed, reli-
gion or political persuasion .. Women have been
divided; we must reunite throughout the nation on
this one basic issue ... Disagreements on other
issues can be dealt with when fewer of us are
being murdered, beaten, tortured, and raped." (In
the collection Tgke Back the Night, edited by
Laura Lederers

The far right was enthusiastic about such a blec
For example, North Carclina State Representative Coy
Privette, a director of the anti-liquor and anti-por-
nography Christian Action League, commented, "When
you've got this kind of coalition, that is a poli-
Hcian's dream.” (Off Our Backs, June 1985)

The Pomnography Commission was the fruit of a
common effort. As leading anti-porn feminist Andrea
Dworkin and her dlly, law professor Catherine Mac-
Eimmon, said in a statement approving the Commission
report, "For the first time in history, women have
succeeded in convincing a national governmental body
of a truth women have lemg known: pornography harms
women and children" Likewise Dorchen Leidhold of the
organization Women Against Pornography (WAP):

"We commend the Commission for being the first
federal government body to report on the system-
atic campaign of abuse, terror and discrimination
being waged against over half the citizens of
this countrv. « We also endorse the Commis—
sion's publication of the names and descriptions



of pornographic publications and films. A simple
reading of the list of titles it compiled says
more sbout the sexualized bigotry that is porno-
graphy than the most impassioned speech any fem-
inist could make."

Tndeed it does. For one thing, among the many
titles is the gay magazine The Advocate, That a
significant sector within radical feminist circles
would endorse censorship of left-wing gay material by
a conservative alministration illustrates a serious
problem with the ideology of radical feminism. Of
course, the conception that "women" have turned the
government around or brought it into the fight
against sexual bigotry is ridiculous.

The Feminist Anti-Porn Campaign

The campaign against pornography gained stremgth
within the feminist current in the mid-'70s, a period
of retreat for the women's movement when abortion
rights were being eroded by the Hyde Amendment and
the FRA was on the way to defeat. In the beginning
the campaign used direct action. Tm 1976 mass pro-—
tests were staged against billboards in Los Angeles
which showed a bruised and chained woman saying, "T'm
black and blue from the Rolling Stones and T love
it"; the sponsors were forced to take down the ad.
Actions against the movie "Snuff," where a woman was
purportedly actually killed during the climactic sex
scene, also met with some success.

The increasing "sexiness" of violence in the
media was alarming. The outrage that women felt at
seeing themselves displayed as pieces of meat sig-
nified that a rebellion against the objectification
of women was called for. The problem was that the
protests focused attention on particularly horrible
images, not the underlying reality that women are
treated as commodities by capitalism itself.

The campaign todk a decisive move to the right
with the introeduction of an ordinance against porno-
graphy in 1983, first in Minneapolis and later in
Indianapolis. Co—authored by Dworkin and MacFinnon,
the proposed laws attacked pornography as a civil
rights violation. Women could sue the makers, sell-
ers, distributors or exhibitors of pornography much
as they would sue a company for discriminatory hiring
practices. (rdinances modelled on the Dworkin-Mac-
Kinnon legislation were introduced by both feminists
and right-wingers in Los Angeles, Suffolk County, NY,
Cambridge, MA,, and other places. WAP, with over
10000 members nationwide, backs the campaign.

Dyorkin and MacKinnon were hired by city off-
icials in Minneapolis who were worried that zoning
regulations against porn shops weren't holding up.
The city council, lobbied jointly by liberals, fem-
inists and right-wing religious and political groups,
approved the Dworkin—MacKinnon ordinance, but it was
vetoed by the mayor. Tn Indianapolis support for the
bill came slmost entirely from the right. New Right
Mayor William Hudnut TIT backed it, and Beulah Coughe—
nour, a Stop-FRA activist who introduced the bill,

hired MacKinnon as a consultant to the city. (It was
appealed all the way up to the Supreme Court, which
recently declared it uncomstitutional.)
Dworkin both denied and welcomed her right-wing
support:
"There hasn't been any institutional support from
the right wing, no money, no political support
and no intervention in litigation. Mm the other
hand, when Jerry Falwell starts saying there's
real harm in pornography, then that is wvaluable
me." (New York Times, August 26, 1985.)

The feminists involved have always championed
their civil rights approach as a way to empower women
and have generally denied that they were asking the
bourgeois state to impose censorship. They stress
that their ordinances gives individual women the
right to press civil suits, and that pornographers
wouldn't be subject to criminal penalties or lose
their rights to due process. But Dworkin's approach,
even if adopted, would still empower the courts to
issue injunctions against the distribution of porno-
graphy, and its censoring impact would be severe.

Dworkin and MacKinnon also pointed to the male
bias of existing law to deny the importance of defend-
ing First Amendment rights. At the March 1985 Nation-
d Conference on Women and the Law, MacKinnon said:

"Pornography is historically defended in the name
of freedom of speech. T am here to speak for
those, particularly women and children, upon
whose gilence the law, including the law of the
First Amendment, is built. Their inequality ..
has never been taken into account in the First
Amendment. The First Amendment was written by
those who slready had the speech ...

Dyorkin too justifies reliance on the repressive
forces of the state:

"The Bill of Rights was never intended to protect
the civil or sexual rights of women and it has
not, except occasionally by accident. The Fqual
Rights Amendment, which would, as a polite after-
thought, extend equal protection under the law
such as it is to women, is not yet part of the
Constitution. There is good reason to doubt that
it will be in the foreseeable future." (Take Back
Lhe Night,)

According to Dworkin and MacKinnon, the civil
rights approach heralded a new dawn in the fight
apainst sexism, supposedly totally counterposed to
traditional cbscenity laws. This claim gained their
bills a lot of support among feminists bred in the
anti-censorship milieu of liberal and left circles.
Dyvorkin argued that pornography could be defined cb-
jectively as material discriminating against women --
in contrast to dbscenity, which required a value judg-
ment and which traditionally identified sexuality
itself with filth.

The fact that the Meese Commission endorsed the
civil-rights approach gave feminists an excuse to
badk it. Dworltin and MacKinnon, after enthusing over
the report's endorsement of their formula, admitted,
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"The Commission's report is flawed, however, by recom-
mending extension and escalated enforcement of cbscen—
ity laws." But when over half of the report's 92 rec-
ommendations involve stricter cbscenity laws, there's
more than a "flaw" at stake. Such criticism is a fig
leaf designed to cover their evident support.

Theory Behind the Campaign

The slogan coined by feminist Robin Morgan, "Por-
nography is the Theory, Rape is the Practice," is the
weightiest argument for a legal ban; appropriately
enough, it was quoted by Meese's Commission. Tt sums
up the reductionist illogic that pornography causes
rape and other violence against women.

Violent pornography is more than symbolic, since
there are real victims used and abused by the porne-
graphy makers. As well, it adds to the general social
atmosphere that accepts violence against women. But
to recognize this is the opposite of labeling porno-
graphy as the gause of male abuse of women. Rather
than seeing that the link connecting all forms of
such sbuse is capitalism, these feminists have cre-
ated a domino theory that views the male/female sex-
ual relationship as the source of danger. Their first
step is to condemn all pornography, not just that
which demonstrates or advocates violence against
women. In the writings of Dworkin and others the
trauma of viewing pornography is equated with ex-
periencing a physical attack. Laura Lederer of Women
Against Violence in Pornography and Media said:

"Not all pornography is violent but even the most
banal pornography objectifies women's bodies. An
essential ingredient of much rape and other forms
of viclence to women is the "objectification' of
the woman. This is not just rhetoric. Tt means
that women are not seen as human beings but as
things. Men are reared to view females in this
way, pornography thrives off this and feeds it,
and rape is one of the consequences." (Take Back
The Night))

But why focus only on sexually explicit material?
What about the earlier feminist opposition to the
more pervasive sexism of media like advertising? The
anti-pormn feminists claim that because women are op-
pressed at root on the basis of their sex, the way
that women are depicted as sexual beings is fundament-
dl. Pornography is held to determine the male view of
women. And because it is sexual, misogyny is said to
become imbedded in the man's deepest psychology. Mac—
Kinnon says of pornography:

"It is [a] specific and compelling behavioral
stimulus, conditioner and reinforcer. In this way
it is unique; in particular it makes orgasm a
response to bigotry. .. Pornography iz a soeial
force in making sexism sexy." (National Confer-
ence on Women and the Law)

This simplistic behaviorism isn't the end. The
domino theory goes on to condemn practically any
expression of sexual activity, not just pornography.
Dworkin, for example, recognizes no distinction
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between pornography and erobica: "Feminists have male
honorable efforts to define the difference. = But
in the male sexual lexicon, which is the vocabulary
of power, erotica is simply high-class pornography
uo" (P + M P 1 W

Tn a society which insists that sex is a male
domain, ruling out erotica means denying women the
possibility of expressing or publicly admitting to
enjoying their sexudlity. The indictment of sex
itself continues with Robin Morgan:

"I claim that rape exists any time sexual inter-
course occurs when it has not been initiated by
the woman out of her own genuine affection and
desire . Tt must be clear that, under this defi-
nition, most of the decently married bedrooms
across America are settings for nightly rape.
T, B Nj

If this cynical view of men were really true,
could legal restraints on pornography really change
them? The anti-porn feminists generally concede that
restrictive laws would just push porn underground.
Their writings imply that all that can be hoped for
is control of man's inherent vielence, not real
change. Dworkin, for example, insists that men's
nature is unchanging:

"In the intimate world of men and women there is
no mid-twentieth century distinct from any other
century. . It is ancient and it is modern; it
is feudal, capitalist, socialist; it is caveman
and astronaut, agricultural and industrial, urban
and rural. For men their right to abuse women is
elemental, the first principle, with no beginning
unless one is willing to trace origins back to
God and with no end plausibly in sight." (Porno-
s Mem P i W

This "all men are beasts" argument is the mirror
image of the reactionary religious view of woman as
the eternal temptress. Yes, all relationships under
capitalism are affected by male chauvinism. But the
chauvinist males who are sexist in their behavier, in
bed and out, are not the same as Jack the Ripper -- |
dlthough dll degrade women. Dworkin's history and
Morgan's theory abandon all perspective; by equating
all acts by all men in all societies, they let what .
is horrendously criminal off the hook.

Feminists Against Censorship

There are many feminists who have been actively
opposed to the anti-porn campaign. FACT (Feminists
Agsinst Censorship Taskforce) filed a brief against
the Indianapolis ordinance and has consistently op-
posed the Meese Commission as well. Repressive laws
will be used against women, they point out accurate
1y, since in general censorship is used against the
oppressed. The definition of pornography will be
determined by those in power.

fn the theoretical level, FACT opposes the ides
that pornography is central to the oppression of wam-
en and even says it can be useful in breaking the
link between women and domesticity. This is spelled



out by three leaders, Lisa Duggan, Wan Hunter and

Carole Vance in the bock Yomen Against Censorship:

"™t only does pornography not cause the kind and
degree of harm that can justify the restraint of
speech, but its existence serves some social func-
tions, which benefit women. Pornographic speech
has many, often anomalous, characteristics. One
is certainly that it magnifies the misogyny pres—
ent in the culture and eraggerates the fantasy of
male power. Another, however, is that the exist-
ence of pornography has served to flout conven-
tional sexual mores, to ridicule sexual hypocrisy
and to underscore the importance of sexual needs.
Pomography carries many messages other than wom—
an-hating: it advocates sexual adventure, sex out-
side of marriage, sex for no reason other than
pleasure, casual sex, anonymous sex, group sex,
voyeuristic sex, illegal sex, public sex."

However, in the context of a capitalist culture
the attitudes portrayed in pornegraphy are overwhelm—
ingly sexist.

The FACT theorists do make a contribution in
pointing out that the basis for the anti-porn cam-
paign is biological determinism, the notion that the
behavior of men and women is dictated by biological
differences. Because this is the ideological justifi-
cation for sexism in the first place, even when femin-
ists glorify the peaceful Woman and denigrate the
aggressive violence-prone Man they are treading in
dangerous waters.

Feminists like those in FACT hope to resurrect
the earlier radical feminist thought of the 19%0s
which they believe showed the opposite: that sexism
is rooted in gender roles imposed by a sexist
society, not in the biclogy of sex. Thus Ann Snitow

Clerical patriarchs
enlist in the
‘moral’  struggle
with porn mer-
chants over which
! anti-woman
i perversion is best,

praises "other theorists such as Shulamith Firestone
[whol were saying the opposite, that gender and
sexuality were separable, that sex could be set free
from the cld gender boundaries, that birth control
and the chance of ecomomic independence outside the
family were going to make a tremendous difference,
were going to change what being s woman is." (¥Women
Ao i P hind

But these writers are on shaky ground too, be-
cause the theorists they champion never really broke
with biclogical determinism in the first place. Hes—
ter Fisenstein cberves that the rightward shift in
radical feminism had its seeds in the '60s; the
"classical" authors emphasized sex difference as the
source of women's oppression. Firestone, for example,
pointed to the childbearing function and said that
only technology for producing test tube babies could
free women from their unequal status —— although she
claimed to have a materialist, not bioclogically
determined, theory.

Later the concept of "woman-identified woman"
became prevalent within radical feminism, meaning
that the distinet characteristics identified with
women (warm, nurturing, understanding, peace-loving,
etc.) should be accepted as a source of pride. By the
late "70s, biological determinism (or essentialism --
the notion that women are spiritually, not just bio-
logically, superior) had become the dominant current.
Fisenstein, herself a2 woman-identified feminist,
notes "three elements of continuity" throughout two
decades of radical feminism: "a divorce from Marxism
and the political left; a consistent emphasis on
psychology at the expense of econmomic factors; and a
false universalism that addresses itself to all wom-
en, with insufficient regard for differences of race,

class, and culture." (Contemporary Feminist Thought,)

Fisenstein's three points really amount to one:
11



" feminism's intrinsic hostility to Marxism. Radical
feminism didn't "divorce" itself from Marxism because
feminism was always counterposed to the Marxist view
that ‘women's liberation could only be realized
through the class struggle to overthrow capitalism.
While definitions of the various strands within
feminism can be debated, feminism as a whole calls
for an alliance of women based on their common
oppression across the class line. Radical feminism,
implying an analysis that women's oppression is at
the root of all oppression, sees all women as op-
pressed by a universal system of male domination --
"patriarchy" —— of which capitalism is only one form.
Liberal feminists tend to view women's oppression as
rooted in the denisl of bourgecis democratic rights,
and they believe these can be achieved under capital-
isme Socialist feminists hold that women's oppression
comes from both capitalism and patriarchy; they
attempt to reconcile secialist and radical feminist
thought.

Figenstein is one of several critical feminist
theorists who see the problem with rightward-moving
feminism but do not recognize its source in feminist
theory as a whole. Therein lies the paradox. Once one
starts with the notion that the root of woman's op-
pression is male domination -- that patriarchy is a
trans-historical fact embracing every form of society
— it is virtually impossible to bresk with the reac-
tionary biological determinist ideas that underpin
chawvinism and the oppression of women. Tf men have
dlways oppressed women, and if that oppression does—
n't change qualitatively with the introduction of

- class society or its eradication (feminists point to
"communist" societies as equally oppressive), then it
is either an immutsble fact of biology or am act of

God. The attempt to disavow biological determinism
can't succeed when it is based on sheer willpower.

Feminist theory is not just flawed thinking; it
is the product of a middle—class view of the world.
In the prosperity of the 1%0s, radical feminism was
marked by its extreme utopian nature. Demands like
"smash sexism'" and "abolish the family" abounded --
with absolutely no program that could win them. Since
feminists rejected Marxism and with it the one class
that actually has the power to revolutionize society,
their utopian maximalist rhetoric dissolved inevi-
tably into the most pragmatic minimalism. Tn faet,
because the reformist strategies of the %0s —-- above
all the overwhelming support of feminists for the
Democratic Party —- failed to bear ample fruit, a
fertile ground for cynicism was laid. The root of the
current feminist support for the thoroughly capitula-
tory Dworkin is the cynicism born of defeat.

Likewise sexual liberation, a goal closely linked
to the women's movement, has been a disappointment
for most women: it could not mean liberation from op-
pressive sex roles. Yet the anti-censorship feminists
generally refuse to acknowledge that the women's lib-
eration movement has really failed. Thus Ann Snitow
writes:
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"In spite of backlash and our own failures, the -
women's movement has made enduring changes in how
everyone thinks sbout women. Tnstead of recogniz-
ing that the new visibility of women's sexual vic-
timization is a great leap forward, some femin-
ists are drawing energy from the assertion that
women's situation is fast deteriorating. They
have, T believe, lost sight of the larger histori-
cal truth: the women of the nineteenth century
belonged to their husbands or fathers. Under such
conditions, wife beating and marital rape could
barely be conceived of as crimes. Our situation
is prafoundly different. Women are flooding into
public space. -.." (Women Against Censorship.)
¥ everything is pretty dandy for women despite a
little nasty "backlash," there is no need to reassess
fundamental strategy. Wo wonder these women are able
to lock on the bright side of pornography, weighing
evenly its sexist content against its facade of
rebellion against traditional mores. This attitude
sounds like the standard lecture by union hacks shout
all the "progress" the unions have made since the bad
old times of l4-hour days. Tt doesn't wash with
workers who know they're going downhill pow. In
response to the demagoguery of the Dworkins, such
words of reassurance -- generally accompanied by
calls to relaunch the fights for abortion rights, day
care centers, equal pay, etc. —— don't wash either

There's nothing wrong with such demands. But the
capitalist ruling class with its Pornography Commis-
sion and a myriad of other acts has sent the masses
of women a message which these feminists refuse to
heed: the system can no longer afford the democratic
reforms (never mind serious economic and social
gains) that would help the great majority of women.
If capitalism survives, the victories fought for so
bitterly in the past will continue to be overturned.
Remember that sbortion rights were first won in 1973,
and only four years later came the Hyde Amendment to
bar public funding for poor women. The joy of coming
out for gays — and of open assertion by women that
they were sexual beings of whatever preference --
lasted but an historical instant.

However, the failure of the movement to win true .
liberation should not blind us to the fact that the
struggle did bring sbout real accomplishments. That
shows that struggle against oppression is worthwhile,
that women can fight and win victories. But it is
another thing to use those victories to conceal, as
does Snitos, the fact that "women's situation is fast
deteriorating."” If the struggle does not transcend
the system 2all gains will be lost.

Socialist Feminists

The main split over the pornography question has
been within radical feminist circles. Liberal and
socidlist feminists, like the left, generally oppose
censorship. But because socislist feminists have the
added burden of trying to reconcile socialist and
radical feminist thought, their position is particu-



larly problematic. In the end, socialist feminists
inevitably capitulate to feminism, and their "social-
ism" goes out the window.

A case in point is Radical Women (RW), a social-
ist feminist organization affiliated with the Freedom
Socialist Party. RW rightly attacks the porn industry
for promoting miscgyny. But it accepts the radical
feminist notion that porn is somehow more dangerous
than other cultural images propagating anti-woman
beliefs and behavior.

"Porn appeals to the growing number of men al-
ready dehumanized by capitalism and deepens the
divisions between men and women, and between
races, through the use of stereotypes. The porn
industry leads the assault. The mainstream media
and advertising follow with their own slightly
watered—down images of anti-female violence."
(Guardian, March 21, 1984)

The singling out of sexually explicit expression
as opposed to all anti-woman material is a dangerous
aspect of the anti-porn campaign. Tt feeds directly
into the repressive ideology of the right. In fact,
there is no reason on earth to believe that the "the
porn industry leads the assault Yes, those who reap
profits from arranging to have women beaten in order
to sell photos are the scum of the earth. But what-
ever happened to the other hateful institutions of
capitalism? Religion and the family are all the more
insidious because they don't just reflect or accept
women's oppression, they sanctify it.

As well, the anti-porn campaign conducted by the
feminist leadership attempts to divert women from
understanding the role of the capitalist state in
keeping women down. By calling for court intervention
against pornography, it fosters dangerous illusions
that the bourgeois authorities can be allies of women
fighting oppression. RW ends up doing the same thing:

"Another not-so-legitimate objection to the
ordinance is the lack of positive proof estab-—
lishing pornography as a cause of sexual vio—
lence. Women know there is an intrinsic rela—
tionship between pornography and sexual viclence.
(For instance, last yvear's rape of a woman on a
Now Bedford pool table was preceded by a Hustler
magazine photo spread of a gang rape on a bar
pool table.) Proving this in a court of law,
however, is another thing.

"The.Minneapolis ordinance's civil rights
appreach to pornography, as distinguished from
older cbscenity and zoning laws, is a new one and
may well have some legal potential."

Women are justifiably outraged by misogynist por-—
nography, but that doesn't prove that it is the real
cause of sexual violence. The absence of proof is no
argument, and RW's arbitrary and subjective assertion
iz hardly the scientific method of Marxism. If porne-
graphy as a whole engenders viclence as RW "knows,"
then it is hard to resist enlisting the bourgeocis
state to crush it. And that is precisely what they do
in approving the civil rights approach, circumventing
the need to prove the connection.

Radical Women testified before the Meese Commis-
sion last fall. While it called the Commission a
"tool of the Reagan Administration” and denounced the
use of feminist concern to cut back women's gains and
impose censorship, they also advocated anti-pornogra-
phy legislation that would "guard against the attacks
on feminist gains, and guard the free speech so neces—
sary to protect and extend those gains." RW proposed
an amended version of the Dworkin approach that would
target only violent porn, protect the material of
gays and other sexual minorities amd incorporate
other safeguards. "Radical Women, quite clearly, is
proposing legislation that would specifically prevent
rightwing abuse," they say.

Really? This supposedly socialist organization
capitulates totally to the legalist fantasy of bour-
gedis feminism, whereby a law simply does what it
says it will do, independent of social forces. Worse,
it succumbs to the deadly illusion that the "right
wing" is some entity separate from the bourgeois
state, the latter being a neutrdl body to which women
and other cppressed groups can go for protection.

For 4ll its concern over right-wing reaction, RW
can't hide the fact that it holds the same position
on pornography as the right: fight it through censor-
ship by the capitalist state. The very fact that RW
and other feminists call for censorship only against
porn is also a concession to right-wing forces. Why
nat demand censorship of fimdamentalist and Catholic
propaganda against sbortion and birth control? That
suggestion would help show that they have nothing in
common with the right. But that kind of cemnsorship
the bourgecis state will never impose.

PW's Guardian article concludes that "Porn, a fit—
ting expression of the decay of LS. society, must be
chliterated alomg with its sociceconomic roots. But
it will not be obliterated by censorship. In this
regard it is similar to those bastions of sexist
oppression, religion and the family. The family is
one of the few hopes for ecomomic security and,
tegether with the church, the only place for love,
intimacy, and pleasure that the masses have under
capitalism —— women especially, who are doubly
oppressed by them People in general will not give up
on these things unless a real alternative exists.

Communism wvs. Feminism

A workers' state can begin to lay the material
basis for an alternative but it requires time. Reli-
gion and the bourgeois family will wither away; they
can not be "smashed" or cbliterated through legisla-
tion or fiat. Likewise, pornography is reactionary
and sexist, but men will not stop using it, or change
sexist behavior, because of moral dictates. As class
society disappears under the revolutionary worker-'
state and as the division of labor becomes trans-
formed, the cultural sexism rife among the masses can
be miccessfully fought and will disappear into the
garbage pail of history, where it belongs.

Any failure to stress the need to overthrow capi-
talism in order to achieve liberation is also a capi-
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tulation to backwardness. As communists we align ocur-
selves with the most oppressed sectors of society and
join in united actions with feminists and other re-
formers for defense against attacks on women and
gays But we state as well that only the socialist
revolution can provide a lasting defense and genuine
human liberation.

Feminists reject the centrality of the class
struggle and the fight against capitalism. The
cross—class alliance of all women they call for would
inevitably result in the domination by middle-class
interests. Having rejected the working class, the one
class that has the power to bring about necessary,
fundamental changes, even the best—intentioned fem-
inist must capitulate in one way or another to the
powers—that-be. That is why the "second wave" of
feminism has repeated the history of the first, in-
creasingly calling on the state for protection. The
19th century feminists, in fact, took much longer to
collapse into the reactionary "social purity" cam-
paigns; the early movement's longer span reflected an
ascending capitalism that could offer a lot more.

While working—class men.do not suffer the special
oppression of women, they too are exploited by capi-
talism Therein lies the basis for a common struggle
against this system, the only way out for the working
class as a whole Many men involved in revolutionary
struggle will recognize that their material interest
lies in the fight against the oppression of women.
The resl "privileges”" that capitalism affords working
class men are small compared to the value of the sex-
ual division of labor and sexual oppression for step-—
ping up exploitation and lowering the social wage.

Mo genuine communist, however, waits until after
the revolution to attack male chauvinism, nor do we
treat it as some quaint habit of the unenlightened.
To do so would keep politically conscious women from
the revclutionary cause. If communism did not mean
the triumph and liberation of all the oppressed it
would be a lie. To laugh off or to accept sexism
means to adapt to backward bourgeois consciousness.
The fact that sexism cannot be eliminated overnmight
is no reason to postpone the struggle against it, a
crucial aspect of the fight for socialism.

¥ particular imagery is used to whip up violence
g ainst women, blacks or other oppressed groups under
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capitalism, communists fight side by side with all
dllied forces to halt such efforts instead of relying
on the bourgecis state. Of course, smashing any parti-
cularly heinous material must be done under tactical
considerations as to the balance of forces, who is
aided, etr. Trashing even the most cbnoxious porn
stores in the context of today's growing reaction
could have reactionary consequences; the same act in
a period of rising workers' or women's struggles
could be a progressive blow.

Although there are feminists who oppose the an-
dlysis that porn is central to women's oppression,
orly the commumists explain the source of this oppres—
sion and how to get rid of it. One of the chief tasks
of a workers' state is to free women from domestic
labor through the collectivization of kitchen, laun-
dry, child care and other oppressive tasks and to
eradicate the sexual division of labor. The short-
lived Bolshevik reveolution in backward Russia made
more changes in women's lives than the entire history
of feminism. The reverssl of these gains under Stalin-
ism was an essential part of its counterrevolutionary
restoration of capitalism.

The experience of socislist revolution would al-
ready represent an enormous advance in consciousness
The great resources of the workers' state would be
used in the struggle against sexism in culture and
politics. For the first time women would have the
resources through their state to make their free
speech a reality. Tn contrast, the bourgeois-demo-
cratic right of free speech is largely a myth under
capitalisne Mppressed groups such as women do not
have the power and money to counter the "free speech"
of the capitalist media, which maligns and degrades
them daily.

A worker's state would have the weapon of censor-
ship & its disposal —— although it would generally
be a defensive weapon of last resort. If the same
sort of offensive imagery were being used against the
oppressed or to threaten the workers' state, the work-
ers could well use their state to ban it as a stopgap
measure. In that case the imagery is viewed for its
political centent; whether it is "art," "erotica," or
"pornography" neither protects nor condemns it. The
question of censorship would have to be weighed in
each case from the point of view of the defense of
the working class and the oppressed, unlike now.

Free speech is maintained by capitalism as a dis-
posable luxury, to be cast aside when property is en-
dangered. It must therefore be defended, but not to
create illusions that women and other oppressed sec-
tors can really have a say over the bourgeocis media

The revolutionary workers' state can empower
women; capitalism can omly enslave them. Tt would be
utopian to ponder what genuine sexual liberation will
lod: like:; we don't know. But we do know that when
people have the material basis for really free, non-
oppressive relations, they will begin to have them
Feminism, starting with promises that are impossible
under capitalism, can only end in despair. @



CanRussia Be Reformed?

continued from page T

tells a different story. Since coming to power in
March 1985, the new General Secretary of the Central
Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union,
has been proclaiming that the beleaguered Soviet eco-
nomy must be revamped." Our "prime task," he said at
the party congress last February, is "tojresolutely
reverse the unfavorable trends in the economy, to
restore its dynamism'' At first he called for a mere
"aeceleration” Then he used the term "reform,” later
"reconstruction.” Now he insists on nothing less than
a "revolution.

The USSR's economy has indeed lost its dynamism.
The long-term decline in growth rates has become
" especislly intense since 1970; relative to the West
and Japan, productivity is faltering in all the
Soviet-model economies. Since Khrushchev's day a
rumber of Stalinist states -- Yugoslavia, Hungary,
and most recently and spectacularly, China -- have
increasingly adopted capitalistic market methods in
the hope of escaping stagnation. Now it appears to be
the Soviets' turn. Moreover, Soviet theorists are no
longer using the formula "developed socialism," the
standard label for the USSR under Brezhnev. "Really
existing socialism™ is taking a harsher, more
realistie look at its real existence.

Gorbachev's "revolutionary” reforms have the back-
ing of economists of both Fast and West. Interesting-
ly, spokesmen on both sides, as we will see, agree
that Khrushchev's grandchildren can no longer afford
to Hve under "Marxism." This is surely a question
that Marxists have to investigate more closely.

The Siberian Solution

For background, consider the secret "Novosibirsk
Report” issued in 1983 in that Siberian city by amn
economics institute connected to the USSR Academy of
Sciences. Written by Academician Tatyana Zaslavskaya,
the report has cbviously become a blueprint of what
Gorbachev wants. And the institute's head, Abel Agan-—
begyan, an advocate of Western—style management tech-
mques, has been appointed Gorbachev's major econo-
mic adviser.

Zaslavskaya's main point was that
"The present system of production relations has
substantially fallen behind the level of develop-
ment of the productive forces. Tnstead of en-
abling their accelerated development, it is becom-
ing more and more of a brake on their progressive
advancement." (Sypvey, Spring 1984.)

These exact words could well have been written by

a revolutionary Marxist. Tndeed, they are a direct
echo of Marx's own theory:
"At a certain stage of their development, the
material forces of production come into conflict
with the existing relations of production ..

within which they had been at work before. From
forms of development of the forces of production
these relations turn into their fetters." (Pref-
aee to the Critigue of Political Feongmy.)
Zaslavskaya's terminology also harkens back to
Lenin, who showed that the productive relations have
actually become a brake on the development of the
productive forces of capitalism in its epoch of imper-
ialist decay. This is equally true of Soviet-style
statified capitalism, as we have argued in these

- W
Gorbachev’'s Marxism: To each according to his
profitability.

pages for over ten years. Few enough Western leftists
apree; for a high-ranking Soviet theorist to confirm
our analysis is unusual to say the least.

Zaslavskaya's Marxist verbiage, however, is fraud-
ulent. Tf taken seriously her comclusion would demand
a proletarian revolution as the only way out. Tt
would require the abolition of the existing mode of
productiom in the broad sense, the social-economic
system as a wholes Tn this spirit Marx continued the
passage cited above: "Then comes the period of social
revolution."

In contrast, Zaslavskaya meant "relations of
production” only in the narrowest sense of personnel
management relations —— how to discipline the work-
ers. Tn no way is she challenging the existing class
relations, of which she is a prime beneficiary. Thus
she goes on: "One outcome «. is the inability of
production relations to provide modes of conduct for
the workers in the socic—economic sphere that are
needed by society."

In the guise of blaming the system for the work-
ers' faults, Zaslavskaya is really blaming the work-
ers for the system's faults. She lists the following
problems: part—time effort, absenteeism, passivity
and disinterest in work, alecholism, even unspecified
"stoppages" (that is, strikes). Workers lack disci-
1plines She does exonerate the aristocracy of Soviet
labor, "the main nucleus of skilled workers," who,



ghe claims in her elitist fashion, "work honestly.'
Clearly her belief is that the great majority of
Soviet workers are giving the state less than an
honest day's work.

We can already see Zaslavskaya's major blind
spot. As cbservant as she is about the bureaucratic
mismanagement that is rife in the Soviet system, she
has nn conception of what makes proletarians tick.
That the problems she lists might just be a manifesta—
tion of the class struggle, the day in and day out re-
sistance that workers put up against the impositions
ad demands of their bosses, is unseen by our academi-
cian. Whether or not the bosses' demands are made in
the interest of efficiency, the workers fight back.
Tt is not dishomesty that makes them do it, but cap-
italist relations.

Why should the situation be as bad as she des-
cribes? Why can't the workers' lack of cooperation
with management, be controlled? Zaslavskaya recalls
the old days under Stalin, when workers were disci-
plined not only by a stromg police state but also by
concedled economic pressures:

"Although formally spesking there was no unemploy—-
ment in the country, in many areas and branches
there were hidden structural labor surpluses.
Fear of losing his job and difficulties in find-
ing a domicile hampered the workers's mobility
and firmly bound him to the enterprise. Migration
of the rural population to the towns was limited
by the inexistence of passports .. Therefore the
main body of workers did not have a choice be—
tween work and leisure: the majority strove to
work at full capacity ..."

But now things are different. Tn a June 1985
interview with Izvesgtia, she explained:

"The overall level of well-being in the country
has risen significantly, This has lessened the
economic necessity of working hard in order to
earn one's living. Many people have the opportuni—
ty to choose: if they want to, they dedicate them-—
selves to their work, and if they don't want to
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their participation in social production is very
limited." (C i iet P
So what is needed is more and better discipline,
order, regulation and control. The Novosibirsk report
uses dll these terms, saying nothing, naturally, of
workers' power as a mechanism for increasing workers'
"participation in social production." But it does not
leave the matter there. Discipline as it has hitherto
been spplied —— centralized orders from sbove —— does
not really work. Centralized regulation is igfiorant
of specifie, local conditions; arbitrary rules that
cbyiously don't apply are flouted both in letter and
in spirit; the proliferation of contradictory rules
gives malingerers the choice of which ones to cbey.

Bosses Undermine Discipline

&bove &ll, it turns out the bosses also underming
the economic discipline needed by the system. Here
Zaslavskaya is treading on treacherous ground. Where-
as under capitalism, she argues, the conflict between
productive forces and productive relations leads to
an intensified class struggle; under socialism, on
the other hand, well, there is of course nothing of
the kind yet things are pretty much the same. Citing
the prevailing view "developed in political economy
textbocks" that improvement of outmoded production
relations can take place "without social conflict,"
she carefully responds: "we must express doubt."

"The process of perfecting production relations
under socislism runs a more complicated course
than is commonly suggested, to the extent that
the reorganization of the existing system of pro-
duction relations is given over to social groups
that eccupy a somewhat more elevated position
within this system and accordingly are bound to
it through personal interest."

There are no privileged classes, of course, just
a few groups in "2 somewhat more elevated position
within this system" — who have the power, moreover,
to organize production in their own personal inter—
est, and if necessary even prevent the "perfection"
of the productive methods.

Dealing with this problem calls forth Zaslavska—
va's most ingenious efforts. The way to enforce eco-
nomic discipline on the workers, and at the same time
get around the cbstacles created by self-interested
bureaucrats, is to make discipline itself a matter of
workers' self-interests Tt should be regulated not by
distant officials but, on the one hand, by local man-
agers whose individual interests will in theory coin-
cide with the need to make their own enterprises work
productively; and, on the other, by the central state
planners who genuinely have the interests of all of
"socizlist society” at heart. The tools these layers
are to be given are called "economic methods of man-
agement” or incentives —— both carrots and sticks.

"It is in the interests of socialist society,
while regulating the key aspects of the socio—eco-
nomic activity of the workers, to leave them a
sufficiently wide margin of freedom of individual



behavior. Hence the necessity for directing behav—
ior itself, i.e., the subjective relationship of
the workers to their socio—economic activity.
Administrative methods of management [that is,
orders from Moscow] are powerless heres The man—
sgement of behavior can only be accomplished in
an cblique fashion, with the help of incentives
which would taske into account the economic and
social demands of the workers and channel their
interests in a direction which would be of bene-
fit to our society." i

(Zaslavekaya's prose is itself an illustration of
"management of behavior ... in an oblique fashion."
When she spesks of altering the behavior of her fel-
low "group"-mates in a "somewhat elevated position"
— the bosses —- her bureaucratic/academic jargon
gets a bit thick and indeed as oblique as that of her
labor relations counterparts in the West.)

‘Russia and Marxist Theory

What Zaslavskaya proposed concretely was 1) to
eliminate layers of intermediate bureaucrats in the
ministries and departments ("which patently suffer
from hypertrophy'), officials whose squabbling and
interference get in the way of efficient planning and
production; ard 2) to set up forms of economic in-
centives for workers. Tn her Jzyestig interview she
spelled this out, again paraphrasing Marx:

"First of all, most of [the forms] are in full ac-
cord with the economic laws of socialism. That's
the most important thing. When things are organ—
ized efficiently, people receive remuneration
according to their work. In the process, of
course, pay differentiation increases, as a rule.
But that is a direct and natural result of the
rising labor productivity of active people.”

All wrong. The formula "to each according to his
work,” based on Marx's analysis communist society in
his Critigue of the Cotha Progrgp, has nothing in com-
mon with increasing pay differentiation. For Marx it
required the revolutiomary abolition of money, wages,
classes and the other remnants of capitalism; it was
a preliminary step toward the full communist goal,
"to each according to his needs" "To each according
to his work" describes distribution under the lower
stage of communism (or socislism), a classless socie-
ty based on common ownership and collective produc-
tion, but where scarcity of material goods still
rules out distribution according to need. Here the
ultimate of bourgeois equality can be achieved: egual
amounts of lshor would yield workers equal amounts of
good s, with po differentiation or incentives.

Under a labor-commodity system, which the USSR
still is, the formula "to each according to his work"
means something entirely different. It is an essen—
tHal part of the law of value, a means for one class
controlling anothers The only thing "natural" about
Zaslavskaya's increasing pay differentiation is that
it naturally occurs in capitalism, under whose econo—
mic laws workers are compelled to compete against one

another for jobs in industries owned by the privi-
leged classes.

In mimicking Marx's words Zaslavskaya really
echoed Stalin's content of the early 1930s, when he
expunged the Bolsheviks' communist opposition to pri-
vilege. Marxism stands for the abolition of classes
as a replacement for the bourgeoisie's original goal
of equality. Stalinism, under the guise of disdaining
bourgecis aims, created a vast gap between privilege
and deprivation -- a necessary step for the counter—
revolutionary reestablishment of classes and of
capitalist relations. However, in recent years the
gap has narrowed, because of the resistance of Soviet
workers manifested in on-the—job resistance punctu-—
ated by important strikes —— and reinforced by the
proletarian upheavals in allied Fast Furope from the
19505 to today.

Thus the current reforms are aimed at restoring,
at least in part, a particularly anti-proletarian
aspect of the good cld days. The wiping out of past
working-class gains is the same process that is
taking place in the West for similar reasons but by
somewhat different methods. We can also note the
views of Vadim Zagladin, the representative of the
Soviet leadership at an Ttalian Communist Party
conference this year. Commenting on the link between
economic and political reforms, he said:

"We are not thinking of becoming social democrats
or of introducing the market economy, but we are
raising the problem of enabling each class to
make its voice heard clearly. ... We have given
greater autonomy to the unions, but the unien
organizations don't yet know how to use it." (In
These Times, October &)

Where Zaslavskaya only hints at the class nature
of Soviet society, Zagladin doesn't even bother to
cover it up. The working class needs a "voice," ob-
viously because it has no say in running society.
Like Western "quality of life" programs in the factor-
ies, giving workers some verbal safety valve is omly
an accompamiment to an overall crackdown on their
living standards and working conditions. Under both
systems some such outlet is necessary because workers
are central to production. The stick needs a carrot,
however minimal, lest the workers explode in a replay
of the Polish Interfactory Strike Committee movement
of 1980. Giving "autonomy" to the Soviet company
unicns is about the least that can be done.

Gorbachev's Reforms

In his first year in office, the new Communist
Party leader made his name through two campaigns. One
of these has been the dismissal of hundreds of high-
level officials, ranging from Brezhmev's cronies in
the Politburo to party and state leaders of national,
regional and local bodies. In theory he is carrying
out the Novosibirsk plan of eliminating unnecessary
and inefficient middle bureaucrats. Shortly after
taking office. "He called for expanding individual
enterprises' control over money and perquisites, in—



cluding some say over levels of pay, incentives and
bonuses. He dlso talked of expanding the state plan-
ning committee into a source of broad directives and
jdeas" (Mew York Times, June 14, 1985.) The change
from the sleepy standpattism of Brezhnev was so
sweeping that poet Andrei Voznesensky wrote:

"Rejoice rejoice, rejoice, rejoice at the new
spirit over the land!

Rejoice in the storm that is blewing away
those perched in exalted ranks!

Gorbachev, however, was not targeting only the
exalted. His most publicized effort has been the cam-
paign against alecholism in the workplace. The Soviet
system has been notoriously uninterested in the pro-
duction of consumer goods. (For a Marxist explanation
of this counter-preference, see Proletarian Revolu-
tion Nol4, pages 20-21.) The exception that proved
this rule had been vodka, the production of which has
lomg been a Soviet state monopoly bringing in great
profits. For this reason it was one of the few consum—
er products encouraged by the Soviet rulers, despite
its well known harmful effects, and has always been
plentifully available.

Drinking Discouraged

When Gerbachev took over as party leader, alcohol
consumption was drastically reduced. Supplies were
cut back, hours of sale reduced and prices hiked.
According to reports, Soviet economists had calculat—
ed that the cost to the state from industrial and
traffic accidents, worker absenteeism, disease, etc.
was about 40 billion rubles annually, more than the
revenue from vodka. So a capitalistic cost-benefit
caleulation —— not concern for workers' health and
safety — caused the policy shift. (Detente, Spring
1986, and Labour Focus on Fastern Furope, May 1986.)

Zaslavskaya's incentive wage schemes have also
been officially promulgated, although it is too early
to tell how deeply they have been carried out. Accord-
ing to the Soviet news agency Tass, echoing Zaslavska-
va echoing Stalin disterting Marx:

"The main aim is to enhance the entire pay sys-
tem, to create a direct dependence between the
amount and quality of work and pay, and to make
the growth of pay dependent on the increase of
labor productivity.

"The restructuring of the pay system is aimed
at insuring that the wages of each person are
strictly in accordance with the volume of his or
her contribution to national wealth." (New York
Times, September 2.)

Another Gorbachev policy has been to advocate
productivity mprovements in outmoded plants through
new technology. This is meant to overcome the long-
standing irbuilt Soviet tradition of introducing new
techniques only in newly constructed factories. This
method was forced on the system because industrial
managers and construction firms resisted any change
in the processes they tan that might temporarily re-
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duce their assigned ("planned") output and therefore
their expected bonuses. However, so far this Gorba-
chev goal has not tsken effect; the only improvement
in productivity has come through increased pressure
on the workers. Tn a heavily publicized speech in
Vladivostok in August Gorbachev himself complained,
"A qualitative change that would really consoli-
date the trend for accelerated growth has not yet
taken place. = Tt is inadmissible to give in to
the difficulties and to the resistance of those
accustomed to drifting by their own momentum and
working in the old manner." (New York Times, Aug-
ust 4J
Soviet agriculture has been a notoriously stag-
nant sector since Stalin's violent destruction of the
private peasantry in the early 1930s. Among his pro-
posals, therefore, Gorbachev has included a "tax in
kind" for collective farmers along the lines of Len-
in's New Fconomic Policy of the 1920s. Through this
the farmers can sell on the market all produce above
a certain amount gaing to the state. Of course, when
Lenin made his move the Soviet Union was a workers'
state, so it was possible that the strengthened mar-
ket could still be controlled by and for the workers.
Gorbachev is reportedly also interested in study-
ing the reforms of the Czarist minister Stolypin,
whose policy was to bolster the regime by creating a
strong class of capitalist peasants. His revival of
NFP is tsken by some as a hint of a general twin to a
free market along Western lines. But he hasn't gone
this far —— and he can't, as we will see.

Foreign Trade Demonopolized

Very recently, the USSR has made a remarkable
opening in the sphere of foreign trade toward the
world capitalist market. Tt reduced its cil exports,
crucial for cbtaining Western currency, in order to
avoid undercutting OPFC's oligopolistic but decreas—
ingly effective price controls; it has offered to
join GATT, the capitalist trading group; it paid up
ancient Czarist debts that had been repudiated om
principle by the revolutionary Bolsheviks;, and it has
called for joint production arrangements with Western
firms interested in operating in the USSR

Most startling of all, it was announced in late
September that 20 ministries and 70 large industrial
firme will soon have the right to trade directly with
foreign enterprises — thus in effect cancelling the
state—centralized monopoly of foreign trade that has
been in effect since Lenin. Mwer the years this mono-
poly has served opposite ends. Under workers' revolu-
tion, its purpose was to allow the backward Soviet
economy to control its own internal development, with
a minimum of external capitalist pressure. Only that
way could it hold out until the world revolution top-
pled imperialisme

But since Stalin's counterrevolution the momopoly
has served only Russian nationalism. The ruling upper
bureaucracy has tried to construct an autarkic econo-
my — a utopian "capitalism in one country." As with




dl protectionist schemes, this project aims to ex-
pand the national, state-owned capital at the expense
of the workers as well as to fend off rivals abroad.
The consequence for the USSR has been disastrous:
overprotected Soviet enterprises now prove incapable
of competing productively with the West. Gorbachev's
partial opening is an attempt to force internal re-
forms upon the reluctant wings of the bureaucracy,
whose resistance is inereasingly being made public by
both sides.

Bourgeois Interpretations

Basically there are two bourgeois." attitudes
towards the reform campaign. One says that it means
nothing. Nothing ever changes for the good behind the
Tron Curtain; totslitarianism by definition can't be
reformed; you are a communist dupe for thinking so;
and beeides, the Soviet economy, especially its mili-
tary, is growing by leaps and bounds so we all have
to sacrifice our living standards to profits in order
to induce patriotic businessmen to rev up the U.S.'s

economists recognize these needs, because they too
have come to understand that the law of value is no
way to set prices.

With the latter point Marxists would certainly
agrees Marx expounded the law of value in order to
trace the development and decay of capitalism, which
it does with respect to both traditional and stati-
fied variants. Tt is not a device for telling a cap-
italist or bureauerat what prices to set. Moreover,
capitalist firms do not set prices according to mar-
ginal utility either; this is really an ideoclogical
justification for bourgeois inequality in the guise
of a theory that claims to explain prices.

In both Fast and West prices are determined by
much the same formula: cost plus mark-up for profit.
In the West profit is based on what you think the
market will bear; in the Fast official profit is set
by decrees The main difference is that in the West,
because of its fewer restrictions on competition,
costs are a better approximation to the true cost of
a commodity in lsbor hours; there is less arbitrari-
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Soviet banners proclaim: “We will fulfill the 1985 plan and successfully complete the
11th Five-Year Plan,’ and ‘Under the banner of Lenin, under the leadership of the
Communist Party.’ In fact, under the banner of Stalinism planning has meant more
empty propaganda than real production.

glackening economy, discipline lagpard workers, and
build weapons. That's the same line that calls the
Moscow manifesto a Eremlin fabrication.

There are also those who say the reforms mean
something but not much, because the only real solu-
tion to the USSR's economic crisis would be to model
itself after the West; partial steps won't do. Only a
fully free market will suffice. The reasons given
are: 1) that real incentives are needed, not just
bonuses allocated from asbove but genuine profits that
automatically reward success; 2) an accurate price
gystem is equally essential, one based on marginal
utility theory. The argument goes that even Soviet

ness than in the Fast.

The Rastern concept has nothing to do with Marx's
understanding of the law of wvalue, which figures the
value embodied in a commodity on the labor time
socially pecessary for its current production, not on
what a firm or industry may actually have spent under
wasteful and obsolete conditions. But that doesn't
prevent our experts from asserting the opposite. Here
is one typically uninformed interpretation:

"Price-setting in the USSR derives from Marx's
labor theory of value, with prices determined om
the basis of lshor expenditure (direct and indi-
rect) going into a given product rather than from
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some calculation of its quality and utility. Tt
makes badly operating enterprises look good, and
it justifies excessive expenditure of resources.
Such mnppruuch acts as a barrier to technologi-
cal progress. (Boris Rumer, "Realities of Gorba-
chev's Fconomic Program,” Problems of Communism,
May—June 19860
In the ssme article, Rumer quotes Soviet econo-
mists who also claim that the Soviet "law of costs"
as the basis for pricing is derived from Marx. Howev-
er, if any of these experts had read even as far as
the fourth or fifth page of Marx's Capitsl they would
have had to invent a different lie. "Some people
might think that if the value of a commodity is deter-
mined by the quantity of labor spent on it, the more
idle and ungkillful the laborer, the more valuable
would his commodity be, because more time would be
required in its production." And then follows Marx's
explanation of socially necessary labor time.

Their differences apart, Fastern and Western aca-
demics sgree on the principle that anything, however
foreign to Marx's thought or however much he may have
ingisted on the exact opposite, can be ascribed to
Marx —= as long as it discredits Marxism as a scienti-
fic theory. "Socialism" amid misery and "value" based
on backwardness are only the most common such lies.

Gorbachev vs. Reality

Whatever the misrepresentations by bourgeois prop-
agandists, they do share the triumphant feeling that
the Soviet suthorities are being forced to transform
their economic system to make it more like the West.
The Soviets, of course, deny any such thing.

A Soviet comparative view of the two systems
would argue that although the Western system doesn't
encourage cbsolete enterprises to proliferate, this
"efficiency" has grave consequences. Backward steel
plants in the WS, are shut down because they're un-
prcfitable (due to the competition from super—exploi-
tation of workers in countries like South Korea,
etcd; but then America is short of steel, so hous—
ing, highways, railroads and industry decay and unem-
ployment skyrockets. What a tremendous waste of re-
sources! We, on the other hand, have no wasted lives
through unemployment, crime stemming from desperation
for money, etc. We have no wish to emulate you. And
despite our old-fashioned technique, we are the
world's greatest steel producers.

The last point is true, but it is also true that
the USSR produces so much steel because so much of it
is wasted through overuse, lack of use and poor qual-
ity. Thus Soviet steel doesn't get to housing and
other consumer uses either. As for unemployment,
there may only minuscule amounts in Russia due to
overmanning in the factories, but there is plenty in
China and Yugoslavia under the same system. There was
none in Nazi Germany either; up to a point it's a
matter of choice of what methods the ruling classes
uge to police the workers. The Soviet bureaucracy is
openly drocling for it today. Fear of the workers'
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response is more of a consideration for the Soviet
rulers than for the Chinese. The example of Foland
still sits on Russia's doorstep.

What the Fastern and Western varisnts of modern
capitslism have in common is the organization of the
economy into separate capitals. In the West the capi-
tals are relatively independent of their specific
location or use—values they are invested in; they can
pack up and move after a period of time, or invest
elsewhere This "freedom" is symbolized by the stock
market, through which capitalists take out shares in
each others' capitals.

East vs. West

In contrast, in the Fast the capital belonging to
the various enterprises is tied to specific plants
and machinery: fixed capital is fixed, not only in
the technical sense that it doesn't circulate, but
dlso in its ownership. Hence there is institutional
resistance to the sbandomnment or destruction of any
existing machinery or plant; some baronial bureau-
crat's fiefdom is always at stake. And since power
over the enterprises is exercised in hierarchical
fashion —— firms are subject to ministerial and re-
gional authorities, which in turn are subordinated to
the national center —- there are autocrats at all
levels interested in defending each fiefdom.

This is the system created by Stalin in the
1930s; its aim was to build up the nation by tying
each bureaucrat to some specific capital, either
locally or further up the hierarchy. It was a
necessary step in separating the privileged
bureaucracy from its original base in the working
class, and therefore in ultimately wresting state
power from the proletariat. Its principle, the
maximization of the national capital, means the
conservation of every last molecule of wvalue. This
parochial protectionism inheres as well in each
separate part of the economy. Wo wonder the barons
are continually at odds with the kings and the klngs
are at odds with each other.

In the West, each capital seeks to maximize its
value independently and at the expense of all others
— and uses its mobility to do so. Hence the perma-
nent anarchy, periodic crises and imperialist profit-
eering that characterizes traditional capitalism. Tn
the Fast each ted—-down capital also seeks to maxi-
mize its value and is likewise perfectly happy to let
the others go to the devil. Hence the unconcern for
quality of output and disdain for consumer needs —-
ad therefore the stagnant overall growth -- that typ-
ify Staliniem. The ultimate sbsurdity is the competi-
tien and even shooting warfare that breaks out among
the "comrades" of different national persuasions.

In both Fast and West, surplus value is extracted
by exploiting proletarian labor, and bosses are re-
warded by how well they do this. Hence bosses' inter-
ests are always sectoral, tied either to some speci-
fic capital or fraction in the West or to some local
enterprise or grouping in the Fast. Tn neither vari-



ant is there a force to press for overall social
well-being, not even the well-being of the bosses as
a whole. Not only is there gross class differentia-
tion, but dlso intense competition among the bosses
and systemic crises.

The real need for the Gorbachev reforms, the
widening of the gaps between and within the classes,
arises from the worldwide crisis of capitalism. The
vorkers have to be compelled to produce more with
little more reward, or none. Unemployment, growing in
the West, is now demanded in the Fast. Tn the Soviet
system where the crisis is deeper, the workers are
all the more dangerous. Bath more deprived; of modern
commodities and more concentrated in large factories
and workplaces, they are a powerful, explosive force.
That is why "democracy" is impossible, despite the
Moscow manifesto and the hopes of Western liberals.
Gorbachev's incentives are aimed at getting each
bureaucratic baron to crack down on his workers with-
aut triggering a national movement in response as in
_ Poland.

On the surface, Gorbachev's reforms are directed
against the waste in the Stalinist econmemy that re-
sults from its nationmalist, baronial nature —- but
they are not at all intended to overthrow this sec-
toralist structure. Tn China, where the reforms have
dlrealy gone much further, stock market trading has
been introduced in order to allow enterprises to in-
vest spare capital and thereby to transfer financial
backing to profitable firms —— not to raise individu-

Healyism Dies, Its

A year ago the Workers Revolutionary Party (WRP)
of Great Britain blew apart, along with the "Tnterna-
tional Committee of the Fourth Tnternational” (TC) it
dominated. The explosion of the organization ruled
for decades by Gerry Wealy was accompanied by sensa-
tionalist charges inveolving sex, thuggery and theft.
But Healyism was scandalous not only in death. During
its life it had brought shame to the banner of Trot-
gevism which it falsely claimed as its own. Moreover,
the roots have not been destroyed: Hesly's corruption
was only a grotesque and criminal outgrowth of poli-
tics which at the basic level are held in common

throughout the entire left socialistic "family."

The WRP had been a relatively influential group.
These days a thousand members counts as a major force
on the left; and a daily newspaper, no matter how dub-
ious its value, is hanlly a commonplace achievement
even for fake Trotskyists. Many fine young workers
hal joined the WRP geeking not the cynicism they met
but leadership for the proletarian socialist revolu-
tion. Tndeed, at significant stages in its history
Healyism had styled itself as the left wing of
Tratskyism in combat against political opportunism.

Rowever, for years life with Healy featured the
beating up of dissidents and members who scught to
leave the group, as well as violence and slander

al entrepreneurs (who flourish on a small scale) to
the commanding economic heights. Likewise, the less
far-reaching Soviet reforms, both disciplinary and
restructuring, have strengthened certain sections of
the bureaucracy at the expense of others —— but
buresucratic rule survives intact.

Mevertheless, it is indicative that 21l the re-
forms of "socislist" society lean in the direction of
traditional capitalism So much so that all the essen-
tial criteria that would-be Marxist analysts have set
up to distinguish these allegedly proletarian states
from capitalism —- centralized planning, state owner-—
ship, the monopoly of foreign trade —- have been
abandoned. The theoretical point is this: a system
that can reform itself into a variant of capitalism
without a viclent counterrevolution must have been a
variant of capitalism to begin with.

Mo possible solution to the problems of capital-
ism in its epoch of decay can be found by reforming
one variant in the direction of the other. Substan-—
tive change is possible only through the agency of
the working class, the one class in capitalist socie-
ty which has no fundamental local or sectoral inter-
ests. After an internationalist proletarian revolu-
tion the key to economics will be genuine equality
and centralization, so that the interests of the
workers as a whole are paramount. This is an outcome
hateful to capitalists of every denomination: Western
bourgeois, bureaucratic reformers and their Stalinist
opponents alike. But it is the only way out. B

Roots Live

against political opponents. Notable were the savage
attack in 1966 on Frnie Tate, an activist for the
rival "United Secretariat of the Fourth Tnternation-
al" and the CTA-baiting of Tim Wohlforth, once
Healy's lickspittle leader of the Workers League
(WL), the WRP's American colony. Joseph Hansen, until
his death the leading theoretician of the U.S.
Socialist Workers Party (SWP), was continually
smeared as both a tool of the FBT and an accomplice
of the GPU implicated in the murder of Trotsky.

There is worses According to Healy's former hench-
men in the TC, it is highly likely that the TC did
more than applaud the killing of 21 Communist Party
members by the Tragi regime in 1979 There is strong
evidence that it fingered CPers for their bourgeois
executioners, and there are believable claims that
money was paid for this service. Additional evidence
has also emerged reinforcing the widespread belief
that the WRP financed its daily press with the help
of Libya's ail-based treasury, at the price of ser-
vile prettifying of Qaddafi's anti-communist, anti-
proletarian Tslamic "people's" revolution.

Mn top of his corruption, Healy's hypocrisy was
truly stupifying. To illustrate: in 1973 Sy Landy,
now National Secretary of the LRP, met Healy in
Lordon. During the course of a long monologue Healy
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mentioned that he had differences with Wohlforth --
and then remarked with a knowing air that such dis—
pute's often led to a parting of the ways. At the time
Corrale Landy was merely tsken aback that Wealy would
speak of internal matters before a political oppo-

Healy, Banda, Slaughter —
bureaucratic blcw-au’g,

before the

nent. Later, when- Wohlforth was expelled because of
his purported contact with the CTA, it became chvious
that the charge was a deliberate fabrication meant to
permanently discredit an out-of-favor lackey.

Mo one will pity Healy for his expulsion from the
party to which he devoted his energies. But it is
equally difficult to weep for the lieutenants and hit-
men who helped bring him dowm and who now, dressed in
the raiment of victims and heroes, attempt to salvage
the shards of the WRP and TC, Prominent among Healy's
courtiers were Mike Banda, the executioner—-in-chief;
Cliff Slaughter, resident intellectual high priest;
and Vanessa Redgrave, who played the role of crown
jewel. The WRP explosion resulted from a coup started
by Banda, who sought, with the aid of Slaughter, to
forcibly retire the 73-year-old emperor.

Healy was accused of sexually exploiting 26 women
comrades over the years; the bourgecis press feasted
on headlines about reds and beds. Internally, power
plays and counterplays were launched from these charg-
es until the party shattered. Then the splits split;
court suits followed; and Wealy faded from sight,
leaving his minority fragment in the hands of Red-
grave and friends David WNorth, Healy's post-Wohl-
forth flunky-in-charge at the American WL, grabbed a
chunk of the flotsam for his very own. Banda also
abandoned ship, so now Slaughter stands alone at the
helm of a rudderless, disintegrating wreck. Tt is
this group which comtains not only the best cadres
but also the most promising political ferment.

Healyite Pragmatism

How could such cynical eorruption oceur within a
movement nominally committed to communism? The answer
most often given by leftist commentators on the WRP/
TC gplit is that Healyism was a cult. This is the
conclusion, for example, of two U.S. groups which
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have had ties to Healy and are infected with the same
cynicism, the SWP and the Spartacist League. But
while Healyism was indeed a cult, that alone explains
nothing. There are many cults in the world tod ay; few
call themselves Trotskyist.

Today's leftist cults, naturally, are dominated
by authoritarian and frequently charismatic leaders.
But they are also bureagucratic in nature. Healy's
provides a case study.

There has been a general trend toward bureaucra-
tism in organization and outlodk within the far left.
The number of splits on the left in which (aside from
political differences) pelievable charges of bureau-
cratic behavior have been raised is enormous. Our own
experience in being thrown out of the Revolutionary
Socialist League in 1976 was not untypical: not only i
was the expulsion handled brutally and undemocratic-
ally, but gll the members of the leading committees
that expelled us were paid apparatchiks of the “SI-.:|

The Healy variant of bureaucratism was different
from others in its depth and forms. Healy's WRP was a
blowfish party: wrapped in its daily newspaper, it
puffed itself up to lock impressive enough to rival
the larger Communist Party and even the Labour Party.
Thus in the talk with Comrade Landy cited above,
Healy mused over a policy of James P. Cannon, the
American Trotskyist pioneer, who used party money to
furd organizers. Why not instead raid Fleet Street
for professional journalists, as Healy did? Hadn't
Lenin, after all, said that the party must organize
itself through its press?

Lenin, of course, hal meant that the party press,
expressing the program and ideas of the party based
on truthful analysis and the actual material inter-
ests of the proletariat, would help erganize a struec-—
ture and guide the workers to Marxist consciousness.
For Healy, in contrast, the party aimed to "inter-
sect" with the workers' movement through journalistic
crisis—mongering. Warangued daily about the final
crisis of capitalism, the workers were to be whipped
up to provide the party with its battering ram.

This attitude toward workers mirrored the inter-
nal relastion between members and leaders. No Healyite
publication was complete without its lesson on the
virtues of dislectical materialism as counterposed to
empiricism and pragmatism. Not designed to educate
either genuinely interested workers or even cadres,
these articles were the Holy Writ of a doctrine un-
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fathomable to ordinary folk and interpretable only by
certified experts. So too the leadership became the
sole judges of "security"; without their vigilance,
devils from the CTA, FRT and KGB would seduce and
destroy the workers' movement. Thus a fake "dialec-
tieal materialism" was put to work for the most prag-
matic of purposes: the care and feeding of the party
bureaucracy.

Left Bureaucratism

Bureaucratism has a history. The takeover of the
Soviet workers' revolution by the Stalinist apparatus
led to defeats for revolutions abroad ih the 1920s
and "0s as well as the bureaucratization of the Com-—
mumst Tnternational. Later the counterrevolution was
victorious. Contrary to Trotsky's analysis that the
USSR on the eve of World War TT was a highly contra-

dictory degenerating workers' state, Stalinism turned
out to be strong encugh to play a major role in the
defeat of worlcers' revolutions at the end of the war.
This enabled a collapsing world capitalism to regener-—
ate itself under the hegemony of the T.S. empire.
Tts new lease on life granted imperialism an un-
precedented pericd of prosperity. Accompanying this
prosperity bubble was the expansion everywhere of the
"iew middle classes™: state bureaucrats, private pro-
fessionals, managerial functionaries, trade union and
party staffers, academics, literati and other membhers
of the intelligentsia. Likewise the labor aristocracy
expanded within the working class, providing a stable
base for the umion buresucracy. An influx of leftists
from the intelligentsia and the aristocracy (especial-

Iy but not solely its white-collar segment) allowed
left party and other organizational bureaucracies to
flourish as well. Bureaueratism, including bureaucrat-—
ic cultism, nat enly expanded within social democracy
and Stalinism but infected the far left as well. Tt
has its roots in the defeats suffered by the working
class and the growth of the new middle strata.
Middle-class leftists, themselves rooted in the
bureaucratic expansion, overlodt such material expla-
nations. They prefer theories of power-mad, devilish
conspirators, net oly to aceount for Reaganism and
other varieties of bourgeois criminality, but also to
analyze each other. The gamut runs from the Healyites
with their secret—police plots to the more staid and
respongible anti-cultists. Good guys are defined by
their sincerity in cajoling or ctherwise maneuvering
the benighted workers into action. Bad guys are la-
beled cultists, agents and madmen. Tn this scenario
the workers, given their lack of reveolutionary con-
sciousness, are not seen as real actors on the stage.

The Lost Fourth International

Healy's cynicism towards the proletariat and its
capacity to generate revolutionary class conscious—
ness out of its own struggles was not an individual
gherration, nor was it confined to his tendency. Tt
was only one variant of the general trend among Trot-
sky's epigones after the world war. The multitude of
"Fourth Tnternationals”" today should not blind us to
the fact that gll the warring factions had in common
a rejection of proletarian leadership in the struggle
for revolution.

The difference between today's pseudo—Bolsheviks
and the party whose heritage they claim is all too
apparent. As Russian Bolshevism developed through all
its comtradietions, Lenin sloughed off the vestiges
of the petty-bourgeois politics the movement had
learned from its international leader, Kautsky. In-
stead of attributing revolutionary consciousness to
the intelligentsia (a view still commonly attributed
to Lenin), the Bolsheviks increasingly understood
that the party and its leadership were products of
the workers' experience itself (see Proletarian Rev-
duton Mo 23, page 6

The Bolsheviks stressed their program's interna-
tional character, as opposed to bourgeois national-
ism, and the independence of their party, as a re-
flection of the proletariat's class independence.
Later the Bolshevik-Leninist faction led by Trotsky
was likewise based upon internatiomalism in its
struggle against Stalinism's counterrevolutionary
conception of "socialism in one country." And so
central was the matter of the vanguard party's inde-
pendence that it was made the first principle of the
Internatiomal Left Opposition when it was founded.
Hatred of class collaborationism and the popular
fronts based upon it was a hallmark of the Fourth
International (FI) from the start.

Mevertheless, in the 1990s when workers reacted
ap gingt fascism and capitalist depression by stream-
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ing into the mass reformist parties, Trotsky advocat-
ed a policy of "entrism" into these parties as a tac-
tic for reaching the advanced workers. He pointed out
the dangers in such a move: staying too long, or aban-—
doning a clear oppositional role, would mean capitula-
tion to the left-reformist and centrist forces within
the socidl democracy who would inevitshly betray the
left-moving workers they led. Trotsky's short-term
entry tactic was designed to put forward an honest
and open program in order to bresk the working class
from its social-chauvinist misleadership. In several
key countries the Trotskyists did sueceed in winning
mmbers of advanced workers to their ranks and re-es—
tablishing their revolutionary poles. The principles
of internationalism and class independence were kept.
Tn the post-=war period Trotsky's followers moved
mvay from these principles. The defeat of the workers
throughout Furope, largely engendered by Stalinism,
took a heavy toll of the already war-weskened Fourth
Tnternational. The FT's confidence in the workers
ehbed, and the process of adaptation to petty-bour-
geois forces accelerated, especially after capitalist
prosperity achieved its Tndian Summer. Tnce a demo—
cratic centralist body, the Tnternational degenerated
into a collection of national groupings (often with
more than one per country), each giving its main con-
cern to its own work. The large social democratic and
Stalinist parties loocked ever more attractive.

Ar first the FT, despite its outdated theory of
Russia as a degenerated workers' state, was still
able to produce a Marxist analysis of events that
meshed with reality. When the Russian Army occupied
Fastern Furope, the Tnternational concluded correctly
that state capitalist societies had been set up by
the Stalinists. By the late 1940s, however, led by
Michel Pablo and Frnest Mandel, it retrospectively
decided that Tito had led a genuine proletarian revo-
lution in Yugoslavia; it even asked the Yugoslav Com-
mumist Party to join its ranks. This particular adap-
tation to Stalinism cooled when Tito supported West-
ern imperialism in the Korean War; but their disap-
pointment did not prevent them from inventing further
"deformed" workers' states in Fastern Furope, and
later in China, Vietnam and Cuba.

A "third camp" current of epigones, founded by
Max Shachtman in the W8, and Tony Cliff in Britain,
was sble to refrain from admiring the Stalinist coun-
terrevolutions. Put under the guise of "rank and fil-
isn" (reflecting in reality the labor aristocracy's
sectoralist backwardness), they, like the Pabloites,
adapted to reformist politicians and bureaucrats.

Pablo & Cew also began advocating "entrism sui
generis” (of its own kind) into the reformist par-—
ties. Unlike Trotsky's, this was not a short-term
tactic but a long-term strategy, and it meant not
oppositional work but cooperation with the "progres-
sive" leftish leaders within both social democratic
and Stalinist parties. By 1952 the centrist degene-
ration became irretrievable when the strong Bolivian
section, with the Tnternational's agreement, support—
24

ed the left bourgeois nationalists in that country
and thereby betrayed a living revolution. All the
major wings that were soon to emerge share the guilt.
Ag for Healy, in 1953 he and others split from
the majority under Pablo and Mandel. But the break
was not over fundamentals. For example, he adopted
the Pabloite conception of "deformed workers' states"
although he cbjected to calling the parties that crea-
ted such states "Stalinist." He came to disagree with
Pablo's entrism policy, declaring it a "tailist" capi-
tulation to reformism, Stalinism and "third world"
nationalism that would inevitably liquidate the
independence of the revolutionary parties. Tn this he
was right, but he did not perceive that defining the
East European and Chinese revolutions as "socialist"
(he quirkily drew the line at Cuba) doomed the
perspective of an independent workers' revolution and
therefore of the need for an independent party.

Together with the Cannon-led SWP in the United
States, the Lambertists in France and several smaller
alherents, the Healyites created the "TInternational
Committee of the Fourth Tnternational” in order to
prevent Pablo from interfering with their national
organizations and tactics. This was a nationalist
schism, nat a revolutionary one; the dispute was not
over tailism but over which tail to grab. Lambert
chose the social democracy over the Pabloites' French
CP, the Cannonites soon became enamored of the middle-
class Stalinoid milieu in the U.S. Healy himself had
a history of entrism into the Labour Party and a
close alliance with the left reform leadership of An-
eurin Bevan; he even served in Bevan's "brain trust."

The collapse of Bevanism in the mid-1%0s brought
Pedlyism out of its entry and into an independent
existence. This modified its form but not its cen-
trisme Tn fact, Healy's blowfish effect and organi-
zational sectarianism were all the more necessary
over the years for maintaining independence: how else
defend organizational boundaries when the political
differences with left reformism were insufficient?
Like much of the British left the Healyites. have
tailed the Labour Party and left unionists like
Arthur Scargill (whose capitulatory course during the
great British miners' strike of 1984-85 they, like
the other centrists, shamelessly cheered). Healy's
particular distinction was to anoint Traq's Saddam
Hussein, Libya's Qaddafi and Tran's Ehomeini as
gemuine progressives, with the treacherous consequen-
ces already mentioned. However, in a milieu where
marry embraced Pol Pot's murderous Cambodian state as
proletarian, Healy's favorites are not even especial-
ly bizarre.

The TC had always been a non—aggression pact be-
tween national sections that were (justifiably) mis-
trustful of each other as well as their Mandelite
rivals. Tn time the Cannonites and Lambertists desert-
ed, and Healy became the sole proprietor of his rag-
tag empire. He did not so much degenerate from the
original politics shared with all the rest as consum-
mate them Today the fragments of the WRP are no lomg-



er able to maintain the illusion of competing head-to-
head with Labour. Many drift back into that swamp in
order to bolster Bevan's lineal descendant, Anthony
Vedgwood Benn. There they join forces with the pano-
ply of other fraudulent Fourth Tnternationalists: Man-
delites, Grantites, Matgamnaites, etc. ad nauseam.

Tt is no accident that all these forces are
drifting deeper into the camps of social democracy,
Stalinism and bourgeocis nationalism. The conscious
catastrophe-mongering of the Healyites should not
deter us from recognizing that world capitalism is
suffering a crisis from which there willjbe no re-
bound without a smashing defeat of the proletariat.
One consequence is the disintegration of the middle
classes and the labor aristocracy, who flourished as
never before during the post-war prosperity bubble.
The blows against these layers as well as the labor-
ing masses have punctured illusions that democracy,
egalitarianism and natiomal independence can flourish
.under capitalism. As societies polarize along class
lines, many intermediaste elements yearn for the res-
toration of the old illusions and drift to the right,
towards the capitalist pole of power.

The working class too is beginning to stir once

again, preparing in practice the revolutionary alter—
native. And as the bulk of the middle—class and labor-
aristocratic left is pulled rightward, loyalty to the
proletariat pulls other sections to the left. No won-—
der that in the wake of the British miners' strike,
as a consequence of both its proletarian potential
and its bureaucratic betrayal, a few gusts of wind
blew Healy's little empire to shreds.

The WRP will not be the last bureaucratic cen-
trist cutfit to crack apart between the rightward
impulsion of amxious petty-bourgeois strata and the
impending workers' eruption. The whole centrist net-
work will polarize. There is serious ferment within
the Healyite milieu, with many attempting to find out
what went wrong and what is now to be done. Despite
the repulsiveness of the past, there are cadres seek-
ing a way out of cynicism and towsrds communism Two
things are necessary: one is to move the discussion
onto fundamentals, not just peripheral questions.

The other is a new seismic explosion of the work-
ing class. This coming renewal will extract genuine
revolutionists from the cynical "vanguards" of petty-
bourgeois decay like that of Gerry Healy. m

More Spartacist Thuggery

At a September 19 Spartacist League public forum
in Berkeley, Califormia, several members of another
left organization, the Bolshevik Tendency, were
assaulted and beaten by SL goons. This is hardly the
first time that the Spartacists have used unprovoked
viclence against other working-class organizations
(for example, see Sociglist Voice No.14). It is a con-
temptible and cowardly policy by an outfit that finds
itself increasingly unable to distinguish its alleged-
Iy Trotskyist politics from Stalinist thuggery.

The BTers were attacked as they were leaving the
meeting room under protest right after the forum was
officially over. According to the 5L's "democratic"
regulation, groups it doesn't like have to absent
themselves from the informal discussion that normally
follows any public event. The SL's own account (Work-
exg Vanguard, September 26) admits that the BT's "pro-
vocation" occurred only while SLers were "ushering
them out" — a modest euphemism for the manhandiing
the SL traditionally employs (when it has a clear
mumerical advantage) against those whose political
arguments it prefers not to hear.

The Spartacist account is remarkably vague about
the details of the fight. But more detailed reports
by beth the BT and the San Francisco-based "Left
Trotskyist Tendency" show that the SLers kept up the
assault even after all their opponents were out of
the meeting room As well, the SL's charge that the
BT was to blame for the arrival of the college police
sfter the fight is a smokescreen. The Spartacists
started the pushing and shoving, escalated it deli-

berately into a brawl —— and so bear full responsi-
bility for the cops, who were summoned by another
group meeting across the hall
We have our own experience of Spartacist cop
baiting. At a Wew York SL forum in July 1985, their
guest spesker accused one of our supporters present,
who had spoken critically of the SL, of being a
police "plant." The Spartacists allowed this slander
to pass unchallenged, and their goon squad "ushers"
prevented our comrade from replying afterwards. The
slander was printed in the July 26, 1985 Wprkers
Napguard, along with the SL's implicit endorsement of
it. We protested by letter, ard in their reply the SL
suggested that they knew the police charge was un—
founded -- but they made no public retraction of the
published slander. Tnterested readers may obtain
copies of the full correspondence from the LRP.
The BT is a grouping of ex—SLers retailing a san—
itized version of the Spartacists' pro-Stalinist pol-
itics. As for the Spartacists, they create such inci-
dents for a purpose. They adopt positions designed to
outrage middle—class opinion as a way of bresking the
ties of their young members on campus to the intelli-
gentsia Likewise they draw a line of blood between
themselves and their left opponents in a desperate
attempt to solidify loyalty to their dwindling organ-
fzation. Nastiness of style and behavior substitute
for political understanding and differentiation. The
result is inevitably a corrupted, anti-proletarian
cadre in an atmosphere that can readily be used for
ecounterrevolutismary purposes by the bourgeoisie. B
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Labor

continued from page 32

militants, the demoralized and the scabs, have voted
for the contract in a bureauicrat-controlled election.
They have yet to see a written version of the con-
tract they voted to accept, but the terms that have
been publicized indicate a rotten deal..

The contract doesn't obligate Hormel to rehire
striking workers; wages are to start at $10 an hour
and rise to $1070 in the third year, the end result
(after previous givebacks) amounting to a one-cent in-
crease since 1982, The two—tier system is to be
phased out —— over four years. Escrow pay for Austin
workers, deferred pay based on previous concessions,
will be eliminated. Other plants will get three-year
contracts, but Austin's runs to 1990 with the promise
of common expiration dates postponed to the future.

Meanwhile, Jim Guyette and the rest of the ousted
P-9 leadership are desperately trying to regroup
behind the newly created Worth American Meat Packers
Union (NAMPD), which wants to replace the UFCW in
Austin and other plants. The mass mobilizations of
last winter and spring have given way to a struggle
directed entirely to the courts and the NLRE —- insti-
tutions with a well established anti-union bias --
along with the hopeless boycott effort. Despite all
the talk about solidarity and the "rank and file," in
the final analysis this strategy shows that the Guy-
ette leadership has cynically concluded that mobiliz-—
ing workers in mass action to defeat the bureaucrats
and bosses is the wrong way forward.

The P-9 strike led by Guyette was a real revolt.
Fyeryone who visited embattled Austin was struck by
the radicalization in this conservative community. Tt
electrified not only other meatpackers but workers
throughout the Midwest and the country. Yet the re-
volt never spread very widely; much less did it reach
its potential of a full-scale rebellion by the work-
ing class Tt was confined and strangled within the
confines of narrow trade unionism, with its depend-
ence on the courts and the bourgeois state —— not
only by its enemies without but by its temporizing
leadership within. Fven now when the ex-P-9ers turn
to dual unionism they accept the official limits of
trade unionism.

P-9's long struggle has won the respect and
attention of other meatpackers, but now, when all

meatpackers are under attack, its effort to build a
new union continues the leadership's policy againat
waging an all-out fight against the UFCW internation-
dl. The Guyette team never launched a struggle for an
industry-wide or even a Hormel-wide strike. Tt held
itself to moral appeals to other Hormel workers to
honor pickets, instead of calling on them and others
to join in a united strike against the concessions
demanded by the bosses sgainst all the workers in the
industry. 7f forming NAMPU frees the fragments of P-9
from William Wynn's control, the decertification
drive means cutting the most advanced militants off
from the UFCW ranks and from united action. Tt means
sbandoning thousands of workers lodiing for a way to
fight to Wynn's sellout leadership.

The Left and the Strikers

Some leftist supporters of P-9 like the Socialist
Workers Party are so steeped in cynicism toward work-
ers that they ignore every dual unionist disaster of
the past in favor of ballyhocing the chosen policy of
a leader they embrace. Others have held back from the
dual union venture out of fear of alienating their
moderate friends in the AFL-CIO hierarchy. The left
labor monthly Labor Wotes, for example, supports
NAMPU reluctantly. Given its style of fudging the
alternatives in the interest of a spurious unity
between buresucrats and pseudo-socialists, a precise
description of Labor Notes' views is out of the ques-
tion. However, the Guardian Fall Labor Supplement is
accurate in concluding that Labor Notes "cautiously
endorsed the plan, while stressing that in general
such breakaways are not advisable." 0Of course,
neither the radical Guardian nor Labor Noteg explains
what makes thig breakaway "advisable" or offers any
strategy to overcome P-9's defeat.

Much of the left even now cannot criticize Guy-
ette's leadership because their cynical cheerleading
during the strike has only been deepened by the
defeat. While socialistic organizations lacked forces
among the strikers, they did have influence among the
leaders. For example, the left-dominated National
Rarnk and File Against Concessions (NRFAC) did play a |
key role as a brake on the struggle. NRFAC's support
brought money, food and other material assistance to

SHOW WHERE YOU STAND!

Buttons are 5100 each. Order from: Socialist
Vaice, 170 Broadway, Room 201, New York NY 10038

Militant workers, socialist and non-socialist alike, have bought
hundreds of these buttons. Tt has been especially popular among
striking workers who are sick of abstract solidarity rhetoric and
want concrete, united mass action. Many in the ranks of labor know
that effective action to stop concessions means that Lane Kirkland
and other buresucrats must be replaced by a new militant leadership.
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The Emperor Jackie. Teamster heavy Jackie Presser being lugged into IBT convention
by ‘centurion’ toadies. To fight the bosses you have to fight the bureaucrats — they

can't be thrown aside lightly.

the workers, but it slso meant tailoring P-2's strug-
gle to the agendas of left-talking bureaucrats like
Jan Pierce (vice president of the Communication Work-
ers) and Henry WNicholas {president of the 1199 Hospi-
tal Workers Unicm).

The interests of the F=9 strike demanded mass
action against a common enemy, the bogses as & class.
Whatever gains American workers have ever won have
come through mass struggle or the threat of it. P-9's
strength was its ability to mobilize its own ranks
and to attract tremendous active interest by other
wotkers. Tragically this power was dissipated.

NRFAC, the Labor Notes types, the SWP and most
other left outfits went along with Guvette's insist—
ence on channeling P-9's appeals to other wotkers
through "friendly" labor officials. But the Pierces
and Nicholases did nothing to save P-9. The last
thing any bureaucrat wants, however militant his
posture, is a mass struggle. Unhappy though these
"progressives’" may be sbout Kirkland and Wynn's fee-
ble response to the bosses' attacks, they are more
frightened by any attempt to mobilize the ranks
against the mainline bureaucrats and their strategy.

For years leftists have blamed their reluctance
to go beyond the left wing of the labor bureaucracy
upon the backwardness of the workers. The left may
stand for mass struggle, even socialism —- it's just

s L

that the workers aren't ready. Yet in the P-9 strike
we see that when the workers rapidly advance to the
left it is the leftists who are not ready. Their ad-
vice to P-% was to play the game inside the AFL-CTD,
They failed to provide leadership and alternatives
that would give P-9 a mal clance at wvictory over the
bosses, courts, police and Wational CGuard.

Throughout the strike the most corrupt leftists,
abhove all the Communist Party, openly attacked P=9's
militancy and sided with Wynn and Kirkland. Now other
former P-9 supporters on the left have also decided
that the problem was that Jim Guyette went too far.
For example, David Moberg, writing in the influential
social-democratic newspaper Jn These Times (September
24), criticized P-9's "grandiose bargaining abjec-
tives"; "It had a tough battle ahead simply attempt-
ing to hold what it had, but it chose to make overly
ambitious demands and open up topics that ultimately
backfired against it." Unfortunately, Moberg doesn't
spell out what demands were "overly ambitious." The
one to keep their wages? Their senicrity tights?
Their Limbs?

Maberg goes on to argue that an even more serious
mistake was to continue the strike when the company
made it clear it would bring in scabs and when the
National Guard was called in He has adopted a ver-
sion of Wynn's "suicide" charge against P-9. Tndeed
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he writes that critics of P-9 and "the UFCW leaders
are correct in saying that 'total victory or total
defeat' is a misguided standard for a labor dispute
that inevitsbly ends in a compromise —- for slightly
better or slightly worse." While he blames the UFCW
for the war between the international and the local,
he criticizes P-9's tactic of "spreading attacks on
the UFCW at other organizing drives."

From the point of view of practical trade union-
ism P-9's course was indeed suicidal: an isolated
strike in one plant during a period of concessions
and high unemployment and with active oppositon from
the international. The P-9 strike did go beyond the
wisdom of Moberg and others on the left. But it never
reached the proper conclusions, it never found a
strategy to match the militant spirit of the strik-
ers. The Guyette leadership vacillated and wavered in
face of the radical nature of the strike.

Moberg is right when he says the strike was
doomed because of the scabs and the National Guard --
unless P-9 adopted a radically new strategy. Rather
than going too far, P-9 didn't go far enough. It
didn't shut the plant down when it could. Thousands

an atomized response within the working class. Work-
ers are angry and tired of concessions and beginning
to reject the "realistic" approach of accepting give-
backs until things get better; they are questioning
whether things will get better. As in Austin, we see
even very conservative workers angered to the point
they are ready to risk their jobs rather than submit
to further extortion demands by capitalists.

These strikes look almost like small defensive
guerrilla actions in the face of the massive offen-
sive by the bosses against the working class. The
failure of the unions has left workers to engage in
isolated and often desperate struggles. What cynical
leftists overlook is that struggles like P-9's are
taking place because workers are willing to take
risks rather than face a bleak future. The "no con-
cessiong" battle line drawn by P-9 was not the prod-
uct of an ordinary narrow trade-unionist calculation.
It was the eruption of workers willing to fight
against unbelievable cbstacles but was killed by the
limits placed upen it.

The chief

lessons of the P-9 battle were the

Striking Boise Cascade
ford, Maine.
threatens workers across the

country.

of ather workers were ready to help, but it's hard to
ask others to close their plants if vou don't close
your own. That would have been the catalyst. P-9
didn't fight for leadership of all meatpackers:
rather than go back to work and wait for a unified
strike in the fall, as Moberg argues, P-9 should have
attempted to turn the strike into an industry-wide
strike against concessions. It failed to tackle the
AFL-CIO bureaucracy in Minnesota (which didn't raise
an cbjection to Democratic Governor Perpich's use of
the national guard) or nationally. Tt didn't point
out the way to stop the police, courts and Guard -~ &
massive general strike.

The lessons of the P-9 strike take on greater
importance as we see growing signs of working class
militancy. A series of strikes -- by city workers in
Detroit and Philadelphia, paperworkers in Maine,
casino workers in Atlantic City, steelworkers in
Chicago, meatpackers in Towa and Tllinais —— point to
28

strikers' refusal to accept that they were powerless
to resist and the welcoming response by so many other
workers. The chief negative lesson is the need to
fight the domination of the class struggle by the
official bureaucrats and their cynical left hangers-
one When struggles bresk out the left is revealed as
a dead weight on the working class. New, bigger and
deeper explosions are coming, and in the present
discussion the left is serving notice that it will
continue to straitjacket workers' efforts. In con-
trast, commumists fight for organization that enables
the workers' movement to fulfill itself: factory
committees, workers' and unemployed councils -- and
above all a new leadership in the form of a mass
revolutionary party. We fight for the general strike
nat only to unite isolated struggles but because it
sets the stage for the oversdll struggle for political
power, class against class. Cynicism has no part in
the proletarian struggle for a human world. m

workers greet scabs in Ox- |
Scab plague ©



South Africa

continued from page 32

transportation and arms for the vjgilantes, known as
the "fathers" or "white cloths": it then shot and

arrested "comrades” and their supporters who tried to
resist the thugs' shack-burnings. The regime thus
achieved two long— term goals: dismantling the rad-
icalized Crossroads settlement (a reported 50,000
homes were destroyed), and mobilizing its black pawns
against the liberation struggle. 1

One reason for the ruling National Party's aggres—
sion was to pre-empt the growing rightward swing of
the white petty bourgeocisie and labor aristocracy.
Mot fascist themselves (despite the rhetoric of dema-
gogic leftists); the Nationalists are merely racist
swine swilling on the profits of near-slave labor.
However, they fertilize the ground for the fascist
Mrikaner Resistance Movement and similar elements.
But the pre—emption will not succeed in the long run.

The Nationalists feel pressure from the revolu-
tionary struggle as well as from the relatively liber-
d Fnglish-speaking mine-owners and industrialists
and their foreign imperialist friends; thus they con-
time to make cosmetic changes in the apartheid struc-
ture. The most recent of these were the scrapping of
the pass laws, the promised restoration of South Afri-
can citizenship to residents of the black "homelands"
and vaguer promises to set up an advisory council
elected by blacks. (The citizenship promise was later
reneged on for most of the 10 million people affect-
ed, thus in effect continuing the hated pass law re—
strictioms.) Such changes solve nothing for the black
masses and add fuel to the fascist fire among whites.

More important, by itself the Nationalist program
of armed repression is failing to stem the revolt.
Black unions are growing in number and strength, the
comrades win adherents and become more radical, and
increasing numbers of older, less political blacks
are joining in active struggle. The only hope to
preserve apartheid is the mass counterrevolutionary
mobilization of the entire white population, through
fascism.

The white population of South Africa is more di-
vided than at any time in recent memory. Many Fnglish
speakers, in general better off than the Afrikaners,
lean toward making eoncessions. Tts big bourgeocisie,
linked to British amd American capital and facing an
increasingly organized black work force, has held
discussions with the African Nationsal Congress (ANC),
the middle class-led black liberatiom ferce. At the
same time, middle-class English-spesking whites, with-
out industrial property to tie them to South Africa,
are starting to flee abroad.

There are of course Afrikaner big businessmen who
ghare the outlode of the Fnglish-speaking bourgeoi-
sie, but on the whole they depend on the privileges
of gpartheid to stay afloat. The combination of eco-
nomic depression and the growing black revolution is
driving many Afrikaans-speaking workers and small

businessmen into unemployment and bankruptey. The
threatened loss of their racial privileges and the
Mrikaner pioneer tradition of self-sufficiency makes
an autarkic faseism look viable.

The Sanctions Avalanche

The Western powers, with substantial interest in
maintaining capitalist exploitation in South Africa,
are pressuring the regime to give up a little to save
a lot. Until recently apartheid has provided world
capital with ideal conditions for investment: ad-
vanced manufacturing and mining and a super—exploited
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June anti-apartheid rally in New York. Liberal peace-
mangering is a filthy betrayal of South African black
workers. ‘Peace’ with Botha means more massacres.
Blacks need guns for defense and revolution.

working class. But the world economic downturn since
1984 has hit the South African economy hard; raw
materisls exports have declined, and the rand, South
Africa's currency, has lost half its value in just
under three years. Combine this with the prospect of
revolution by the mightiest working class in all Af-
rica and the imperialists start to panic. Not only
will a prime source of profits be lost, but so will
be Western imperialism's most effective counterrevo-
lutionary bastion on the continent.

There are divisions and disputes among the im-
perialist powers, but these concern not whether to
abolish apartheid -- only how to make the South Af-
rican government modify it, in order to preserve the
system before it's too late. Adding to the pressure
on the imperialists are appeals by the bourgeois neo—
colomial regimes in Asia and Africa, notably India
and Zimbabwe. Even Malcolm Fraser, the right-wing
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former prime minister of Australia (a secondary im-
perialist power in its own right), was convinced by a
visit to South Africa that the whites would have to
be saved from themselves. "Time is fast running out
for major Western powers,” he commented. Indeed, the
"sanctions movement" in the West is designed pre-
cisely to salvage capitalist chestnuts from the the
flames of revolution. :

The movement for imperialist sanctions and divest-
ment is becoming an avalanche; France has joined, Ja—
pan is sbout to do so, and the only major holdouts at
this moment are the conservative governments of the
L5, Britain and West Germany. Here too the pressure
is mounting. Despite Prime Minister Thatcher's opposi-
tion (out of concern for the black workers, she says,
nat British capitalists' billions of pounds of invest-
ments in apartheid!), it is an open secret that the
ruling Tories are moving toward sanctions in some
form. Likewise for the German Christian Democrats.

Tn the United States the Reagan administration
still stands fast against what are called "meaning-
ful" sanctions. Reagan himself made a speech during
the summer renewing his friendship with the apartheid
regime. But he is almost isolated, even in the Repub-
lican Party; politicians who have to nin for re—elec-
tion understand that defending apartheid will not be
to their credit. The sanctions advocates have found
an appropriate leader in the person of Senator Rich-
ard Lugar, reactionary Republican from Indiana and
sponsor of the bill (passed by Congress over Reagan's
veta) calling for an end to new investment in South
Africa and a few other mild measures.

All this conservative parliamentary concern for
aiding the oppressed is possible only becaunse it is a
farce. Many bourgedis spokesmen —— British Foreign
Secretary Sir Geoffrey Howe as well as Reagan —— mske
the point that sanctions won't work. And they won't,
especially given the power of the imperialist forces
that openly oppose theme There is as much chance of
sanctions being cbeyed as there is for the laws re-
stricting CTA zid to the Nicaraguan contras.

Western radicals who genuinely support the strug-
gle of Scuth African blacks -—- as opposed to those
who merely wish to have "their" country or their col-
lege purified of evil —- will note how easily the
imperialists' self-sanctions can be circumvented.
There are several trading countries that are deter-
mined to keep doing business with South Africa at
whatever moral cost: South Korea, Taiwan, Rong Fong,
Israel, and the countries of Fastern Furope (see the

Proletarian Revolution Supplement No.9).

A Ney York Timeg article (August 17) quoted a
South African executive: "There are always ways and

means of getting things through. It just may cost a
little more." And with all the super-moralist chest-
puffing by W.5. politicians, there are mighty few
who have said a word critical of Israel's ever—closer
allisnce with apartheid. Tsrael is the chosen pipe-
line for LS. commodities evading whatever sanctimon-
ipus sanctions are adopted anywhere.
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As for the growing spate of divestment moves by
WS, firms, because of the South African depression
many firms are happy to pull cut; honoring sanctions
gives them a cheap morsl halo in return for a routine
business decision. The pro—sanctions Timeg noted:

"Nften, it is only the name of the owner that
changes, with the same workers assembling and
selling the same products from abroad. Indeed,
many gompanies that have disinvested have the
same cash flow from South Africa as before, but
no longer face either political pressure from
anti-apartheid groups or financial losses result-
ing from the Scuth African economy. And in some
cases, the new owners have made the business more
profitable by cutting wages —— and dropping
socisl spending programs.”" (Dctober 22)

Apd if the new local owners can cut their costs
at the workers' expense, then the continuing revenues
for the parent company will be sll the more secure.

Instead of waging a solidarity campaign that sows
fllusions in capitalist sanctions, communists fight
within the uniens for a labor embargo on goods being
sent to South Africa (As for imports from South Afri-
ca, we favor only those protests in which the growing
protectionist sentiment in the WS, does not predomi-
nate) A workers' embargo is an important step in
building class—conscious internationalism. The most
effective support for the South African revolution is
to build for upheavals by American workers against
the capitalists who are the common enemy of workers
in both countries.

Black Workers — the Alternative

Despite the widespread illusions in sanctions
fostered by Western liberals, South Africa's black
workers in practice are learning to rely on their own
potentially revolutionary strength. Botha's state of
emergency set back the struggle but did not stop it;
if anything it is more resilient and deeper-rooted
than ever. Polls taken this summer of members of the
new black workers' union federation COSATU ghow that
three—quarters of the members oppose capitalism and
favor socislism. The growing demand of the comrades
in the townships is: give us guns! The ANC leadership
has given out a few, but nowhere near the numbers
needed. Archbishop Desmond Tutu, now the top Anglican
churchman in the country, testified to the growing
radicalization of the black masses. So little faith
do they have in his program of non-violence, he said,
that "If T were a young man, I would not even listen
to that Tutu®

With this level of feeling among the masses, the
only factor that capitalism can rely on, barring a
fascist "solution," is the moderation of the current
black leadership. But all that the accommodationist
whites can offer is a dappling of black faces in the
government and a few sops for the dependent black
bourgecisie —— nothing for the black masses. Thus
despite the spread and deepening of the black strug-
gle, there is no guarantee that it will win unless it




moves beyond its present leadership. The masses are
dlrealy tasking steps to do just that.

The key is for the millions of black South Afri-
can workers to take the leadership of the struggle
and direct it in the internationalist interests of
the proletariat. Fveryone, even their enemies, recog-
nizes their power. According to Bobby Godsell, the
chief labor specialist for Anglo American, the giant
liberal corporation that hopes for a deal with the
ANC, "A general strike could bring the country to its
knees in a couple of weeks

General strikes have been called in thg past two
vears of intense struggle. But the moderate leaders
have ensured that none lasted more than a couple of
days. They are afraid to bring the struggle to a head
and allow the workers to challenge state power, claim—
ing that they first have to consolidate strength in
the shops before plunging into big battles. Although
COSATU is new it is already buresucratized. Tts lead-
- ers know how to take advantage of the members' stake
in their jobs, wretched though their conditions are.
They hold the workers back in order to mediate be—
tween them and the bosses, especially the "enlight-
ened" ones.

Proof of the workers' powerful class conscious-
ness came after the deadly Kinross gold mine fire of
September 16, which killed 177 miners (172 of them
black) and injured hundreds more. Mineworkers' union
heal Cyril Ramaphosa demanded a one-day work stoppage
— by the companies! A few days later angry miners
boycotted and disrupted the mine bosses' hypocritical
memorial service, accurately calling them murderers.
Later thousands attended their own memorial rally and
planned their own one-day genersl strike in protest.
At the rally Ramaphosa spoke:

"From today onwards we are not going to tolerate
any more accidents caused by a white miner who
earns more than the black miners killed at Kin-
ross. The time has come now when we workers have
to take control of all the mines in the coun-
try.{New York Times, September 25.)

He and his fellow bureaucrats have done nothing
to carry out this threat. The fact that he feels com-—
pelled to talk this way at mass meetings nevertheless
indicates the mood of the rank and file workers.

Winnie Mandela of the ANC also addressed the
rally:

"There may well come a time when your leaders
will ask vou for greater sacrifices than a
one—day strike ... The moment you stop digging
their gold, their diamonds, that's the moment you
shall be free. You dig the wealth. You hold that
golden key for our liberation."

These words are absclutely true, but the ANC is
not interested in workers' power. It welcomes the
pressure of the mass upsurge (now two years old) in
order to maneuver for a Zimbabwe—style deal to gain a
token share of power. Their hoped-for solution is to
dlow domestic and imperialist capitalists to retain
mich of their economic power in return for putting

middle-class black leaders in charge of political
affairs. The bourgeois radical ANC is an obstacle to
the masses seeking liberation from apartheid and the
exploitation it serves

On the other hand, the young "comrades,"” mostly
students without jobs who have been boycotting
schodl, have little to lose by taking immediate ac-—
tion against the system They have orgamized communi-
ty councils that can meet and move at a moment's
notices They can mobilize at any time to patrol the
streets, shops and train and bus stops to enforce
consumer boycotts and "stayaways" (i.e., strikes).
Although their politics are to the left of the ANC,
they still look to it for guidance. And without a
working=-class social base they have often taken
authoritarian attitudes toward the masses.

Tn early September, when the government forcibly
brdce up mass funerals of people killed by the army
in Soweto, the comrades declared a stayaway. It was
85 percent effective in Johannesburg, but many work-
ers were reported to have resented the fact that the
strike was called and enforced by the comrades' pa—
trols, nat by their own wnions. And again the stay-
away was for one day only.

Within the black liberation struggle, the exist-
ing alternative leaderships to the ANC are different
versions of middle-class radicalism One is the Azani-
an Peoples Organization (AZAPO), which despite its
socialist claims is averse to independent working-
class activity like general strikes. The South Afri-
can Communist Party, which works within the ANC and
serves to moderate its radicalism, is totally com—
mitted to a capitalist "mixed economy" after apart-
heid is negotiated away. A genuine workers' communist
party is missing.

Such a party would be a pole for the small but
growing mumber of workers and other people who not
only want socialism but are determined to work full
time to build the proletarian revolution. It would
fight for practical steps to place the working class
at the head of the struggle and united sll South
Africa's oppressed behind the workers.

Any assessment of the state of the black libera-
tion struggle has to take into account the forces of
counterrevalution in the hands of the arch-collabora-
tionist Zulu chieftain Gatsha Buthelezi. His fascist-
like Inkatha organization has periodically had bloody
encounters with the ANC, UDF and COSATU.

When COSATU was founded, president Flijsh Barayi
announced that his members would collectively destroy
their pass cards if the apartheid pass laws weren't
sbolished in six months — in effect he threatened a
general strike. The general strike didn't happen,
despite Botha's doublecross on his promises. But it
must. Tt is the vital action needed to mobilize
against the state of emergency —-- not for two days
but until the regime caves in. Tt would train the
advanced workers for the seizure of power, and
thereby show the way to workers, "comrades" and all
fighters against expleitation and oppression. B
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South Africa: Reform or Revolutlon'7

This summer the Seouth African reglrnp todc actions
that should have killed any remaining illusions in
the possibility of the peaceful reform of apartheid.
Unfortunately there are still marmy who urge South Af-
rican black people to forsake armed self-defense in
favor of a negotiated "solution” with their enslavers
— nat mly the Reagans and Thatchers but also self-
styled supporters of black liberation, the Tutus and
cthers who insist on the disinvestment strategy be-—
cause it allepedly allows peaceful change. They share
the blame for the continued existence of the apart-
heid regime.

Tn June President Botha declared a new state of
emergency and authorized the arrest without warrant
or trial of all those held to be enemies of public
order. In addition to police-inspired murders, as
many as 2000 black unicnists, young radical "com-
raded’ and others were picked up immediately:; as of
this writing more than 10000 have been detained for
varving periods. The rr-'Jj_';ml"' has forbidden the press
and other media, domestic and foreign, to report
directly on any police actions or "disturbances'" Tn
totalitarian styvle, the only permitted news of the
marry clashes between blacks and the security forces
comes from the racist government itself.

The new state of emergency is providing the cover
needed for the police and army to step up their inva-
sions and massacres in the black townships. Soweto
mitside Johannesburg has been under virtual military
occupation for over a vear; since September, the army
has been evicting selected families from their houses
for non—pavment of rent, the first such action
apainst the rent strike that hundreds of thousands
began in 1985 Near Capetown the army organized as-—
saults by right-wing blacks against squatters' neigh-
the "comrades." Tt provided

continued on page 239

borhoods organized by

Elijah Barayi, COSATU president,
powderkeg. South African workers will
beyond hesitant positions of their leadership.

is sitting on a
move

Labor in the Wake of P-9

Local P-9's strike apainst the Hormel meatpacking
company in Austin, Minnesota earlier this yvear was
ne of the major labor battles of the 1980s. Tn it a
militant work force took on not only the capitalist
bosses but their conservative international union
leaders as welle Tn the wake of the strike's defeat a
discussion has I1r-'4-.--r- out in labor and left circles
attempting to determine what went wrong. Tts outcome
could have a lasting offect on whether the working

class struggle will win or be crushe

in the comng

yvears (For a full account of bath the astrike and our

views, see "The Rattle of Hormel," Proletarian Revo-
luticp No.26)

The fire of the Austin workers rose so high that
even after their defeat the bureaucracy is still try-
ing to stamp out every last spark. They know that the
ranks of labor are a tinderbox that can flame up in
artion & any times Having placed Austin Local P-9 in
trustesship, the United Food and Commercial Workers
{UFCW) International has now reached an agreement
with the Hormel bosses Austin workers, including the

continued an page 26




