by Chris Hudson
and Jack Gregory

Portugal is once more in
open crisis. In recent days, the
country has been rocked by a
bitter power struggle inside
the ruling coalition and shaken
by police machine gunning of
workers’ demonstrations. The
pre-revolutionary situation
opened up by last April’s coup
has not been resolved.

On January 14, the Portu-
guese Communist Party sum-
moned a mass demonstration
of over 100,000 workers under
slogans such as: ‘freeze
prices,” “no to unemploy-
ment,” ‘‘against the monopo-
lies,” “down with the latifun-
distas,” ‘‘ome single union,
unity under the law,” and
“support the MFA (the ruling
Armed Forces Movement mil-
itary junta).” The fact that the

Ford Cuts Bac

In the midst of the deepen-
ing economic crisis, President
Ford has unveiled  his reces-
sion-fighting program. In his
State of the Union message on
January 15, and then again in
his proposed budget submit-
ted to Congress on February
3, Ford has taken what seems
to be a daring new pose. Gone
is the budget-balancing,
down-with-government-spend-

ing Neanderthal of last fall. -

The new-model Ford is pro-
posing a $50-billion budget
deficit—the largest ever in
peace-time.

Recession has dislodged in-
flation as Ford’'s “Public
Enemy Number One.” The
prayers to the Lord Almighty,

PCP, which is part of the
ruling coalition, was forced to
call such a demonstration can
only be explained by the
severe pressure they feel from
the proletariat.

The economic crisis remains
unsolved. Inflation in Portu-
gal is upwards of 30 per cent,
the highest in continental
Europe. Trade deficits have
increased since the April coup.
Meanwhile, the Portuguese
proletariat has suffered no
major defeats and is a contin-
ual danger to bourgeois rule.

PCP’S “LEFT” FACE

The mass mobilization and
‘“‘anti-capitalist” slogans of
the PCP must be seen in this
context. In order to contain
the class struggle, the Portu-
guese Stalinists must put on a
“left” face, and perhaps even
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the exhortations to every
citizen to ‘‘give it_his all,”
have been redirected. After
months of blissfully denying
that we were in a recession at
all, Ford and his advisers now
admit that the situation is

make a few concessions to the
working class. The bourgeoiy
sie, which is not in a position
to take the workers on direct-
ly, desperately needs such a
front to co-opt the proletariat
while it seeks methods to
solidify its class rule.

The role of the PCP in doing
the bourgeoisie’s dirty work
can be gleaned from the
demonstration’s slogans ‘‘one
single union, unity under the
law” and ‘‘support to the
MFA.” These are the two
main levers through which the
PCP seeks to strengthen the
grip of the bourgeoisie. They
were the real intent of the
mobilization.

“One single - union, unity
under the law’’ was directly in
support of a proposal to
outlaw the formation of any
trade union federations other
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Workers demonstrate under Stalinist leadership. Bourgeoisie relies
on Stalinists and reformists to prevent workers’ struggles from

getting “out of bounds.”

than the PCP-dominated In-
tersindical. It was not directed
at the bourgeoisie or the
government: a majority of the
Council of Twenty, the power
elite of ' the 'MFA junta,

indeed severe, that unem-
ployment will be at least 8 per
cent for the next two years,
and that, in the.words of the
normally pollyannish Council
of Economic Advisers: ‘‘the
momentum of the decline is so
great that a quick turnaround
and a strong recovery in
economic activity are not yet
assured.”

One constant factor re-
mains. Ford’s new program,
like his old, is one of the most
flimsily-attired attacks on the
working class to be presented
in recent memory. Virtually
every plank in the program is
directed towards getting the
big corporations back on their
feet by scaking workers and

the poor. So while the severe
recession has forced Ford to
abandon the austerity pro-
gram that only worsened the

Cont’d. p. 13

supported the proposal. It was
aimed at the CP’s reformist
partner in the National Front,
the Socialist Party.

The SP opposes the single-
federation legislation for two
reasons. First, it would cut
them out of trade union

hip by

the Stalinist Intersindical.
Second, and related, the SP
views it as a step towards
strengthening an MFA-CP
coalition which would circum-
vent ‘parliamentary democ-
racy, thus hamstringing the
Social - Democrats.

This is clearly true. Public

Cont’d. p. 2
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opinion polls show that the PCP has only about ten
per cent support for the national elections slated for

April. The Stalinists are trymg to. postpone the
elections, the most overt act in a general strategy of

ﬁghtmg for influence behind the ¢closed doors of the
junta. Thus the “support the MFA” call.

SPLIT AT THE TOP

On January 20, the Portuguese cabinet approved
the ““one trade wunion” bill in principle. The
government crisis broke out immediately, as SP
leader Mario Soares announced that his party
would resign from the government.

The split at the top opened the way for intensified
class struggle. The open mass struggle of last
spring had never fully subsided—strikes and

- building occupations had continued all along, and in
late October workers at™ the Lisnave shipyard

" (Portugal’s largest single enterprise) had mounted a
mass march against government anti-strike propos-
als. S

,‘“;Ehe«nankwand filers.at Llsnave refer to both the
PCP_and SP as_reformists. They exemplify “an
advanced sector of the Portuguese proletariat who
have broken beyond both of these. parties

attempt of the MFA and PCP to push through a
“left”” dictatorship has been jarred by the escalation

 of the class struggle. It is the proletariat, not the
. SP, that “these collaborators really fear.

The
working class; which well remembers the decades of
dictatorship under Salazar and Caetano, will not
willingly submit to its.restoration, ‘even under
Stalinist and left military cover. The motion inside
the MFA to remove the Premier reflects the fact
that a sector of the bourgeoisie realizes that it may
have to alter its strategy. The drive towards
strong-man rule under the cover of Stalinist
“workers' leaders” may have to be temporarily
side-tracked in the face of the workers’ response.

THE APRIL COUP

The current crisis can only be understood in the

context of the way in which the Portuguese
situation has matured since the April -coup. The’

drive towards strengthening the state under a left
cover by the MFA and the PCP, and the role of the
proletariat in forcing developments have had a clear

pattern of development for the past nine months.

The coup in Portugal was part of an explosion of
class forces throughout Southern Europe. Not only
in Portugal, but also in Greece, rightist dictator-

CP organized d tration in supp
contrel of the Stalinists.

politically. It is the struggle of these advanced
workers, it is the need to attempt to co-opt them or
at least prevent other workers from joining them,
that forced the PCP to raise the more radical

slogans at the January 14 demonstration. It is their

struggle that underlies the split in the ruling
—coalition. But while such militancy has been present

t of bill to amalgamate labor movement under

ships have fallen; the exploslon in Spain awaits
only the approaching death of Franco.

Similar forces lie at the bottom of all these
situations. The Southern European countries are
the weak links in European capitalism. Inflation
and unemployment have undermined their regimes.
The right wing regimes incapable of coping with

" after the “‘modernizing” army regimes of th

‘the bourgeoisie”

and a reorientation of the Portuguese economy
ward the European Common. Manket_Bumdld
hot .agree on what the African “solufion” mxght
be—independence for the colonies or some lesser
measure. And-it did not agree on the political forms

" of a new regime. The relatively weak Portuguese’

bourgeoisie, which had required- the Salazar and.
Caetano dictatorships to protect them- from the
working -class since the 1920’s, had no real"
traditions or institutions of bourgeois democracy.”

JUNTA RULE: LEFT OR RIGHT?

While everyone gave lip service ta.democracy, the
real alternatives posed by the bourgeoisie boiled
down to two: a conservative, semi-Gaullist regime
based on the actual power of the upper-level officer
corps, with its ties to the landowners and
industrialists, and headed by Spinola or a similar
figure; or a more radical- sounding regime modeled
[hird
World,” based on the junior officers who pr arily
reflected the world view of the petty bourgeoisie
and middle classes. Both, however, would rest on
the power of the army.

These two currents were present in the armed
forces from the start; the captains worked behind
the scenes while the generals—Spinola and da

Costa Gomes—provided a conservative public face.

for the new regime. But a third force existed to
complicate matters for both military elemeyts: the
proletariat. With a large proletariat, which
exploded into militancy with the April 25 coup, it
was necessary to tack and veer. The decisive role in
the developing revolution came to be played by the
Communist Party, which had survived the
Salazar-Caetano years as the
political force in Portugal.

The fundamental perspective of the Communist
Party was the Stalinist strategy of ‘‘two-stage’”
revolution, with the present stage (the only one in
reality) meaning in practice that the Stalinists prop
up the bourgeoisie and help it consolidate its rule.
As the Stalinist leader Alvaro Cunhal, said in an
interview in Lisbon in Décember: .

We are in no hurry to build secialism.... Te

establish a stable democracy is our first task and now

we sacrifice other.tasks to ‘that. Things are very. .

indefinite here. If we have a real democracy, peaceful,

electoral, we can get socialism without great
upheavals. :

BLOODY BETRAYAL

Every word in this formula is a promise of bloody
betrayal. As Lenin taught, “The more highly-devel-
oped & democracy is, the more imminent are
pogroms or civil war in connection with any
profound political divergence which is dangerous to
(The Proletarian Revolution and
the Renegade Kautsky). Even if a ‘stable
democracy’ could be established? the sweet words
about socialism “without upheavls”” would merely
serve to betray -the proletariat. But no such
democracy can or will be established. The only true
words in Cunhal’ s statement are: ‘“Now we sacrifice
other tasks (i.e.,” the working class) to that.”

The PCP’s betrayal goes far back into the history

~ formonths, the January events intensified thé level

of struggle.
On January 25, thousands of workers encircled

the convention hall of the right-wing party calling’

itself the Social Democratic Center. They were met
with mounted cavalry sabre charges by the police,
and then by the machine-gunning. Later, comman-
do parachutists, - police dogs and tear gas were
turned against the demonstrators.

' This, combined with a general increase in activity
by militant workers, caused Soares to reverse his
decision to resign from government. On January
26, the SP announced that it would stay in the
coalition government as a result of the precipitous
political conjuncture. The following day, Soares
announced that he would press for a new ruling
agreement between the MFA, the PCP and the SP.
Meanwhile, MFA members led by Major Eduardo
‘de Melos Antunes were reportedly leading a move

_to.oust:Premier Vasco dos Santos Goncalves {also

of the MFA) ostensibly for seeking too close a.

relation with the PCP.
-That isThow the situation stands as we go press
Obviously, the crisis remains unsolved. The

‘To pre-empt proletarian struggle for power, the

hourgeoisie has sought ‘‘democratic’” cover. The
result has been bourgeois coups to throw out the
tottering dictatorships. But at the same time, this
has loosened the noose on theé working class and
brought the proletariat front-and center. This, in
turn, has prevented the bourgeoisie-from achieving
stabilization.

The April coup was rooted in the economic and
political crisis of the Caetano dictatorship. With the
economy -hurt by a 30 per cent inflation rate and
with 40 per cent of the state budget drained off into

the colonial wars, intolerable tensions built up in.

Portugal. The working class was going on the

offensive. As a Portuguese employer told British -

capitalists in London months later, without the
Spinola coup, *“the social tensions that were
brewing at that time would haye provided a very
.different kind of revohmon not ‘with carnations,
but with guns.”

But the Portuguese bourge0151e, which gave its
blessings to Spinola, was not unified about its
goals, 1t wanted a ‘‘solution” to the African wars

~ of the Salazar-Caetano regimes, when already the

Stalinist perspective was one of democratic, not
socialist, revolution. This the PCP rationalized with
an analysis. which portrayed Portugal as an
underdeveloped. country oppressed by British -
imperialism. It is true-that over 20 per cent of
Portugal’s capital is foreign-controlled. But aside
from putting the criitial question of Portugal’s own
colonies on the back burner, this analys1s prov1ded
the basis for the PCP supporting the ‘“progressive’

(anti-Salazar) bourgeoisie on a nationalist basis,
and assuming the role of the best defender of
Portuguese capitalism. The stage was set, before
Caetano fell, for the PCP pohtlcally substituting
itself for the weak bourgeois parties in propping up
cap1tahsm

ALLIANCE WITH CAPITALISM

To betray the Portuguese revolution Cunhal and
the PCP used a variation of the Popular Front. The
classic Popular Front betrays the proletariat by
forging an alliance between the Communists and
Social Democrats and “left” bourgeois or petty-

-best-organized -
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.17, Cunhal proclaimed,

class and the armed forces irreversible.”
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bourgeois parties. -In this way, for example, the
“Popular Unity”
Chilean proletariat within the bounds of capitalism’
and paved the way for the coup of Pinochet. But the
Portuguese CP has gone one step further: any
alhance between Cunhal and the Socialists or
) progresswe " bourgeois parties is secondary to the
PCP’s main goal of a direct alliance with the ruling
bourgeoisie within the military jurta.

‘Less than a month after Caetano’s fall,-on May
“It is -absolutely essen-
.to make the new alliance of the working
Seven
months later, in the interview quoted earlier,
Cunbhal still took the same line:

If the Communist Party is on its own, democracy
can’t be won. A coalition is the only possibility . . ..
The Armed Forces Movement [MIFA] is not a political
movement in that sense. It was something specific. It
reflected and interpreted the aspirations of the
people . . .. In our view the MFA has a word to say
about the new  constitution in Portugal. It is
unthinkable to establish a constitution in Portugal
without them. Unthinkable.

tial . .

NATIONAL FRONT

This “‘National Front,” unlike the classic Popular
Front, aims to include not just—the- ‘‘left”

- bourgeoisies-but-the_entire bourgeoisie, if possible.

In the\begmmng, therefore, Cunhal’s references to
the “alliance of the working class and the armed
forces” included the right wmg of the military -
coalition, Spinola. T

The PCP sent its Labor- Mlmster in the Spmola
government, Avelino Pacheco Goncalves, to break
up strikes. It mounted its own demonstrations
attended by faithful hacks to denounce strikers as
“fascists.”” It cheered when Spinola outlawed the
Maoist weekly Luta Popular. It was silent when
Spinola banned a demonstration by the Maoist
MRPP on August 7 and a demonstration in favor of
the Angolan MPLA (Popular Movement for the
Liberation of Angola) on August 14. Cunhal,
declaring the question of the colonies ‘‘a very
complex question,” covered for Spinola’s fraudulent
*Lusitanic Federation” scheme to deny indepen-
dence to the colonies. And of course the CP gave
assurances that it meant Portugal to remain in
NATO and the Iberian Pact (with Spain)—two
potential sources of foreign aid for a new military
coup.

The PCP’s ““‘National Front,”” in short, was aimed
at solidifying the strongest possible capitalist
regime, implicitly a semi-Bonapartist military-
backed regime with a strong right-wing flavor (in
the person of Spinola). This scheme broke down,
but not because of the PCP. It broke down because
the .class struggle " continued to mount- despite
Goncalves' strike-breaking. Because the African
nationalist movements refused to accept the
“Lusitanic Federation.” And most of all, because
the mounting class struggle drove Spinola to
attempt a show of strength when the main body of
the bourgeoisie knew that the working class was
still too strong for such an attempt to succeed.

SOARES S

coalition of Allende kept the

This was essentially a move towards a rightist
coup, against the Armed Forces Movement, against

an aroused working class that had not' been

defeated, without reliable troops. At the last

minute, the PCP was forced to order its supporters

out, Setting up-barricades and controlling all routes
into Lisbon. But the main fact was that the
dominant sections of the bourgeoisie were not yet

ready to back a coup. Consequently the upper

officer corps remained neutral or 51ded with the
Armed Forces Movement.

Spinola was—out,
conservative General Francisco da Costa Gomes,
with the Armed Forces Movement more openly in

control in the person of Premier Vasco Goncalves. -

To draw a parallel with the history of the Russian
Revolution, this was Portugal’s “ April Days” —the
first tentative test of strength between the
bourgeoisie and the working class, with neither side

- yet prepared to go all the way. But the crucial

ingredient of revolutionary Bolshevik leadership—
which turned the “April Days” into a politi(,al
defeat for the Russian bourgeoisie—was missing.
Not only did the PCP call out the workers only at

the last possible moment; from the moment of

Spinola’s resignation they sang the praises of the
new military rulers and ordered the workers to turn
over to the Armed, Forces Movement the weapons
taken during the defense of Lisbon.

With the full backing of the PCP—and with the
workers_able to make only confused. and sporadic
opp051t10n the new regime moved to the right,
breaking up strikes and occupations, harassing the
Maoist MRPP, proposing anti-strike legislation and
an electoral law allowing the banning of parties
when their ‘‘real aim is unlawful or against moral
and public order” or systemamcally to dlsturb the
discipline of the armed forces.”

Despite this, the PCP has maintained its
National-Front line. In a special congress held in

late October the PCP removed all references to the

working class conquest of power from its program,
and declared that ‘“The alliance between the people
and the Armed Forces Movement (is) a long-term
policy . ... To break the alliance between the
democratic forces and the MFA would be fatal for
democracy in Portugal.”

This brings us to the present crisis. The dOthlH
slide of the Portuguese economy is quickening,
propelled by the general crisis of the international

repla(,ed by the equally-

undermine stability. For example, on January 16

_the PCP organ Avante! editorialized against SP =
,%smon warning against- -

“The policy of acting
as’ an- apprentice sorcerer releasmg forces that
cannot be controlled.”

BOURGEOIS UNITY NEEDED

The last thing that the SP wants is to open the
way for a workers’ upsurge. But in the face of the
moves by the MFA and PCP to cut the SP out of
‘decision-making, it
‘was forced to - move
into verbal opposition.
If the MFA-PCP alli-
dnce had a strangle-
hold, if there were not
large sections of the
class- who opposed
their moves towards
strong-man - rulée the
SP could have "been
ignored. But at pres-
ent, unity of the ruling
aroup is essential. -

It's impossible to
precisely predict the
future. It now appears
that the workers may
have temporarily stall-
ed the drive ards
military rule. Tt the
level of militancy remains high, the bourgeoisie may
be forced to make still further concessions, perhaps

CP hea(i Alvaro Cunhal ‘

subordinating the open rule of the military in-a——

more openly ‘“‘democratic’’ regime.

But at the same time, the bourgeoisie must find a
way to stabilize its shaky rule. The strengthening of
an MFA-PCP National Front, with the military
running the state and the Stalinists delivering the
trade union base, will re-emerge. And this
ultimately is a prelude to outright Bonapartist rule.
The National Front will be forced to take
ever-harsher measures against the workers, and at a
certain point the military will dispose of its Stalinist
cover, and the right military will replace the left.
military.

All of this—the drive towards strong-man rule

which will lead "to Bonapartism and finally -

fascism—will take place unless the proletariat can
smash these plans. The present (.on]uncture is
favorable to the workers—the split in the ruling
coalition has weakened the state power and forced
minimal concessions. But there is no revolutionary

party in Portugal capable of leading the workers

against the bourgeoisie, the military and the

reformist and Stalinist betrayers. The bankruptcy

of the PCP and SP, the high level of struggle, the

emergence of advanced sections of the proletariat—

all of these provide the opportunity for revolution-

ary socialists to build the vanguard party needed to

lead the working class to power, the only lasting

alternative te the bourgeoisie’s Bonapartist and"
fascist plans: -

THE ROAD FORWARD
The fundamental program upon which such a

In Portugal, it was the Social Democratic Foreign

Minister Mario Soares—reflecting the interests of
the West FEuropean capitalists through = his
international ties to the European Social Demo-
cratic parties—who saw the possibility of getting
Portuguese colonialism off the hook better than
Spinola and Cunhal. As Soares’ fellow-SP’er,
“Inter-Territorial” Minister Santos, put it, inde-
pendence was possible provided that the agree-

 ments guaranteed ‘“the continuity of Portuguese

commercial and cultural interests.” This the leaders

-of FRELIMO and other nationalist movements

have agreed or are agreeing to do.
Spinola resisted the momentum toward indepen-
dence for the colonies as long as he could, then was

~ forced to agree. His own position weakened as a

result, he launched a campaign to bolster his own
authority and the kind of conservative Bonapartism
he favored. Failing to schedule an early date for
Presidential  elections—when
rural votes might boost him into permanent
power—Spinola called for a rightist mass rally over
the weekend of September 28.:

Bourgeoisie looks to SP and CP to maintain capltahsm in
Portugal Above, Soares of SP.

economy. Layoffs are on the rise, one-important
bank has failed, and thousands of small firms are on
the verge of bankruptcy. This, combined with the
workers’ struggle, spells severe danger for the
bourgeoisie.

The split in the ruling coalition was both caused
by the pressure of the masses and at the same time

still-conservative -opened-the way for raising the level of militancy.

The PCP had warned the SP all along that by
opposing the single-federation law, the SP was
opening the way for ‘‘extremist”

elements to

previously in The Torch. The demands outlined in
previous months—a program of transitional
demands incorporating the most radical democratic
demands—remains entirely valid today. The key
slogans for the immediate period are:

For a Revolutionary Constituent Assembly to
Establish a Workers’ Government! The Constituent
Assembly elections promised for March may never

- be held; even if held, they will most likely be a

powerless rubber stamp for the junta. To build a
revolutionary party in Portugal, it is necessary that
the revolutionaries fearlessly embrace the demand
of the masses. for the most democratic solution to
the crisis, and give it revolutionary content. It must
be explained that only the formation of a Workers’
Government can defend democracy and end the
capitalist attack; but this is in no way
contradictory. to advocating the most radically
democratic measures. Together with this demand,
full " political liberties must be demanded— no
restrictions on parties or associations, full freedom
of the press and speech!

Cont’d. p. 15

leadership—must be built _has_been outlined
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by Brent Davis and James Martm
In November and December 120 000 coal ininers

" fought one of the most important class battles of *.

1974. With favorable bargaining conditions and
sky-high morale and militancy, the miners were in

position to take long strides towards safety,

protection against inflation and dignity on the job.
Under class struggle leadership, the UMW would
have been able to appeal directly to the miners’
class brothers and sisters, organized and unorgan-

~ized; throughout the country to support the miners’

right to strike and right to a decent wage and to
safe working conditions. The- full power of. the
working class could have been unleashed to stop the
threat of state intervention, and to open the way for

a broad class offensive.

The miners’ strike was a decisive test for the
left-talking "Miller leadership, one which has
transformed Miller’s image in the.minds of many
miners. His clear failure.in that test should ¢ convince

“all' militant ¢lass-conscious-workers that the view of
~ the "Revolutionary Socialist League is correct:

e —

Miller, like the rest of the treacherous labor

. .bureaucracy, is an agent of the capitalist class. This

has been proved in the struggle. Failufé'to-begin the
fight to rem\o\ve\hlm will guarantee disaster.

A -
THE SELLOUT

The unison chorus of the coal companies, the
government and Arnold Miller sings that the new
UMW contract is the largest settlement in years.
But these vacuous sounds cannot hide the sellout.
The mine operators were forced to give a little more
than usual in contract negotiations. But then they
were dealing with an unusually aroused labor force.
Compared to what the miners were ready to fight
for, this contract is one more addition to the long

list of labor sellouts. Miller dresses up a series.of

anti-wildcat measures as gains for the ranks.
The total economic package is plt]ful

With,__

Miller’s order - and stayed out on, strik
‘ratification in solidarity with the mine construction
workers, whose contract had’nét been ratified..

In the face of this opposition, Miller had t
overtime to get his contract through. Thi

ran into serjous difficulty'in the bargaining council,*

the 30-member commlttee of UMW to]

On- November 26, Mll]er .bro ght back the
second offer There were no major i

would not go back to the bargaxm
table again. The  council* could+ n
continue to oppose him without: ch
lenging him for leadership. To challenge
Miller, they would also have to
challenge the Federal govern
Miller had invited Usery, the
the Federal Mediation and Conciliation
Service, mwhe negotiations. Usery
had -been joined by---William. -Simon, *
Secretary of the Treasury, whom the
operators invited in.. A. Taft-Hartley .
injunction was threatened. The bureau-
crats on the council especailly feared
this.

Only if the bureaucrats were willing
to take a hard line against the state as
well as against Miller personally could
they continue "to oppose the contract.
For the bureaucrats, this choice was"
obvious. A few hours after rejecting the
second offer, the council reversed its
position and approved the contract
22-15

With the bargaining council broken, Miller

inflation runnmg at 12 per cent, the miners get 10 = turned to the ranks. Miller lied outright. (In the

per cent in the first year, then four per cent and
three per cent ifithe following years: The COLA
formula is one -cent for every 0.4 rise in the
Consumer Price Index—which won’t meet inflation.
And on top of this, there will be no cost-of-living
adjustments after an. eight per cent rise in prices.

The small gains include five paid sick ‘days,
disability pay, improved. pension funding. None of
these are more than token or at best half-way..
measures. Pensions will still be a disgrace. A
62-year-old miner with 30 years underground will
get only $390 a month.

Grievarice procedures have been modermzed ”
Instead of spending to provide real safety in the

mines, the operators want to stop wildcats® (whlch i

are mamly caused by unsafe conditions, as well as
_firings and. seniority _viola

words of the pro-Miller New York Times: “In
explaining the contract, he showed unfamlhanty
with its terms, or else misspoke them.”) Miller

" violated UMW procedures. He refused to call the

national meeting of 830 rank and file delegates to
discuss and vote upon the contract, illegally
substituting regional gatherings instead. Scared of
a nationally otganized opposition, Miller's talk
~ about union democracy proved to be pure rhetoric.

Miller’s success.in convmcmg a majority of the
voting union members to approve the contract was

~ the result of the handful of concessions, the

government pressure,. the lying; the violation of

democratic procedures and: finally Miller's own .

prestige. Without a-leadership willing to stand up
and say ‘“Miller must go,” the opposition to the
contract, large as it was, was still unable to

Federal mediator : Useny 'glagvve
steals the spotlight to announce

The opportunist International Sociali
learned nothing. Before Miller's election,
Mackenzie ‘of the I.S. repeatedly stated that
reformist leaders of rank and ﬁle movements would
not  betray. because economic pressures would
1nev1tably force them to the léft. Today Mackenzie
at last publicly notes that Miller “agrees with the
rest of the American labor leadership” that “‘you
have to watch out for the interests of ‘the industry,’
that is, the bosses.” (“Why Miller Sold Out;”
Workers - Power No. 111, Dec. 74-Jan. 75) ‘But
Mackenzie claims that this is
only after Miller's election— -he: was converted by
the bureaucrats in other umons, especially the
UAW. . - ‘

But -before the UMW electlou Mackenz1e s
;mtemal posmon in the I.S. (for the benefit 6f other

‘“socialists” only) was that Miller’s program‘iwas
reformist, exactly what he now claims is the result

through unproved grievance procedures But Mine
Safety Committees will not convince the operators
to take orders from the miners. They will simply
give Miller an/éxcuse to crush wildcats.
The most unportant demands passed b

over-time rates and the demand that the miner
decide whether they should have rotating shifts.

~ THE CONTRACT “SOLD"
‘When Millexj announced the settlement, Tom

" Shoemaker, ‘an- official in District 12, stated, “I

think the miners will vote it- down 50 to 1 in
Illinois.”” Miners in Ohio’s District 6, a stronghold
of anti-Boyle sentiment for years, organized a
demonstration of 300 agamst the contract, copies of
which they burned in disgust. In District 29,
southern West Virginia, caravans of miners spread
through the hills. urging a’ “no’ vote. These
sentiments resulted in 34,741 (55 per .cent) votes
against the contract, and partly accounted for the
close to 30 per cent of the miners who did not vote

~convince themonty In southern West-Virginia,

in District 29, the smiall Committee to Defend the
Right to Strike fought against the contract. _Any
orgariized opposition to the contract was valuable.
Such ' opposmon implied - oppos1t10n to Miller's
leadership, since Miller would be in an impossible
position had the ranks rejected the contract.

But that was the problem. If this. contract was

" rejected, who would face the companies? The failure
of the Committee to Defend the Right to Strike to -

opposé Miller explicitly. and openly —its failure to
-call for Miller’s removal from office, or at the very
least from leadmg the negotiations, meant that they
could not convince the ranks that re]ectxon of the
contract would lead to significant gains. The call for

Miller’s removal from office could not guarantee

that the ranks would vote down the contract but it
could only have helped win them over to opposition.

Miller always accepted the limits of capitalism. It

.was not a question of his sincerity in wanting to.

improve conditions for the miners. He only wants to
“improve’ capitalism, not-to overthrow it. At the
same time that Miller was talking about democracy,

the chioices he made But social forces ‘were har

'of post-election—conversion: Mackenme—s&m—'in
since Miller was the extreme léft wing of reformis
that was the most that could :be expected at.t
point in time since the workers.are so backw
Since Miller was so far “left,” events might push
him further left. ,Socmhsts should put up :with

Miller’s “shortcomings’ and ‘‘problems” and not.

criticize him, not warn the workers, 'so as not to

“alienate’ the backward masses, Today Mackenzie
has to rationalize: “‘History did not predeberm ]
that Arnold Miller would have'.

work to make h1m do so.”
SL

The Spartacist League has learned nothing’ bout
their sectarian approach to Miller. The SL: beheves :
that-the Miller victory over Boyle was in no sense a
step forward. It would be just as happy to have ssen
Boyle win. Thus the SL'/.¢an print: “The’
International Socialists gave their backing because
Miller was a step forward compared to Boyle.: The
Revolut;onary Socialist League cf s to have no

Cont'd ‘next: page
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Cont’d. from p. 5
.such’, illusions; it supports Miller - because the,
Workers think 'he’ is a’ step forward"" (Womers”
Vanguard No. 58,. Dec 6, 1974) .. ¥

IS —their ‘capitulation’ to. Miller's’ program.

* Second, they. falsely claim that the RSL ‘‘supports”

Miller. This formulation exposes the SL's concep-

tion of critical support. To Lenin critical support .

was a method to expose nnsleadershlps in action.
-The “support’” in critical support is, as Lenin said, :
support the way a rope supports a hanged man.
The RSL gave critical support to Miller in the
- election against Boyle In doing that we made clear
our opposition to Miller's program and predicted
that he would ‘betray the miners unless they
organized to throw him out as well as Boyle. In this
way we not only warn the miners of Miller’s
betrayal but also demonstrated this in practice

without breaking the ranks-of the advanced miners--

who correctly sought to remove the gangster Boyle.
The SL cannot understand this Leninist tactic.
To them a bureaucrat ‘‘deserves” or does not

_‘“‘deserve’’ critical support. The exposure aspect of

the tactic is-gutted. When the SL finds a bureaucrat
“deserving” of critical support, they will support
the bureaucrat and not expose him.

In addition, the SL said that Miller. does not
“‘deserve” critical support bécause hé brought the'
“§tate Trito the hniot=Fhe Skeperverts-the principle
-of opposition to state intervention into an absolute

" moral scruple. Every reformist bureaucrat is tied to .

the state. Boyle was no less tied to the state than
Miller;
sophisticated elements of the ruling class.

But the SL thinks that Miller is tied to the state
but not Boyle. Boyle was too craven for the SL to
support although to' do so would have been
consistent with their method. As in the case above,
when the SL ‘““finds” a bureaucrat not tied to the
bourgeois state, it will capitulate to him completely.
Thus the SL’s formal opposition to Miller served to

protect the SL from its own opportunism. When it .

finds the ‘‘right” bureaucrats it will capitulate to

" them: We will in time see the SL abandon most of

: addresses Duke Power Co. miners’

its sectarian tactics in favor of - fullblown

opportunism.

Mﬂler relxes on his ml].ltant past and;rad:ca.l rhetonc to
arlan County,

tevo ary-Soeialist Lnaague under%more dlretrtiym the UMW members themselves:

that the main task todayis-to win militant workers:

to the revolutionary program his can be doné:
because the revolutionary program is the onl
practlcal way out—it’s not-a formula for the future
or a set of lofty principles high above the real
struggle. The Leninist tactic of critical support,
calling for a victory to-Miller against Boyle while at
the .same ' time clearly demonstrating Miller's
reformist;: pro-capitalist program, predicting that
he would : betray the struggle, was the only way

Boyle’s..ties were merely with the less .

First, the SL fails to pomt to the real error of the .

-New--

from thenrs by his “heal-all-wounds" rhetorlc A

own, mounting wildcat ot t;op; of wildcat. The’
miners were moving towards a. broad direct-action

“Instead of leading this trategy, Miller opposed it
completely. He did his best to persuade’ w1ldcatters
to go back to work, argumggthat they should save
their fighting. for the “big" strike.. As long as
Boyle’s contract was in force, Miller did not go
beyond trying to persuade the miners ‘not to
wildcat. he did not then employ the thuggery hat

“democratic”’
different.

During the.strike and ratxflcatxon perio
opposition to Miller surfaced for the first ti

the shattering of illusions does not automat ally

lead to increased political consciousness. A
tendency towards increased cynicism will emerge
among some miners in reaction to the way Miller
burned them. Their faith in union démocracy. and
mlhtancy has been weakened by Mlller s betrayal.

This is theg gest danger now.” The movement
which was savi
of Boyle may now be destroyed at the hands of
Miller. Unless a revolutionary leadership emerges,
the UMW may once again be in the visegrip of a
dictator. Miller knows that if he can’t subdue the
militants.in the ranks, there are other candidates for
the job-within the UMW bureaucracy.

Miller will be forced to deepen his attack on the
democratic concessions he allowed so recently. If
locals insist on wildcatting, Miller will put them
into trusteeships. The thuggery that marked the
Lewis and Boyle regimes will return, although in a
somewhat more hidden “liberal” guise.
iller is the bourgeois state. Miller will
again bring in the Federal

crush the ranks, just as he
did during the negotia-
tions.. Miller will not fight
injunctions; he will thank
the government- for them.
Miller’s” promise to Presi-
dent Ford to “get the coal
flowing again” and his seat
on Ford’s ‘“‘Labor-Manage-
ment :Committee”’ are a
- warning of what he will do
- when . wage controls are
re-imposed.

Miller has already used
the cops to prevent leftists
from distributing their lit-
.- erature. If other means do
not suffice, he will use them'

t the miners. Here he

* Democratic Party to begm wage <

_labor party could lead an ‘offensive
: Lapltahst class and establish a w
" ment.” ¥

4rom destruction by Miller’s defeat

“the union. To cut through the cynicism that the
-ranks will never be able to control the union,-

government if necessary to

" conferences bsétween miners and steelworkers, could

new labor party could lead ‘a .
class-wide fight against infla : !
ment. Armed with a revolutionary prog

'Tf “the most advanced miners are to
movement that can get to the bottom  of

But this Llarlby and agreement on'
program does not mean that the revoluti
Ieadershlp stands aside from the on-going struggle
of the masses of miners. Wildcatting locals will be

attacked by Miller. Revolutionaries will have to
take the lead in their defense. They cannot assume
that, others will do the job, Miller's every retreat on
union democracy must be made a public scandal in

revolutionaries must constantly pound away at the -
source of Miller’s attacks on workers’ democracy: -
his Toyalty to the capitalist system and his rehance
upon the state.
To struggle for union democracy is bound up w
the struggle against the bourgeois state. Works
defense guards must be prepared to defen
miners against police and troops. Democracy
real unless it can be defended. The miners mu
raise the slogans “Flght the Injunctions,’” “Miller
Off Ferd’s Committee,” and “No Wage Controls.
Miners must demand that organizing drives
throughout the coal. mdustry fxght to ehmmate scab
coal entlrely )

= CLASS UNITY. |

Only if the miners tie their interests as miners to
a class-wide strategy can they tear their union from
the claws. of the capitalists. Conferences between
rank and rile miners and the ranks of energy-related
industries, espeually the oil mdustry conferences i
between coal- miners and other i

build the kind of unity needed to oppose the giant
corporatlons

‘Suppose the. UMW 1eadersh1p were  really
interested in class solidarity. Miller would- have - :
appealed to the energy workeérs in the Oil, Chemical
and Atomic Workers union to go out on’ sympathy
strikes with the miners strike. 420 separate OCAW

revolutionaries could intervene in the election to °

win the most.class conscious of Miller’s supporters
to the revolutxonary program.

"Miller dissolved - the Miners for Democracy as

an orgamzatlon shortly after his election. Once in
" power, once having used the MFD to get into office,
Miller  wanted - to prevent  the
espemally its left wmg, from- criticizing: him. This
. ‘was also & concession to the right-wing bureaucrats,

““hoth thosz who supported him and especially those

“who ‘supported Boyle Rather than continuing to
combat the right wing bureaucrats, Miller implicitly
. agreed that basically his program was-no different

membership,

%

REXOLUTIONARY LEADERSHIP

. The miners- are not yet licked. There is a
vanguard among them who are determined to keep
on fighting, to. throw out Miller, to throw out as
many of his successors as necessary to build a
fighting union. These miners are moving towards
revolutionary consciousness. They cannot help but
'see the limitations of Miller’s entire ideology. The

first and. most pressing task in the UMW today is.

the cohering and organizing of the best of these
vanguard miners into a revolutionary leadership
fighting for a program .of socialist transformation
and a workers government. .

" Miller has already shown what happens when the

- power -of the capitalists over their property is not

challenged. - A" revolutionary leadership would
oppose Miller with a real solution—nationalization
of the mines under workers’ control. To enforce this
nationalization, the workers need political power, a
workers’ govemment To fight for .a workers

. .could take. What is needed is"a leadership ablé' to '’

coritracts came due on January 7. The miners coi
have stayed out to support the oil workers, wh
were also sold out by their leadership. Miller also. -
should have called on all workers to refuse to handle -
coal in any way during the strike.
The Miller leadership passes off ‘elbow-rubbing
w1th bureaucrats of other unions as adequate
“‘gestures” of solidarity. Miller therefore: invited
-I.W. Abel of the United Steelworkers to the U
‘convention, where the UMW bureaucrats madi
mention of Abel’s plot to ram the ENA no-strike
deal down their throats.
_ But what is needed is real labor solidarity. If a
major wildcat strike breaks out in steel, miners
must be prepared. to support such’a strike by
refusing to mine coal and by organizing-transporta-
tion workers to refuse to ship coal in -any form to
struck steel plants until the wildcat is settled.
These are only examples of the forms the stru,

gle

seize opportunities a:s?léy arise. Miller has been
totally exposed as gent of the capitalist class.
Reformist trade unionism -must replaced w1th
revolutlonary class struggle )
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by Walter Dahl and Jack Gregory

As loyal followers of Stalin and Mao, the RU
maintains that while capitalism has been restored in
the Soviet Union, China remains ‘“socialist.” By
their allegiance to China as opposed to the
“‘revisionist’’ Soviet Union, the RU and other
Maoists attempt to establish their revolutionary
credentials.

But today’s China is not revolutionary, and never
was proletarian. The would-be revolutionaries who
have allied themselves to China and who try to draw
political lessons from the Thoughts of Mao
Tse-Tung have in fact committed themselves to a
section of the world bourgeoisie, the Chinese
bureaucracy.

Maoism is not and never has been a theory of
proletarian revolution: it stands for the national
interests of the Chinese ruling class in exploiting
the Chinese proletariat and peasantry and for the
derailing of revolutionary struggles around the
world in the interests of the world bourgeoisie.

NEW DEMOCRACY
The Maoist theory of New Democracy, designed

— ~to explain the Chinese revolution and posethe—

correct strategy for national liberation struggles
throughout the world, declared in advance that a
revolution led by Maoists could not be socialist. It
would be limited to establishing New Democracy, or
a ‘‘united-front democratic alliance based on the
overwhelming majority of the people, under the
leadership of the working class”” (Mao, On Coalition
Government, 1945). This rhetoric translates to one
word: capitalism.

Some people cannot understand why the Communists,

far from being entipathetic to capitalism, actually

over Chiang Kai-Shek and his sponser, U.S. imperialism,
beyend capitalism. .

premote its development. To them we can simply say

this much: to replace the oppression of foreign

imperialism and native feudalistu with the develop-

-ment of capitalism is not only an advance, but also an

unavoidable process. (Mao, The Fight for a New China, .

1945)

This is naked Menshevism. It is true that prior to
1917 Lenin-had believed-that the underdeveloped—
nations would have to pass through a bourgeois
stage before becoming ripe for socialism. But as
opposed to Mao, Lenin even then understood that
the proletarian vanguard must maintain complete
independence from the bourgeoisie, and he
consistently opposed the ‘‘coalition governments’
that became Mao’s hallmark.

APRIL THESES

And in the crucible of war and revolution, Lenin
abandoned completely all aspects of stage theory:

October 1, 1949: Mao proclaims People’s Republic of China. Despite progressive victory

Chinese revolution never went

Whoever now talks only about the “revolutionary-dem-
ocratic dictatorship of the proletariat and peasantry”
has lost touch with life, has, in virtue of this
circumstance, gene over in practice, to the petty
bourgeoisie against the proletarian class struggle; and
he ought to be relegated to the museum of “Bolshevik”
pre-revolutionary antiquities (or, as one might call it,
stﬁeﬁks’l (Lenin, April Theses)
Only two months after the February revolution,
and immediately upon his return from exile, Lenin
thus reversed the previous Bolshevik policy of

. conditionally supporting the bourgeois Provisional

Government, a policy carried out under the
leadership of Kamenev and Stalin. To the
consternation of revisionists of all colors, Lenin
proclaimed that because objective conditions
internationally were ripe for socialism, the Russian
proletariat need not wait until the productive forces
further matured inside Russia. Socialist revolution

Maoism is not and never has been a théoryf of proletarian revolution.

It is pure Menshevism.
Chinese ruling closs and the derailing

round the worle. |

0g e

it stands for the national inferests of the
of revolu

nary struggles
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was on the ‘age-nda ;
What was true ‘for Russia was true for the
underdeveloped nations in: ‘general. Expanding on

. urged

5mmumst lnternatlonal should’ .
pmpnmtmn . that with the aid of the proletariat of
the advanced countries, backward countries can.go
over to the Soviet system and, through cértain stages

through the capitalist stage. (Lenin, Report on ‘the
Commission* on _the. National . and the Colomal :
- Questions)

Contrast this with the ah‘éady uted statement by
Mao that a capitalist stage in China is “‘not only an"
advance, but an unavoidable process”!

MENSHEVISM

There were ‘‘socialists” who argued that the
development of capitalism,-a’capitalist -stage, was
unavoidable for Russia. They were the Mensheviks,
Kautsky, and the Second (Yellow) International. As
opposed to Lenin and Trotsky, they cried that”the
| productive forces were not sufficiently developed,
that the proletariat could. not rule in backward
‘1 Russia. But the Bolshevik leaders. countered that
the Russian--proletariat’'s “task was to promote
international revolution, so that it could take
advantage of _the ripeness of- material” conditions

—nternationally-and-rule in.conjupction With:'the

-world=proletariat.-
Mao’s resurrection of Menshevism was not
accidental. Tt was part of the general process of
Stalinist annihilation of Leninism. In the previous
part of this series, wé discussed Stalin's destruction
of the Comintern and his substitution of the
Popular Front and ‘“‘two-stage revolution” class
collaboration for the united front and proletarian
revolution. By following this line, Mao destroyed
the potentlal for socialist revolution in China time
and again, in the ‘end turning the Chinese
Communist Party into a bourgeois machine at the
head”® of a bourgeois state.

Before Mao agsumed command of the CCP this -
trail was already¥being blazed.. In the mid-1920’s,
the Communists liquidated themselves into Chiang
Kai-Shek’s Kuomintang (KMT). Russian advisers
trained Chiang’s troops at-a military ‘academy in
| Wuhan. The Chinese Communists were told by
Stalin that the bourgeois revolution was on the
agenda, and so they should throw all efforts into
support of the Kuomintang. This theory, paraded
under the label ‘“‘bloc of four classes” (proletariat,
peasantry, petty bourgeoisie and ~national bour-
geoisie), meant in fact the complete subordination
of the working class to the italists. As we
described last month, the CCP leadership forced the
Shanghai proletariat to end its general strike on the
eve «of Chiang’s brutal anti- -Communist cou
resulting in the slaughter of thousands of the bes
worker-militants.
The two-stage theory had in practice proved to
.| mean the direct shackling of the proletariat by its
supposed leadership. The CCP, claiming that?
bourgeois and not the proletarian revolution was on"
| the agenda, restrained the Chinese workers and 18d C
_{them to the capita¥ist slaughter. .
But the CCP learned no lessons. Since Ch1an
was clearly no longer a ““‘revolutionary,”
‘Jturned .to the next ‘best thing—the.

Kuomlntang Once more, the bloc with a bourge
party resulted in defeat, as the “‘Lefts” went over
Chiang. All- the while, Chiang was destroyi
whatever p0wer the Communists retained in the
KMT. In late 1927, when the Canton proletariat
rose up, ‘the CCP had been completely outflanked.
The Canton insurrection was smashed.

GOODBYE, PROLETARIAT

- Following = the destruction ~of - the
Revolution, the CCP turned away from the
proletariat. The Commiunists had been separated
from its proletarian base by force, after its bankrupt
strategy had led to tragedy. But, it accepted this
separatxon and made a virtue out of it. It is inr this

émmunism, with a theory of basing a

the April Theses. theme three years later Lerun .

““of development to communism, without havmg to pass <

. socially-enforced
‘\‘Jmpossﬂjle for

conditions--ha

Chinese <

strategy not on the proletanat but .

emote rural areas. Mao ehmmated the party ]

as an

of one of these groupings, the massive numbers of
the peasantry could indeed exert forLe But it couldy;

MARX VS. MAO

By the same token Marx had de(,lared i
Communist Manifesto that ‘‘the:
the proletariat is the task of the prol
Until Mao, every party callmg itself a
party had sought to base itself in the urban workin,
class. Only in this way  could the claim of
representing the working class: be made But Mao
added a new twist. The 'party represented the
proletariat because of its ideas, and therefore could
base itself on any strata of society..The class
composition . of the party serve
whatsoever. Materialism was turned on its head and
transformed complete idealism. Material

practice; all of these were determined by the “good

ideas” in'Mao’s head, which apparently were placed "

there by .some divine power.

One grouping called clearly and persistently for a
return to a proletarian orientation—the Chinese
Trotskyists. But the Trotskyists were driven out of

1925 27: Workera and peasa.nts m ements mount until
derailed by Stalinist class collabnratmmst line, Above.
workers' militia in 1925 . -

iy follow the‘

s . rul
‘no pirpose = TW&

othing to do with theory—and

- struggle

Mao returned to the road reJeLt
Bolshevxks The CCP turned fro' :

forget the mistakes made in the blo¢ w1t
He remembered them well, well enough t

anti-Japanese War; ;Mao’ _constantly made: agree
ments with Chlang,,whlch Chiang would keep as.
long ds they served his purposes. In particular, the
CCP agreed, in the 1938 Chungking Manifesto, no
to maintain any party . orgamzatlons in the areas|
controlled by the Kuomintang, which-included all of
China’s major cities that were not-under Japanese

As long as Chiang had been hostile to Mao, Mao
had reciprocated. But when, under the: m1htarya

pressure_of the Japanese armies, Chiang. sg_ug_L

conciliation, Mao greeted him with opén arm
Commenting  on Chiang's acceptance ‘of join
agamst Japan in late * 1936, Ma
commented: “‘The indication that Chiang Kai-Siy
is beginning to wake up may be considered a sign of
the Kuomintang’s willingness to end the wrong
policy it has pursued for ten years.” (Mao, A
Statement on Chiang Kai-Shek’s Statement
December, 1936} .
What was responsxble for this new enhghtenmént
on the part of Chiang? Mao had a ready answe
As the contradiction between China andiJapan has
become  the principal one and  China’s internal
contradictions have. dropped. into-a secondary »and -
subordinate place, changes have occurred in China’s
international ‘relations and internal class relatmns,
. giving rise to a new stage of development in the
current situation. (Mao, The Tasks of The Chinese

Communist Party in The Period of Resustance toJapan, |7

May, 1937)

So now we see that class contradlctlons, the
contradiction between the hourgemsw and the
proletariat, have taken the back seat in the struggle
against Japanese imperialism. While communists
unite militarily against the imperialist aggressor,
they must in no way capitulate to the notion that

- the proletarian revolutionis put in cold storage, and

the working class vanguard can give up its
independence _and- mingle  with and pplitically
support the bourgeorsle But that is’ preusely what
Mao meant and- did:

Far from rejecting the Three. People s Principles (the
program of the Kuomintang), we are ready staunchly

o. put. them into practice; moreover, we ask the

‘K\mmmtangte -implement thiem together with us,and. —

we call upon the whole nation to put them into effect.

We hold that the Commumst Party, the Kuomintang
and the people of the whole country should unite and
fight for these three great objectives of national
independence, - democracy and freedom, and the
people’s livelihood. (ibid).” .

In case there were any questions remaining, Mao
addressed the boureoisie directly in this same essay,
assuring them that his policy had never really b n
revelutionary:

:Was our past slogan of a workers' a.nd peasa.nts
.democratic republic wrong? No, it was not . : .. This
slogan was not in conflict with the- task of
bourgeoxs-democratlc revolution but sxgm.ﬁed that we
‘were resolutely carrymg our this task. Not a single
item of policy adepted in our actual struggle was out of .
keeping with this task. Our policy, including the
confiscation of the land of the landlords “and ‘the
enforcement of the eight-hour’ day, never went beyond
the bounds of capitalist " prlvate ‘ownership: our policy
was not to put socialism in.practice then. What will be
the composition of the new “demecratic repubhc" It will
consist of the proleiariat, the Ppeasantry, the urban

. petty bourgemsne, the'l bmlrgeoxsne, and all those in the J ‘i
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‘revolution. The sallent feature here
the bourgeoisie . . . it is “absolutely n
Vturn from the method of forcible conﬁscatmn of the
land to appropriste new methods. . i

It was correct to.p t forward the slogan ofa workers
and p ts’ democratic republic in the past,-and it is
correct to drop it today. (Mao, Selected Works, Vol 1,
pp. 271-72)

the bounds . of capitalism, and had never really.

bourgeoisie: must be included in -the “new
| democratic republic.” All Chiang had to do was
beckon, and Mao came running. Previously, Mao
had been denouncing Chiang as a renegade in whom
no trust whatsoever could be placed. Now he was
ready:. to form a:government with him. -

There is not a-shred of Leninism in any of this.
The proletariat is told that th roletari

to exchange depreciating currency for gold.

revolution is not on the agenda. The party’s
program, the program of the Communists(!), is
wholely and admittedly bourgeois, It is a program
oriented to and addressed to the peasantry—not
surprising, given = Mao’s discovery _that the
proletarian vanguard has no use for the proletarlat
The proletarian revolution cannot be struggled for
during imperialist invasion, according to Mao— de:
spite the fact that the national bourgeoisie (as Mac
well knew) was the most untrustworthy  al .
imaginablé.-

After Japan's defeat in World War II, “th
anti-proletarian policies of the CCP came out. even.
more openly. Having forsaken any chance of taking
power during the war by its class collaboration

Japanese threat no 1oncrer existed.

" CHINA TN TURMOIL -

The defeat of Japan left China in rmqerv and
turmoil. The  rotting and corrupt Kuommtang
government dlslntegrated alorig with its armies.
Chiang’s regime tyrannized the Chipese people,
conscripted and over-taxed the peasants, squan-
dered its financial resources, disrupted commerce
B rand industry and based itself on nothing except its
“military forces and support from U. S. imperialism,
The Chiang bandit regime even turned on. the
Chinese bourgeoisie, driving it over to Mao.

- The post-war period was chaotic. The massive
resentment against Chiang led to urban anti-gov-
ernment movements and mass strikes.. At one time
in 1948, 200,000 workers were on strike in Shangha1
alone.

‘But still, Mao mamtamed his call for coahtlon
government with the Kuomintang until 1947. He

tamed it even though the 'CCP was under constant_

. confined within bburgemsc annels.

" so Mao theonzed that the class struggle could be

Mao said it all:'The CCP will remain flrmly within

wanted anything more than agrarlan reform The I

d Yy
working class facilitated Mao’s victory. Above, with inflation skyrocketing, workers rush”

All of<;thls was carried out unde -

'~ Just as the
n party could do without the proletariat,

u
two necessary pre- Londmons ‘had been met. Firs
the urban movements had been “crushed by the

Kuomintang. Second, -significant sectors of the;‘

bourge0151e had come, overi to the CCP ,’ut of

st betrayals] of the

The collapse’ of the Kuoxnintang “was . not

sufficient - for the  victory of - the CCP. The
demoralization of the proletariat and the support of .
the bourgeoisie assured Mao that he could indeed -

establish the kind of state he wanted—one which
remained within capitalist bounds. Right until

.Chiang’s downfall, the CCP would not call for the
-workers in the KMT-held cities

they were ordered to wait- peacefully for their

“liberation.”’

ywn accounts with its oppressors.

When the CCP armies took over Chma s cities,
they were greeted with enthusiasm by the mass of
the population, ecstatic at the end of Kuomintang

Mao--now--extended this policy —even when t| ~tyranny—But- the_CCP-immediately—set—itsel:

pposition to the proletariat. In many cities, the
entire Kuomintang civil apparatus was retained

,(inc1uding the police) and incorporated into the new

People’s ~ Republic.” Trade union laws were
dopted and -enforced forbidding Strikes.'Unions
ere permitted only to “‘observe labor discipline.”

olicies modeled after Stalin’s counter-revolution-
ary labor codes were established to combat all forms
of working class resistance, including labor books

and an anti-equalitarianism campaign. The CCP’s”

model for the state it now ruled was not Lenin’s
Soviet state of 1917, but Stalin’s state ‘capitalist
empire. . T .

The “new” Chma was mdeed Lapxtahst And this
should come as no surprise to Marxists. The CCP
had taken power without the proletariat—indeed, it
had actively strived to suppress any independent
activity' by the Chinese working class. For two
decades prior to Chiang’s overthrow, Mao had

systematically cut all ties between the party and the -

workmg class. The weakness of the bandit Chlang

regune had allowed the CCP’s peasant based armies ’~

rebel. Instead,

Mao had no use for a militant and.
mobilized proletariat that might choose to settle its

long before seizing power.
Indeed, it is surprlsmg that
Chi

bourgeois- democratu. " revolution, and lead ~
without the bourgeoisie if necessary, he me
exaatly what he said: Indeed the Eight,

p 1
said would be done: first, establish capitalism
securely, and then (the second stage) comes the
proletarian revolution. The problem was'that the
ostensibly proletarian party was at the h ad of a
self-avowed bourgeois state.

for th§ restoration of capitalism in Russia is the
destruction of the proletarian nature of the CPSU.
But the CCP had decades before its rise to pow
renounced its proletarian heritage in all but word

To the RU, China’s nationalized property by itself |

cannot make it a workers’ state, or otherwise Russia
could not be capitalist. The rule of the CCP cannot
be the deciding element, for this party.is no more
proletarian than the CPSU (indeed, from the
Cultural Revolution . until - 1971 the  CCP was
dissolved—a workers' state without a proletarlan
vanguard leadership!} All the RU can tell us is that
they like China and don’t-like Russia, and that's

why ‘one is not capitalist and the other is.

BERNSTEIN AND MAO

Mao’s version of how China changed its class
nature under his rule is the second half of the New
Democracy theory. In New Democratic (that is,
bourgeois) China, socialism was gradually created

through a process of evolution under CCP rule. This |

is_classical Bernsteinist revisionism, the idea that
capitalism gradually transforms itself into socialism
through the working out of its own inherent laws.
Mao’s theory is a variant of this only in the sense
that the added “ingredient of “‘Communist”

leddership is thrown in for flavoring. But remember,
to Mao communist leadershlp does not mean the
revolutlonary consciousness of the proletariat, but

owerir-the-hands-of-a-grouping-calling | ‘

itself Commumst but which long ago. turned its
back on the Chinese working class.

Here is how the RU describes the “transforma-: k

tion to socialism” after 1949
The first stage of the ' Chinese revolution did not
diately aim at socialism but was directed aga.uxstv
mpenallsm, feudallsm, and - bureaucratic’ . capltal-
.ism ... .. In this struggle, the national bourgeome, or
sectlons of it—those capitalists not du‘ectly tled to the
imperialists—sided with the ses of p
of the objective contradictions: they faced with
imperialism ‘and feudalism. As soon as power was
geized the struggle between the proletarlat and. the
- bourgeoisie centered around the question of whether

. China would carry through .the revolution to the

‘socialist stage or would instead pass through- an
exbended period of capltahsm

The RU has made one minor improvem nt upon‘
Mao. While swallowing whole the need for coalition
with the bourgeoisie, the RU does see the need to
add that there had to be a class’ struggle to
determine whether China under Mao would remain
capitalist or pass on to.socialism. Unfortunately,

. the KMT armies throughout this

The RU, which knows that state capltahsm exists |
in. praetxce as well as in theory, should know :that |
. China is state capitalist. After all, its main criteria

s
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Mao did not agiee. Praising his New Democratic

system . . . truly meets the demands of the
overwhelming majority of the Chinese population.”’
He went on to make this explicit, noting that
“‘there are still contradictions among these classes,
notably the contradiction between labor and
capital,” but that, ‘
throughout the stage of New Democracy these
contradictions, these differing demands, will not grow
and transcend the demands which all have in common
and should not be allowed to do so; they can be
adjusted. (Mao, On Coalition Government, 1945)
Where for the RU the class struggle would decide -
the fate of the New Democratic state, for Mao the
struggles and aspirations of the working class were
things to be “‘adjusted’” to meet the needs of a
bourgeois state.

- ~ SCAPEGOAT

Who can be the scapegoat, who can be made to
bridge the gap between the RU and Mao? A
candidate is close at hand. In the RU’s words, ‘‘The
latter path (i.e., an extended period of capitalism
|and “adjusted’’ class struggle) was advocated by
Liu Shao-Chi, with his line that exploitation is a
merit.”’ e

The RU certainly has justification in identifying
"Litr with this position. But they=somehow-neglect ta
add that-this was Mao’s program to begin with, a
program which included the ,‘‘guaranteeing of
legitimate profits . . . so that both the public and
private sectors and both labor and capitat-will-work -
together to develop industrial production.”” The RU
does not care to recall what Mao actually stood for.
Instead, they bald-facedly lie:

The revolutionary line -of Mao Tse-Tung, which cailed

for immediately embarking on the socialist revolution,
won out, and by 1956 the trans!it\ion to socialist
ownership of the means of produqtigg, had be
essentially completed insofar as the eities and
industrial enterprises were concerned,

By 1956 socialist ownership of\the means of
production had been completed! Sorriésgg should
inform the RU that in 1956 the CCP Kgress

declared China to be state-capitalist. But no matter.
The RU knows that China is socialist, and if as
to obscure a few trivialities, such as what M
Tse-tung really thought and did, it's all in the
service of the same cause as the whitewash of Stalin
in Red Papers No. 7

Aside from distorting ‘‘Mao Tse-tung Thought;**

the statement cited above sums up the RU’s general
anti-Marxist confusionism. What does the RU mean
by ‘‘socialist ownership of the means of produc-
tion?”’ That the factories were nationalized, no
doubt. That is indeed what happened during the
first Five-Year Plan of 1953-57. But since the RU
has already agreed that nationalization does not
mean socialism, what dees-t mean to say that Mao
stood for “immediately embarking on the socialist
revolution?”’

The RU, we recall, has already informed us that
the 1949 revolution ‘“‘did not immediately aim at
socialisth” and therefore was not the socialist
revolution. Mao assures us of the same thing—that
the 1949 revolution was bourgeois. But then, to the

~["RU, the socialist revolution in China took place
sometime between 1949 and 1956 when nobody,
least of all the Chinese proletariat, was aware of it.

Here Menshevism reaches its Bernsteinist end. A
bourgeois state is transformed into a proletarian
state quietly and peacefully— Kautsky’s longed-for
“peaceful transition from capitalism to socialism.”’
Not only was it not necessary for the Chinese
Communists to base themselves on the proletariat,
not only was the proletariat a hindrance to the

the working class is extraneous to the proletarian
revolution. -

This is a marvelous theory: Who knows what new
wonders will be discovered by Mao. Perhaps the
nobility will be the future agent of revolutionary
| change? Mao’s idealism can accomplish anything:
In tiese areas {Asia, Africa, Latin America], extremely
broad sections of the population refuse to be slaves of
imperialism. They include not only the -workers,
peasants, intellectuals and petty bourgeoisie, but also
the patriotic national bourgeoisie and even certain
kings, princes, and aristocrats who are patriotic.

state idea to the skies, he wrote: “This kind of state -

“New Democratic” revolution, but ngw we find that

_ International Communist Movement,” June, 1963

How did socialism triumph in China, RU? How
did it come to power without the proletariat? Where
were the institutions of dual power, the Soviets?
Where was the proletarian party? Where indeed was
the proletariat? - . :

_One thing should be crystal clear. The RU’s
whitewash of Stalin was absolutely essential for
them to term China as ‘“‘socialist.”” For by calling
Stalin’s Russia socialist, they established a model
for themselves. Socialism means applying the most
ruthless conditions to the proletariat. It means a
state in which the proletariat is bitterly exploited,
and a party which has shed its proletarian nature (in
Part One we showed how Stalin turned the CPSU
from the proletarian vanguard to a technocratic
elite, just as Mao destroyed the proletarian nature
of the early CCP).

1967: Despite the “Great Prolet!;rian Cultural Revolution,”
exploitation of the working class renrains the basis of the
Chinese economy.

~ Socialism, by using Stalin as the guide, is
demonstrated-by labor pass-books, the banning of
the right to strike, the destruction of thetrade
unions as anything save a tool for labor discipline.
It means ‘‘anti-equalitarian” campaigns to insure
the widest possible wage differentials. It means
making sure by every means necessary that the
proletariat be given no opportunity to act in'its own
name.

It means complete idealism. Stalin’s theory of
Socialism in One Country has been dealt with in
earlier parts of the series, where we showed that it
was completely counterposed to Lenin’s proletarian
internationalism. Lenin tirelessly repeated that the

etarian revolntion would fail unless the

revolution spread internationally. Stalin declared —
that the Russian people could construct socialism
themselves. Material conditions had no place in his
“theory.” But in his practice, he ruthlessly and
brutally exploited and oppressed the Russian
workers and the national minorities to wring out the
maximum of surplus-value. Socialism, in these
terms, means the construction of a class society
that uses every means at its disposal to stand over
the working class, rather than the rule of the
workers themselves (as Marx defined the dictator-
ship of the proletariat). ~ -

Mao followed the same path as Stalin. Because
there was never a proletarian revolution in China,
Mao was able to move immediately to solidifying
Chinese state-capitalism. He was able to skip over °
‘the counter-revolution, since the workers never
ruled China to begin with. This simply made his job
easier. ,

Like Stalin, Mao had no intention of fostering
proletarian revolution internationally. Instead he

- chose-to rely on blocs with kings, princes and the

bourgeoisie. Internally, meanwhile, Mao like Stalin -

(“Proposal Concerning ‘the General Line of the

embarked on building “‘socialism” in one country.
This*eould only mean wringing brutal concessions | — |
out of the masses. Unfortunately, a systematic
analysis of - the Chinese economy and social
conditions under Mao' is.beyond the scope of this
* article. It required all of our present space to deal
with Mao’s version of Marxism, the Bersteinian .
New Democracy, and to demonstrate that Mao !
consciously set out to establish a capitalist state by . WO
systematically subordinating the proletariat long €O
before he came to power. We will take up this the
question in future issues of The Torch, as it o au
demonstrates how -state-capitalism functions in sla
practice. au
For now, we will sum up what the Chinese tir
Revolution of 1949 has meant. The 1949 revolution, -
by temporarily halting the imperizlist robbery of a et
nation of hundreds of millions, enabled China to ial
_ expand its economic base gradually on the basigof | t}f_
surplus-value produced by the Chinese peasa%r sle
and proletariat. When the tool of Soviet imperialism %a}
became too great, Mao was able to break with the in
Russians—although the costs were severe (the | As
Great Leap Forward, the attempt to place China on Wi
independent economic footing, virtually destroyed -
China’s internal market and resulted in severe n
depression, famine and mass emigration from 1ok
1961-63; this is when Liu Shao-Chi, advocating a - Ca
policy of concessions to plant managers, came to the %SV
fore). D
What Mao’s revolution meant, all in all, was the th
ability to step up the exploitation of the Chinese als
__masses. Without the right to resist, with th -
| workers forbidden to organize in-their own interests, We
facing an organized bourgeoisie, indoctrinated with _ Wi
an upside-down idealism masquerading as Marx-| — - ?0‘
ism, the Chinese workers and peasants were shut off 1te
from the struggles and cultural heritage of the Cr.
world proletariat. pr
Still, the CCP could produce only limited cr
solutions to China’s desperate problems—the need dr
to revolutionize industry and agriculture out of at
their historic backwardness in the face of hostile
imperialist powers—not the least of which was the
Soviet Union, as we pointed out in Part Two of this
series. Unable to break the.bonds of imperialism, o
state capitalist China was trapped. - a
In the conditions of extreme scarcity, and having U
to support an enormous military sector, China’s ed
state-capitalist class has been under enormous W
pressures. We noted above how Liu’s dominance, as
his program of fostering consumer-oriented indus- th
try, arose out of the abyssmal failure of Mao’s Great au
Leap Forward crash program. But Liu came into laj
conflict with the military, who objected to his tw
draining capital to light industry and away from an
them; he also came into conflict with Mao, who th
feared his increased power. These constant tensions on
inside the ruling class underlie the violent
explosions that periodically shake the CCP. Liu is ha
cast out by the military headed by Lin Piao; then th
Lin in turn is purged. This history has gone on de
consistently in Mao’s China, as the different sectors to
of the bureaucracy battle each other for shares of . ru
the social product. Out of these pressures come co
today’s splits over whether to orient to the U.S., for
~Japan, Russia; orattempt to goit alone; does€hinaf—— — ou
need foreign capital, and if so what is the best ye
source; etc. . Tt
The RU ends its pamphlet on Soviet capitalism mi
by quoting Lenin: ‘‘ImperialiSm is the eve of the gr
social revolution of the proletariat,” and then W
concludes itself: . ~ ha
The emergence of a new imperialist power—Soviet th
social-imperialism—can in no way change this truth. 5
The day is not far off when the people of the entire dis
world will rise up and bury Soviet social-imperialism, dy
U.S. imperialism and all reactionaries and open a Tt
bright new page in human history. on
Chinese state capitalism will also be buried, and '
so will the reformists and centrists who, one way or - ve
another, erect in themselves the last bastions of the U.
bourgeois world order. The RU among them—for th
the Maoists do not simply support state capitalism thi
in China, but they also defend it at home. The. aft
theqry pf capitalism on which their analysis of| un
Soviet imperialism is based is a pseudo-Marxist tal
sham derived from Stalin, a theory that strengthens ;
the hand of the bourgeoisie against the proletariat. n
_ That is the subject of our next article. ?12[
1 : e SRS GaiE e SONE 3



The economic VI‘lSlS, already the-
worse. since the "Great - Depression,
continues to slide downhill, paced by
the depression in auto. With 300,000
auto workers laid off and production
slashed to the bone, the situation in .
auto gives a glimpse of the desperate
~—times coming to all’American workers.

Industries which supply the car
manufacturers with parts and mater-
ials will soon be in no better shape
than-auto. Already, these sectors are
slashing their production schedules,
laying off thousands of workers, and
intensifying speed-up and stretch-out.
As the crisis deepens, these attacks
will be ever more vicious. ‘

Rubber is the :'key -auto-related
"industry. Tire-making center Akron
may soon become a mirror of auto-
laprtalDetmlL where the jobless.ratée
is-over-15-per.cent. The United Rubber
Workers. (URW) will be subjected to
the same brutal attacks as the UAW is
already suffering.

~ wage cuts—have already begun. They~
will intensify. Every worker should
look closely at the rubber industry, for
its plight makes clear that the current
crisis is not just symptom of
problems in auto. It is a fundamental
crisis plaguing every sector, which will

a

: drive the ¢ apltallsts on’ to ever flercer
* attacks. ‘

- - LAYOFFS

Immediately following the an-

nouncement of the cutbacks by the
auto bosses in December, Goodyear,
Uniroyal and B.F. Goodrich respond- .

. ed with a number of layoffs and work

. week reductions. This reaction came

--gs-ne surprise, as over-70 per cent of
_their production is directed for use in
auto. Since that time, Firestone has
laid. off 1,000 workers in eight of its
twelve plants and Goodyear has forced
another 1773 “of its workers into
the unemployment lines. Far worse is
on the way.

‘Rubber ‘workers cannot afford’ to
have any-illusions about the future of
the rubber .industry. The recent
decrease in auto production only adds
to the problems already faced by the
rubber -barons. At an international
conference in September, industry
- forecasters said that ‘‘the general

s

“These attacks—ldyoffs, speed-up;

-ies; .
European bourgeoisie.

ments, “cheap labor and profitable
investment opportunities in Europe,
but "this was done directly "at' the
expense of- modernizing domestic
industry.

Whrle real production was being.

was stagnating. Instead: of lntroduc-
ing new production techniques in the
U.S. and thereby increasing produc—
tivity, capital was increasingly “¢han-
neled into the more profitable Euro-
pean.market. Now with the break-up
of the post-war agreements, U.S.

. companies must compete on the world -

market with their outmoded machin-
ery against the modern plants of
Europe ;

'RADIALS

This has partlcularly grave conse-
quences for the rubber barons. For the
last 20 years, the U.S. rubberigdustry
“has watched the growth of t
tire market. Even while acknowledg-
ing that it represented the future in
tire production, they failed to make
the necessary investments in the new
machinery for radial production. Why
was this the case? = -

The rubber companies were not able
to generate enough capital to under-
take the conversion of their tire-mak- .

" ing plant. Their only alternative was

to try and block the move to radials.
Goodyear attempted this through the
introduction of the bias-belted tire in
the late '60’s. The net effect was a

heavy commitment in machinery and.
resources for a tire which proved to be .

far inferior to the steel-belted radial.

As a result, Goodyear..did not begin .

converting its plant until 1973.

The fact that the conversion was
necessary. is clearly demonstrated by
the sales statistics on radials in the
U.S. market, which represents one-
third of the world market. In 1969, one
out of every fifty tires sold in the U.S.
was a radial. Last year, the figure had

jumped to one out of every four. By

1980, radials are expected to represént

two-third all tires sold.
MICHELIN
Anothe mdlcator is the penetration
of Mic _tire marke

he U.S. toek ‘
* advantage “of favorable-trade agree-:

radial

Year-long Sloane strike

what to expect from URW hacks. Despite
high level of militancy, workers were sold
- out. . .

* twice that of any of the Big Four
rubber companies in the U.S.

- Still, Michelin is not invincible. It
too will be affected by the declining
tire market. During the late ’20’s, it
tried to expand in the U.S. and was
unable to maintain production due to

4. pendence on the Detroit
—Companies such - as ' Gdo

the Great Depresswn Once again,.

Lrushed beneath the iron heel of world
economic collapse.

Also, Michelin has not had to face
any strong competition on the radial
market, as yet. The gains it has won
“have been largely through default.

_which _undertake

- With' the conversion of  the rubber -

¢ -
baron's tire-making ~plant; “Michelin® _mental protection. T

“ will have to do battle with them for a
share of the shrinking tire market.
This competition will be a matter of
life or death for the U.S. compames, as
well as Michelin.
Consequently, the intensity of thrs
petition will not-be-a m:

at;ter—of—————'

increase their.share of the m
be forced to default on ¢
Bankruptcres on the scale

precarious internationa
greenients.:

companies point to is the diversifica
tion of their interests. This would te:

stone and Uniroyal have been
make some headway in other ‘indu;
tries, mainly chemicals and plasti
However, 85 per cent of the .
materials used in this production
crude oil derivatives. And the main
market for these products, beside:
auto, is the housing industry, w
has been in a shambles for over tw
years. .
The major rubber companie
that they are in desperate straits.
is behind the frantic efforts to clea
way - for  increasing - producti
Charles J. Pilliod, chairman and cluef
executive  officer of: Goodyear, ha
demanded that the government gran
tax incentives to those companies
“Capital expendi-
tures in expansion and modernization

that is directed toward increased.
output and-or efficiency.” (Rubber
Age, Dec., 1974) Such incentives

would include accelerated depreeia-
tion, increased investment credit, and
tax cuts on expen s_for environ-
iffect of these
proposals is to pass the ‘costs of
modernization of the rubber industry
on to the working class through
increased taxes. e v

ONCENTRATION

—outlook for the rubber mdnstry “this
“year (1975) is not very, encouraglng
The most that can be looked for is a-
modest increase; the years of dynamic
growth have gone . " (Rubber
World, Nov. 14, 1974) The prediction
has proven correct on two counts: that
the perspectives for rubber are, in fact,
discouraging and' that the years of
rlynamxc growth are defmrtely gone.

_ ‘The ‘“‘modest increase” represeni;s

- only wishful thmklng :

The reasons for this flow from the
very nature of the post-war boom. The
U.S. established its dominance-over
the other: western capitalist states
. through World W, II and its

aftermath. Eme om the war

unchallenged ‘it _in position” to
* take advantage of; the defeat of the
international proletanat through war "
and fascism, and - to utilize the
devastation of the European econom-

This French. tire producer mvented
and introduced thé steel- belted radlal
in Europe nearly 25 years ago. Radials

are its sole product. It is now_ranked
third behi oodyear and Firestone
in total tire:sales. In Europe, where
radials account for more than 90 per

cent of the market, Michelin is first
and outsells Goodyear; Goodnch and
Uniroyal.

Michelin has already captured a
sizable share of the U.S. market. In
1973, they exported more than
$400,000 worth of tires to the U.S. In
1974, sever per cent of the original
tires mountéd by Ford. were Michelin
radials. With the hope of capturing a
“gtill larger share, Michelin is in the
process of building a rubber-mixing
plant in Anderson, South Carolina and
an ‘assembly plant in nearby Green-
“ville. When these are completed, they
will produce six million radials per

choice, but one of hecessity. As was
mentioned earlier, the U.S. rubber
-companies did not have énough capital
to carry through the conversion-to
radials on their own. Goodyear, for
instance, was forced to raise its long
and short-termr debt by 14 per cent.
What these debts represent are claims
on future production. Goodyear and
“Firestone borrowed -the : necessary
capltal ($1.25 billion for?Goodyear
"alone) with the intention that they
would repay-.the debt from - the
increased profits recerved ~on’ future
sales. ;

) PLUMMETING SALES

‘The combination of the fuel crisis
and - the slump-in auto sales has
greatly reduced the . market ~ from
which these sales were to have come.
In the past, tires have accounted for

~markets. These protecti

- implemented,

-vicious policy of driving smaller

Along with this’ has come a more

competitors fronf the tharket. The
price on radial tires is now being cut
with the intention of forcing~ the .
smaller ‘interests, like General Tire, -

market altogether. This- will lea
mergers with the larger [¢ :
an increased concentra
rubber-industry in e‘,hands of the
most powerful corporations. '
- The rubber bosses are also press g
for increased duties on imports and
higher taxes on proﬁts draw
foreign-owned - compam from U.S.

¢ directed primarily’at ‘Michelin. ‘If *
they “‘would greatly
reduce ‘the profxtabrhty of its preduc-
tion and exacerbate the mter-xmpenal

Cont'd. next | page

are
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In’ eny event"' these are only

" tempordry measures. The .enly way

that a sufficient - concentration and:
centralization of the existing capital
“can be achieved is through depression
" and ‘war. The weight of accumulated

debt and the sheer size of the industry

"is too great to be.overcome by any

means short of this. As in the last-

depression; ‘the major rubber com-
panies will be among the most

hawkish in the ruling class. It was not —

until the war contracts were granted in
the late ’30’s that rubber was really
. able to pull out of its depressed state.
-This will again be the case and- the
rubber barons will be among the most
active supporters of a new imperialist
conflict and the demand that it will
produce for rubber products
The circumstances in rubber typify
‘the general state of the capitalist
system. In the process of its decay,
capitalism increasingly depends on
wars and the destruction they entail

“'for‘xts-ve‘ry“sﬁmva}“If the. entite . have won a

system-is-not overturned, it promises
the complete destruction of human-
kind. What the capltahst mode of

productlon created in its ascendency, :process of converting their
it will destroy in its decline.

Central to the above perspectives of
the rubber barons is smashing rubber
workers’ standard of living. One of
their most accomodating allies in this
struggle is the union bureaucracy

i'es between ~the-- US andf

less than a  year later, was  the
handiwork: .of - te union -
-+ Using Firestone's threa‘gfﬂof closing the
“ plant if the proposal were not accepted .
for leverage, . the local president,”
‘Gerald Gelvm, ‘pleaded, “We must
develop a - positive attitude. and .
apprecxatlon of .the problems of our
‘company.”’
" This capitulation paved the way for
Goodyear and Goodrich to_follow the,
lead of Firestone and demand the
same concessions from their -own.
workers. "The umnion bureaucracy
proved itself to be a willing accomplice
in the bosses attack on the ranks of
the URW. From Bommarito down, the
bureaucracy demonstrated that it was
more interested in the _proﬁts of the
rubber companies than in defending
the rubber workers.

This point was reemphasized in the
At the

1973 contract negotiations.
time, tire sales were at a record high.
Bommarito had threatened an interna-
tional boycott if the contract was not
settled on acceptable terms. It would
ppear that the rubber workers should
substantially better
contract. The opposite was the case.

This was the period’ when all the *

_major rubber companies wer%:n the
iner

The union negotiators; ‘fully appreci-

ating the predicament of the rubber
barons, settled for an 81 cent raise
over the life of the contract with no

leaderslup :

perrmttmg this
the’ hacks can’ or
shoulders in apology.

leen the ‘general
_economy and the prese
~ rubber industry, there can be no doubt
as ‘to what’the future holds for the
ranks of the:UURW. ‘Massive unem-
ployment, inhuman speed-up and
severe wage cu' ill ‘b

kefore the
of the

fellow- workers for this fi q
the power of the rubber workers has
not been realized. The class-collabora-
tionist pohcxes of ‘the : bureaucracy -
have divided the ranks and weakened
their  ability to resist the bosses’
attacks This fact must be demon-
strated in the process of building the

unity necessary to defeat the rubber

“barons.”

Akron workers have an espeually
important role to play in this struggle.
It was here, in the heart of the rubber

cost-of-living protection. The result ™ industry, that the URW got its-start. -

was that rubber workers were forced

Rubber companies expect workers to make up for their dwindling profits. Above,
Dlmvﬂle workers are asked to freeze 80 that Goodyear can bolster 1ts profits.

itself.- This fact is clearly demonstrat-
ed by the events of the last few years.
. The attacks on the URW, which flow
from -the need of -the bosses to
modernize their plants andincrease
productivity, have met with little or

lieutenants, In fact, the union hacks
have been instrumental in assurmg
their success.

For. example Fxrestone began 1ts
,conversmn program in 1972, At the
same time, it launched a major
campaign aimed at 1) replacing the
six-hour day with an eight-hour day;
2) estabhshmg an annual two-week
_vacation ‘shutdown; and. 3) paying
pleceworkers not covered by negotiat-
ed- rates” according- to. individual
production averages. These work-rule
changes represented an outright at-
tack on  the gains the URW had won in
its organizing drive in the '30’s. Yet,
- ‘they were accepted. The meortant

questxon s: why?

Earlier, in 1971, Firestone had

' ai:tempted the same changes. At that

time; the ‘proposal was overwhelming:
- ly rejected by Local 7,.the immediate

target of the attack.- Its accéptance,

ugh. The day after the
contract with Goodyear was signed,
there were wildcats in the Firestone

re wxl]gng to accept this .

It was here that the sit-down strike
was first employed by American
workers in their battle for union

recognition, Now, the fruits of those

victories are being taken away. Once

again, the struggle to regain the-
- six-hour day is on the agenda. Once

again, Akron tire-builders must take
the lead in preparing the rest of the
URW for this battle.

UNITED ACTION

Key to this is the need for-a-unified--

response by all workers. Rubber
workers cannot allow themselves to be
- isolated from their class brothers—all _
workers are under attack today, the
only variable factor being the different

" speeds at which the bourgeoisie moves -

in different sectors. Bommarito and

“the URW bureaucracy follow the same

treacherous course as the UAW -hacks,
playing dead ‘in the face of the
industry’s blows, and refusing to take
real steps towards united action, )

It is as plain as day that the UAW
and URW are under joint attaCk\ and
~ that: they should work in a coordinated

sae;enee—trom—therr MJabor_ plant&m‘ﬁbemhw and Rlnnmmirhm :

500 Goodyear workers in
Tennessee went ‘out on

ability - t0, carry ~ through on this-

betrayal w’%es rooted in the divisions he
had fomented within the URW. The
Akron Iocals were forced to accept the
contract under the threat of layoffs
and plant closures. Without the

support of these -critical forces, the’

wildcattets were left with no alterna-
tive but to- retreat.

To undetline the full extent of thlS"

treachery, one need only look at the

bureaucracy’s record on its fight -

against the production of poly—vmyl
chlorid® (PVC). Month after month,

the United Rubber Worker is packed

with articles on the fatal effécts of

. prolonged contact with this material,
It has been documented time and_

way to plan a response. Further, —its potfﬁmal—ams,rtneﬁemocrats*and*

workers in other auto-rela unions

should be drawn into such plans. If the
“bureaucrats were anything' other than

willing tools of the bosses, they would
have -already called an ‘emergency
congress of all workers in auto -and
related ..industries,  employed and
unemployed. They will not. It is the
“job of advanced militants to fight for
this.

And because the bureancrats will
not ‘take even minimal ‘steps, they
expose again'their role as agents of the
capitalist class. The. entire situation
demonstrates that the bourgeoisie
cannot and will not provide for the
needs of the masses—instead, it must
systematically drive workers down to
the most-inhuman conditions. Work-
ers cannot content themselves with
waiting for “‘things to get better.” The
need for a revolutlonary leadership in
the trade unions to fight for workers

*_employed and unemployed workers, to
" present a united, militant alternative

Therefore, the demands
. class action must be -coupl
" slogans necessary to defett
hvmg standards. In tespo
growing unemployment,
“all “shotten the work W
all work equally among aH

i

industry under control’of the:
Oppose the protectionist schemes
the bourgeoisie and its bureaucratm 5
helpers with international trade union’
solidarity—full' employment in :all
countries, at uniformly hlgh skﬂled
labor rates.

‘These are the only measures that' :
can insure a_ real defense of "the
working class. But they cannot be
met under capitalism. Workers who
" believe that they can must  be
convinced in the course of struggle for
these minimal pre-conditions for. a:
decent life.

Workers in rubber, and
workers in all trade unions,
take this program to their locals.
bureaucrats must be put on the sp
‘These demands should be couple :
with _the call for emergency confer-
ences in each union, to give workers .
the right to democratlcally decide on | -
methods to- combat the. bosses’.
attacks. Support for such national
union conferences can be built through *
local and regional conferences.

These conferences . are the means to
build for the emergency congréss in
auto-related industries. And this, in
turn, should be viewed as just part of
the real need—a national Congress of
Labor and the Oppressed, of all

ind

for workers. At such a conference,
revolutzonary workers would present .
" the demands outlined above, together
with the call for a labor party on this’
- program to battle the bourgeoisie and

Republicans.

Advanced workers must; take up the
struggle for this strategy today. It is:
the key to a winning response, Strikes,
for example, cannot be left isolated in
today’s ~ defensive = situation. They'
should be coordinated between the
various unions, as all are under att3
‘and  build - towards regional .
national work stoppages against u
employment and inflation. Everythlng '
points to the need for class unity and
for a clear program that both spells
aut the immediate needs of the
working class and demands-that they
be met.

Revolutionary workers should heed
the lessons of auto and rubber. They
apply across the board. The time is
now to begin the struggle for the only
response that can smash the bosses’
brutal plans _once and for all=the
revolutlonary response.
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Sis, his fundamental approach re-*

- mains unaltered.

The thorbughly’ reactlonary nature

- --of the president’ s proposals. leap out
" from ' heginning’ to end Start. with-
unemployment In his proposed bud:

- get, Ford asks for barely one billion
dollars for new public service employ-
ment. This contrasts with the eight
billion extra asked- for the already
bloated military budget. To call Ford’'s
unemployment proposal a drop in the
bucket would be a gross overstate-

ment. And to add his characteristic
touch, Ford then commisserates that

“the American people” will have to
““sacrifice” for-the next three years, .

putting up with the highest sustained

unemployment in nearly four decades.

.. In the face of rising unemployment,
the working class more desperately
than ever needs expanded social

- services. Ford proposes cutting them-

..back. Education, health-and -food

cap is being placed on Social Security,
so that” it will not increase with -
inflation—thus making worse-~the--
already critical situation of the elderly.
These are examples of the programs
Ford wants to slice. In all, he is asking .
for $17 billion of existing programs to
be pared—almost all of them essential
- social services. In one fell swoop, this
would wipe out agy gains coming from’
Ford’s widely-heralded $16 billion tax
rebate program. Furthermore, out of
the $16 billion in rebates, four billion
consists of investment tax credits to
businessmen, bringing rebates to
individuals down to $12 billion.. If,
4 from that, we subtract the amount
i being rebated to professionals and the
“rich, the rebates to workers drop well
under $10 billion—more than seven -
billion dollars less than Ford is taking
away in the form of essential
programs. _ B
. And then there is inflation, Ford's
erstwhile nemesis: The proposed £50
billion deficit virtually assures that
inflation will remain in double figures.
Thls%wlll eat away the tax rebates and
cui real wages. Inflation: and unem-
plovment then, would remain sky-
high under Ford's program. But this is
~not all.

stamp outlays are being stished: A~

tion of inflation. The energ

p
pay increases for government workers.
This guarantees that their real pay
C'will fall. It also indicates the en-
couragement.-that.the ‘administratio
will give to the bourgeoisie, which will’

similarly be resisting wage increases

‘that meet inflation.”

Ford caps his program thh his
much-heralded “energy conservation’
platform. In the name of achieving:
energy independence, Ford has asked
Congress to impose a three dollars.per
barrel tariff on imported oil. On top of
this, he is movmg to eliminate price

“conttdls on’ domestic crude; “which;—"

according to Business Week, would
raise its price from the present $5.25
per barrel to $14 per barrel. The final
measure is a request for a two dollars
per barrel excise tax on all domestic
crude oil.

All told, these measures would raisé
the price of oil by four dollars per
barrel.

Because oil is Lentral to nearly every
domestic industry, these
would mean across-the-board accelera-

—is just another means of sbdkmg
working people—wage-gouging
through inflaton.

The real beneficiaries would be the
energy cartels. First, the tremendous
increase in the price of domestic crude
would make it profitable for them to
increase production, drilling for oil
that they are now unwilling to extract
because pru.es are too low. The price
-increases, ‘of course,” mean increased
profits. And they double Ford’s. two

dollars per barrel excise tax, billedasa

way to reduce the profits of the oil
industry. )
Furthermore, the energy corpora-

tions want higher oil prices for another- B

reason. The major oil companies also
monopolize domestic coal and uranium
deposits. Coal gasification and nuclear
energy. are not competitive at present
price levels, and therefore the compan-
ies cannot attract capital to invest in
‘these areas. By raising oil prices, these
‘new.energy source{yﬁ?rolled by the

same trusts that monopohze oil will

become attractive. Ford is seeking ton  pepefits. Labor. bureaucrats or

guarantee ‘the dominance of the energy -
giants, no matter what source of

mcreases -

Anmerican workers, it

1 me ake them
far worse. . | !

tionary proposals give’ Democrats
the opportunity to pos the friends
n, They are for
restoring many of ‘the ‘'social service
programs Ford wants to slash. They
are for moderately increasing-—the
outlay for new public service jobs.

They are opposed -to Ford’s energy: the “oil weapon.’
program, instead talking about ration- -

ing.

T,

severe - liquidity
. threatening outnght depr
; Ratlonmg, the D ¢
‘tive energy: progr
today There is no_
of ‘0il internationally.
are lower than they

55

Democrats are com_entratmg on
area for one reason—in order '
_increase imperialist - pressure on' the
Arab states, to attempt to roll ‘back
whatever concessions they have -
aged to get in the past year through

A shorter work week, guarantee
cost-of-living protection, massive pub-

Dlstnct 5 workers at

_militant struggle.

ize these demonstrations as_an,

alternative to

But the Democrats only 100K good
in contrast with Ford. Like Ford, their
goal is ‘to maintain the stability of
bourgeois rule—they differ only over
the means of achieving that end.

The.real needs of American workers

lic,w_drks to rebuild ﬁhe cities with pay
-at union wages, jobs for all: These are. . -

“the real needs of American workers. ...-

And this is precisely what nelther‘
Republican "nor Democrats want,
Capitalism could-not provide ‘them.

counter

_crats
@ndranteed oSt

“will mot—and" cannot-be et by the
Democrats. These needs begin with
guaranteed jobs. W Hile factories stand
idle, millions :of workers -are thrown

onto the streets. Shortening the work:

week with no less in-'pay would
guarantee employment Tor- all. In-
stead, the Democrats -content them-
selves with.token proposals for a few

"more public service jobs, and restore
- some of Ford's

most  outrageous
welfare cuts Tather than. giving the
unemployed 'productive jobs at decent
2y :
P Next, Iet us look at inflation. The
Democrats. - have no intention = of
safeguarding wages against - rising
prices. . Quite ' the opposite. They
Fordl with .a proposed $70
billion budget deficit. This is sure to
gend 1w fintion soaring. but the Demo-
oppose even the mention of
qf:living, ; escalator

-for the needs of the world's: masses.

. that the rile of the bourgeoisie has

construct .socialist society.

But they can be achieved: Revolu-
‘tionary workers must counterpose
these. demands to the programs- o
Ford and the Democrats. The fact that
the bourgeoisie will not meet them
underlines the need to take production
out of their hands—nationalization of:
industry under workers’ control. Thi
capitalist parties’ ecomplicity
bourgeois-attack underliries " the
for an independent labor party..

Deuaymg capitalism cannot prov1de

The ravages of unemployment and
inflation in the industrial states is
accompanied by mass famine in As
and Africa. These are the surest signs |

long outlived. its day It ‘must be
replaced by the rule of the proletariat, o
with a workers’ government to .. .




_ CLUW's bureaucratic leaders.
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by Janet Cerveriend‘éhfis Hjudsonf
“Since its founding last March, -the

“... Coalition of . Labor Union Women

{(CLUW) has traveled steadily down a
_class-collaborationist - course. .Mean-
“while, supporters of" pseudo-revolu-

tionary organizations, so enthusiastic
about CLUW at its founding, have no

answer .to the bureaucrats’ extreme. .

conservatism exc¢ept small liberal
projects and capitulation.

Recent developments in CLUW’s
Chicago chapter make this clear.
Here, supporters of the Revolutionary
Socialist League have waged a
principled fight for a fighting response
by CLUW to the economic crisis—
only to meet with rebuff from
For
example, the RSL proposed that
CLUW join "the United Front to

defend the United Mine Workers. .
. (whlch we 1mt1ated m October) In’

ourAfeaﬂets fron1” being hdnded out
They whined:“We can’t meddle in the
unions. . It’s not in the guide-
lines. . But CLUW is an esj;@jhsb
ment’ orgamzatlon and what you were
‘talking' about would wreck it.”
(Perfectly true~fr0m their point of
view!)

1t took RSL supporters seven
months to pressure the CLUW
bureaucrats to hold a giscussion on a

» right:to organize.
subject of interest to every workmg
woman = the economic crisis, inflation

and unemployment. Even' then, the .
‘bureaucrats ‘managed to limit the .

“panel (héld—Tamary 25) to “experts”
talking about benefits, and the vital

- ‘question of a program to meet the -

‘crisis could only be ‘raised from the
floor.
POLITICAL COWARDS
The presence - of ;the RSL  and
““radical” women in the Chicago
chapter is too much for the political
cowards who lead CLUW. At the

September meeting of CLUW’s Na-
tional Coordinating. Committee, Pres-

' ident ‘Olga Madar and Midwest Vice

embrace at CLUW founding convention in M:
fact that the {armworkers are ﬁghtmg a Te

- and apology to the

President Clara Day opposed granting-
a charter to the Chicago chapter
because of the presence of radicals.
Two of Madar’s supporters were able
to delay the granting of the charter by

walking. out and déstroying a quorum :

just as the  vote on Chicago’s
application was to be taken.

Locally, the CLUW leaders are just.
as fearful of radicals. Last fall, some

Maoist-leaning women called a dem-

onstration around local issues at a
Chicago factory, Stewart Warner's,
and wrote a leaflet under the name of

CLUW Although they first called a

“sympathetic” CLUW bureaucrat to
clear the action, the majority of the
local CLUW steering committee, led
by Florence Criley of the United

Electrical Workers (UE ), met after the -

demenstration and voted to censure
the women involved.
“~RSL supporters, although not part
of-the-original demonstration, came to
““the December 14 CLUW meeting
determined to get a report on the
incident and to defend the women
against the censures. We fegn
the—“sympathetic”
steering committee had abstained on
~the - censure “vote and were not
planning to raise the issue before the
lochl body. )

Worse, the organizers of the
demonstration themselves did not

C]ra Day * of ‘the

rown actiens! Not only had
ught before the demonstra-
tion for endorsement by the local
CLUW as a whole; not only did they

fail to brmg their, leaflet . to the.
December 14 meeting to defend—but

they voted in faver of a motion that
CLUW sénd a letter of repudiation
local union
bureaucrats at Stewart Warner!

In contrast to these ‘}radicale" who
caved in slavishly to the very people

who want to drive them out of CLUW -

{andsout of the entire labor move-

ment), the RSL successfullv © "% to
remove. the .censures  { ese
women who would not put up ¢ {:ght

- themselves. We could not, however,”

" defeat the Ietter of repudlatxon and

. CLUW. bédy was: not nierely ‘arguing
“over formal procedures—as both"the
b reaucrats and.the “1efts” wanted to’
pose the issue—but ovér ‘the / pohtlcs 4
‘of CLUW. At issue ‘was the struggle 7~

members of- the—

1974. This gesture was meant. ;

-

apology.
‘In our flght we stressed that‘ th

between the class collaborationism of
the CLUW leaders {liké the1r slavish
crawling before the.do- nothing local
leadership at Stewart Warner’s) and
the need for united *workmg class

whxch .

crats’ plan to purge CLUW of its left
wing. In ishort, - the gFﬁ@etemher 14
votmg—m whuh the pro:Maoist
women capitulated totally to ‘the
bureaucrats— was over the questmn of
What is CL’UW‘7

WHAT IS CLUW?

CLUW is the latest of a-number of
‘women's organizations-in-the history
of the U.S. labor movement (for

example the National Women’s Trade -

Union League, which attempted be-
fore - World War I to counter the
appeal of the IWW among desperately
poor working women) whose real

- family ‘incomes,

also been hit espeually 2
economic cm51s It is, mvfa

thelr speual oppresslon

WOMEN WORKE

Trying to make.up fo
women
increasingly thrust int
force. Wives accotint fo
single increase in the wor >
World War II. The Proj
poverty-level families:
women has grown from 2
1959 to 37 per cent in 1970,
per_¢ent in 1971. Three t one, 1
families are-black. -
‘Women’s median earmA ¢
able 64 per cent of men’s edrnings‘in’
1960, had fallen even further behind,
to 59 per cent of men's- earmngs in,
1970. With lower incomes, women are
hit even harder by inflation than men.
In August, 1973, the unemployment
rate for women workers was 48 per
cent higher than for men.
Impoverxshment increases -the: in-—
equalities in the workmg class, the
special oppression “of women
minorities. On the one hand this ten
- to speed up radicalization and the
consciousness among the oppressed
that capitalism must be overthrown.;
On the other hand, it allows the fulin
class and its agents in -the )
movement to play off each s
the working class against the o
to keep the class d1v1ded and

WORDS AND DEEDS

~ This is where CLUW comes in. In
words, it appeals to working. class
women around their speual oppres-
sion_and_poverty —which is essential
to building ‘the revolutionary‘mové'
attempt of female bureauerats to rise
" in the AFL-CIO bureaucracy with the -
attempt of that bureaucracy—the
‘labor lieutenant: of capital"—to
push a ‘‘divide and rilellstrategy on
the working class as a whole.
The growing consciousness of work-
ing “class .women® can- go in two
~directions. It can lead toward a
‘¢lass-wide, revolutionary response to
the capitalist crisis; with the deman
for equality for women as part of this
response. The great mass of working &

purpose is to keep women workers
under the thumb of reformist leaders.
UW is le
ucra who are
increase their influence in the-labor
movement. Their strategy was sug-

gested to them by the middle-class
‘women’s liberation movément which

populanzed —consciousness of the
oppressionand inequality.of women in
‘““democratic’” America. Through
CLUW, these bureaucrats seek to
build a layer of union women who can’
act as a transmission belt carrying the
labor bureaucrats’ bourgeois program
to the masses of working class women.

“T'he masses of working class women
have not only been. touched by

=
i

]
T

y a layer of female labor |
:seeking ~ to -
* working and non-working wome

" Such an approach cynically uses the

" den to address CLUW’s founding "

“women-want-such-a-response;
‘program and strategy to defeat
inflation and unemployment for al
workers. ' Alternately; the anger o
working class women can be channel-
ed by cynical bureaucrats into a pallid
reform program to achieve a few gains
for an upper crust of umomzed
women—ignoring the great mass .0

even opposing women workers’
ests to the interests of other workers.

rhetoric of women’s rights to do ‘the
capitalists’ dirty work for them. =~

This cynical course, the. CLUW -
leaders’ course, is directly reflected:in
CLUW'’s membershlp rules: only ;¢
union members can join CLUW or =
-even attend a CLUW meeting. Thus
wives of striking miners. were forbid- -

conference because they themselves:
were not union members! CLUW,

<



despite its paper pledge to: orgamze

but are encouraged by CLUW bureau-
« crats- to chdrt a course upwards into’

“the AFL-CIO structure rather than.
fight for the needs of all workmg class
B ‘women

‘ REFORMIST PROGRAM

‘CLUW’s program is reformist,
concentrating on “affirmative. action’

hiring of women ‘workers and on
passage of the Equal Rights Amend-
ment,

~ Thereal effect of affirmative action
programs and . court suits is to
materially attgp“k the unions and chain-
them to th& bourgeois state. CLUW
bureaucrats have rejoiced at the
‘‘pressure”’ exerted by corporations
and the NLRB freely refusing to
bargain. with a labor union which
discriminates. Whether through the
courts or affirmative action agree-
ments, the bourgeois state’s real aim..
s 1s to cut the power- of .the unions. -

ment” Opportiinity Commission
(EEQC) and the Justice Department

Workers. of America (USWA) partial”™
ly liable in the U.S. Steel Consent
"Decree. This ruling, which gained very
little for the black workers it
supposedly beneflted did absolve the
steel companies from any further legal
action, and opened up the entire
seniority system to company-govern-
ment interference. It has also proven
to be a gross swindle for the women
complainants. In Bell Telephone and
elsewhere, affirmative action rulings
have been used to institute the
exclusion of the union (CWA) from
hiring and upgrading decisions, and
open merit systems.

In any case, ‘‘opening up’ some
jobs to women means nothing when
.jobs are closing down. Thus CLUW
and the National Organization ' of
Women (NOW) are championing
preferential layoffs, which directly
~ fight for women’s jobs at the expense
of other workers’ jobs. CLUW argues
that since women (like blacks) tend to
be “last hired, first fired,” the solution
is-to lay. off in reverse order of
seniority, keeping the " sexual and

~ racial quotas of the newly hired—by -
firing those who have worked longest!

i

In court suits in New Jersey and
Lou1sv111e CLUW, by demanding
“preferential layoffs” is paving the
-——way for.the. destruction of seniorit
'systemis which™ prevent arbltrary
victimization by management, and is
-doing -the capitalists’ dirty work of
* ‘throwing women and men at each
other’s throats—instead of demand-
ing no layoffs and full employment.

THE ERA
Similarly, the Equal - Rights A-
mendment will encourage a néw wave
_of court suits and affirmatiye action
* ‘programs actually aimed at uhdercut-
4 tmg rights gamed by workers and
- unions, It will; in one stroke, liquidate

spec1f1cally to women; which often
. ybenefit men in the same jobs: As even
'f‘f‘Hotel ‘and . Restatirant . Employees .
Union bureaucrat Myra ‘Wolfgang has -
report,ed “As. long as we had a
54-hour limitation for womeh, men at
the Dodge plant. in Detroit worked
¢ three ‘(eight-hour) shifts. When' the

the unorgamzed is an organization of

_ hours.
programs and court suits to open up ..

For exan’ff)"l'é, “the” Equak=Employ-—

~have already held the United;.\Steelw,“the additional support for the ERA

law was repealed the. company im-

dated. probectlve laws for women in"
/iCalifornia, = The rhoard Cotp. .
instituted double shifts (16 hours)
without time-and- a-half overtime pay,
demanded that womlen workers lift
150 pounds per minute in three lifts of:
50 pounds each off a mayeable belt,
““and in one ‘paper mill elimin] j

However :‘Vdemocratic” the ERA
looks ofi papet, its real class meaning
is to undercut, the conditions of men
and women workers. The entire
reformist middle-class women’s:
movment and a good chunk of the
bourgeoisie is working overtlme to
pass the ERA.

The Spartacist League bows before
the ERA’s formal democratic wording
and ignores the ERA’s real class
content, revealing their capitulation
to the labor. aristocracy. Supporting
the ERA but. attaching a “Women's
Bill of Rights”’ (as the Communist
“Party does) or adding a request that

~protective legislation be extended to

men merely gives the green light to
the bourgeoisie; politicians will use

@ = »”

while ignoring the

~—Working wonten’s response-to—the—

ERA must be to expose and fight the
class the ERA represents and the
effect it will have. The working (,lass
-must defeat the ERA!

CLASS COLLABORATION

The reformism of CLUW fits into a
larger context: the bankruptcy of
traditiohal Jliberal ‘politics and the
attempt to’tonstruct a new reformist
coalition. As capitalism enters into
crisis, a section of the bourgeoisie rea-
lizes that to keep the lid on the class
struggle, it must make a pretense of
‘reform and must seem to include the
workers’ leaders in decision-making.

This is the reason for CLUW’s wide
support in the bourgeoisie and among
reformist labor-fakers. New York Area
CLUW meetings were sponsered by
the Ford Foundation’s Cornell Uni-
versity School of Industrial and Labor
Relations, - in - conjunction with the
U.S. Labor Départment. Bella Abzug
of the Democratic Party is an
honorary CLUW member. ) i

* George Meany praised CLUW at its
foundmg, and Leonard Woodcock of -
the UAW telegrammed: *‘‘It-is my
‘belief that the CLUW will strengthen
the labor movement, not harm it. We
~share your goals.” Woodcock hoped

TWowould=sh  women-union:
ists, just as he betrays auto workers.

Rev utionaries oppose this coward-

C ureaucracy. at every turn.
in CLUW have

porters

...can women gai
RSL supporters have been fighting

full ;job equality.

in CLUW to defeat the bureaucrats’
“class-collaborationism ™ withi—a~
wide, class struggle approach. CLUW
must organize all working women,
including non-union women, . unem-
ployed, and wives of working men, in
alliance with the rest of the working
class fgr an offensive against inflation
and unemployment.

The RSL proposes that CLUW
demand a sliding scale of wages and
“hours (dividing the available work
among all who can work, with no loss
in #pay and full cost of living
protection);. massive: pubhc works at
capitalist expense; the nationalization
of industry under workers’ control;
and a Congress of Labor and the

Oppressed which would launch a labor -
party to fight for a workers goveri-

ment on the basis of this program. In
this context, we call for equal work,
-equal pay, and all other democratic
needs of women workers.

The RSL has advanced the concrete
demand that CLUW call city-wide
demonstrations at AFL-CIO head-
‘quarters demanding a - class-wide
offensive ag flation and unem-
ployment, based on the -above pro-
gram; we have. further called on

" CLUW' to organize city-wide corifer-
" ences of labor and the oppressed open

to all points of view in the labor
_movement, with no repression of the

g
St Patrick’s Cathedral, New . Wi
iggle for women's liberation

~ struggle as the open reformxsm of r,he

class—

CLUW tops.

OPPOSE CLUW'’S MISLEADEBS

Only 1f the CLUW bureaunrats re
overthrown—and this can on
done by patiently winning wo:
class women to a ' revolutionary:
program—will CLUW be able: to
champion the real needs of those it
claims to speak for. 'This se
unlikely, with the “‘left” ~forc
CLUW weak and capitulatit
the bureaucrats moving.toc
their control. In Decemb
example, the Chicago Lhapte !
a rule that “new’ business” could
be brought "éw the floor
two-thirds - vote—a rule obviously
aimed at the RSL and other radicals:

Working women - desperately need
an - organization’ to .coheré” “their s
struggles, to extend their leadership
to the masses of women—unionized,.
unorgamzed unemployed and.-house:
wives—and to engage in common
struggle with the entire working class.
The CLUW leadershlp, dedicated to
class collaboration and epposed to the
needs of the masses of women, must
‘e politically smashed......

Working. women must take. a .
leading role in offermg a7united front
of the working class and a revolution-
ary program as the solution to th
poverty and oppression of the masse:

Teft, to discuss the crisis and how to—ef- -women—This  cannot -be

meet it.
Only the supporters of the Revolu-
tionary Socialist League have fought

~done
without taking on and " politically.
destroying the present Iabor bureau
cracy.

Down  With the Military Junta! -

Communist Party and Socialist Party

Break with the Armed Forces Move:
ment and Take Power! The key to the
PCP and SP betrayals is their ability
to present the A%%ed Forces. Move-
ment-as ‘‘necessary to democracy.” In’
its name, they can justify -any
anti-strike policy, any restriction on
democracy. Without its cover, they
‘mist justify themselves. Revolution-
aries’ must call on the workers, who
still have not lost confidence in these -

traitors, to force them to form a
government of the workers’ parties,
while predicting that the CP and SP
will continue to .-hide behind the
captains’ epaulets.

-Nationalize the Banks*and Industry
Under Workers' = Control,  Without
Compensation! A Sliding Scale of
Wages and Hours'~to combat the
downhlll slide of the economy.

“Arms to the Workers! For Workers’
and Soldiers’ Defense Guards Agamst
the Junta!

A National Council of Workers
Committees (Soviets)!.

At present the bourgeoisie does not
feel strong enough to launch a

counterattack. This ‘gives time to-
prepare—but not much time. Befo

Salinists, the military left “and" ‘the
working class, there must already be a
leadership commandmg the advance
guard of the proletariat - with - a
program and stratégy which can’
mobilize the entire people to defeat the -
reactionaries and establish a workers’

state. The transitional program, and.

" especially the key slogahs “outlined #

above, are the necessary weapons with
which.to build thxs leadershlp
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An RSL Central Committee mem- child's play. We hold. the RU
ber was brutally beaten by two men leadership responsible for the coward-
who broke into her Los Angeles ly holliganism in LA. e
apartment - on - January 11, after = Why is the RU afraid of political
. following her and her nine-year old combat with the Revolutionary Social-
child home. She was smashed across ist League? Why will they stoop to the
| the face with a bottle and knocked most cowardly means to keep us away

" penny-ante version of Stalin’s annihi-
lation of the Bolsheviks. Its politics
_are _the continuation *of Stalin’s

repudiation of Bolshevism.

STALINISM -
Likewise, the cowardice of the RU )

‘unconscious, tﬁéﬁ“ kicked repeatedly.  from th‘eir'supporters“‘and'periphery?'”‘coﬁtiﬁﬁggv%stélidisﬁ’wg historic  re-

;‘ She escaped with three cracked ribs,
| minus two-teeth; and badly bruised
| and cut across her face and most of her
i body. The attack could have taken her

COUNTER-REVOLUTIONARIES .

The answer lies in the counter-revo-
lutionary politics and heritage of the

sponse to the threat of Leninism-Trot-
‘skyism. For decades, the Communist
Parties internationally resorted to the
same policies’ of physical attacks,

| life.

i * The two thugs left a note: “Leader

of the Trotskyite scum. Don’t think 4 the politics of the RSL. Subjective-

i T ¥ O%h‘?an.lpt‘mafia;e (sic) us.". .. ““Igyevolutionary supporters of the RU
B _ig _not: the rﬁi?ti“}m,e ?t‘hit;_i_ale'"noygu exerting pressure on the
* Stalinists, right-wingers or agent§6f- leadership: Why the whitewash of

 the state have used hooligan tactics gyl in Red Papers No. 77 What does

' against the RSL. We have often faced the-power struggle in. China_mean?

harrassment:-threats-and public-goon g, - ; 3 -

. squads. But this attack was the most Can-the .peasantty ‘make a alist

. craven of all—premeditated, vicious

and cowardly. Two men, armed with a

RU itself. The RU leadership cannot
face up to the revolutionary program,

Wasn't Mao’s Popular Front strategy
in Indonesia responsible for the

revolution without the' proletariat?—imperialism.

exclusion, intimidation, slander and
lies against - Trotskyism. Stalin’s
purges were carried out under the
banner of “liquidating the Trotsky-
ists.”” Until the very day of the
Hitler-Stalin Pact, Trotsky was de- -
nounced as an agent of German
fascism. Then. the Stalinist press
transformed him into an agent of U.S.

The ringing message of revolution-
ary Trotskyism, the message of

- bottle, against one unarmed woman.

slaughter of millions ‘of workers; international proletarian revolution,

wasn't it the same sell-out policy that cannot be stamped out. Iron bars and
RUTHUGS _led to the military coup.in Chile? Why  stone walls cannot keep it from the
What cowards were responsible for is the RU for a one-stage theory in the working class. Trotskyism is revolu-
this? All evidence points to the West and ‘‘two-stage revolution” tionary Marxism. It is the science of
" Revolutionary Union (RU). The beat- -elsewhere? : the proletariat, and it is -around
ing took place a few days after the The RU leadership runs from such Trotskyism that the proletariat will
RSI. sent a letter to The Long March, challenges. StalZ‘s Popular Front and liberate itself once ‘and for all time.
" LA domicile of the RU, announcing Mao’s “New Democracy’” are identical ) .
" ourcall for united front action against two-stage theories. Stalin cannot be The RU leadership’s fear of the
The Long March’s policy of physically repudiated without breaking: from Revolutionary Socialist League Is the
| preventing Trotskyists from distrib-  Maoism. The betrayal of the Spanish most telling vindication of our revolu-
- tionary perspectives. These  self-pro-

| uting literature-on public sidewalks. and German revolutions rested on the - 5 - it
| claimed “‘revolutionaries” claim to be

This is part and parcel of the RU’s same class collaborationism as led to
national policy . of - excluding. RSL the Indonesian tragedy. The' Hitler-

the true leadership of the proletariat,

We fully expect them to contirfie their
evasion. ‘We know that they cannot:
reply to our refutation of Red Papers
No. 7."And they know it as well, just
as they know that we will ru <
expose every aspect of their’

laborationist theory “and practice.
That is why they will continue to hide
by day and ride by night.

UNITED DEFENSE -

The RSL calls-upon all —texfdengies in-
the working-class movement to defend
the workers’ movement. We call for’
the repudiation of the thuggery of the

RU:. We call upon the groups in the

working-class movement to.demand
and fight for the right of all tepdencies
to attend public meetings and distrib-
ute-their literature. We call for the

establishrent of united front defense

committees to repel hooligan tactics.

We will not stand idly by.and allow
the RU to continue these attacks. We

intend to.defend our duty to fight for:
the revolutionary' program, for the?
embodiment of the needs and aspira- |

tions of the proletariat. We will not
tolerate the attempt of the counte

revolutionary RU leadership to pre-

serve its tenuous hold on its ranks at
our expense.

We especially warn Maoist groups:

other than the RU not to sticcamb to a

“solidarity of Maoism” and support 6t | —

close their eyes to the RU’s revolting
tactics. Such a stand will openly brand
these groups with the same cowardice

assertion in practice. Their thuggery -

. i I [; 1 £~ th 11, was cut from the same cloth ) :
-preventing literature. sales at-these ¢ same ClOh as underlines their fear a-thousandfold.

|
‘., events. In Chicago, two RSL members lgllao’s support. ‘to the Pakistani
I were beaten up at an RU forum. We bourgeoisie against Bangla Desh three Iy : :
\ were -thrown out of the forum and  years ago (in fact, RU national chief DEBATE CHALLENGE
| prevented from selling literature. The Bob-Avakian at that time called Mao’s  The Revolutionary Socialist League
-attackers in LA match perfectly. the -bloc with Pakistan ‘“‘the .shrewdest  openly challenges the Revolutionary
_{ -description of two men who slashed - diplomatic maneuver since thé Hitler- Union to debate. We propose. either
' the tires of a Los Angeles leftist Stalin Pact”). ’ the class nature of Russian and China,
! following an RU forum. Finally, The The RU ranks andperiphery must black liberation or strategy for world

métibers” from— public - forums and Stalii\Pact, the prelude to World War ~yet-avoid-every means of testing-this—that-the RU-haslabelled-itself-with.

Ard'even oul of narrow. self-interest,
these groups should understand that
the hysterically frightened RU leader-
ship is certain to resort to the same
methods against its Maoist rivals.
For fleeting periods, groups like the

RU can convince subjective: revolu- '
“tionaries to follow “their leadership.

But the RU cannot stand up to the

| Torch has been exposing the RU’s be shielded from. the merciless critic- liberation.  Instead- of hiding behind
| whitewash of Stalin in Red Papers-No.  ism of - revolutionary Trotskyism; Ku Klux Klan night-riding, come out
. } o from the program of the Revolution- in the open where your. counter-revo-'

It is possible that the LA attack ary Socialist League. Just as Stalin lutionary politics ¢an be exposed.
was carried out by police agents who_did everything in his power to make Tnstead of political cowardice, stand

|

-‘*—whave—— infiltrated -the - RU.. But the . the Russian proletariat passive and

_up for your perspectives and.put them bourgesisie uses in-its frantic offort- to—|—

Their national policy of exclusion, RU lea_der hip must spew forth lies,
harrassment and attempts at intimi- distortions, slanders and conceal-
dation make the work of provocateurs “ments.’The RU’s goon tactics are a

f
|
|

- responsibility still fests with the RU.: ignorant, murdering-millions, so-the-to the test of the uncompr

attack of Marxism. . J
. We have little illusiony that the RU
leadership will accept our challenge.

test  of history. They stand as a
roadblock: to the socialist revolution.
Their .attempts at physical intimida-
tion,- their slander and lies, are the
same tactics . that the  international

omising  discredit revolutionary Marxism. The |
is- the ' same: = bourgeois

source
ideology. :
Neither can succeed. -
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