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The crisis of the U.S. economy continues to wreak havoc on
poor and working. people.

Asast month, the official unemployment rate rose to a 41-
year hlgh of 9:8 percent. According to the U.S. Department of
Labor;. nearly 11 million people who are actively seeking work
can’t find anything, and another one and a half million have
become so’ discouraged that they’ve given up looking.

But ‘this tells only part of the story. In July, the Census
 'Bureau announced that the poverty rate for 1981 was the highest
smce"" 967. Fourteen percent of the U.S. population—one
) on, in ‘every.seven—had incomes below the government-

incredse of 2.2 million people over 1980.

‘As usual, unemployment and poverty have hit oppressed
groups and 'young people the hardest. Joblessness among Black
workers is :18.5 percent, compared to 8.7 percent for whites.
Latino. unemployment rose steeply in July, reaching 13.9
percent. And nearly one of four teenagers—24.1 percent—is
. without 4 job, a figure that jumps to an incredible 50 percent for
job-seeking Black youth.

fore the issue of Zionist aggression in the Middle East. Since the

have been.slatightered and the Zionists have destroyed Tyre, Sidon
and much of Beirut. And, as we go to press, Israel appears to have
all but succeeded in driving the PLO out of West Beirut, dealmg a
heavy-blow to -the Palestinian liberation struggle. :

What are the roots of the conflict between Israel and

article from the November 1973 Torch, written by staff writer Paul
Benjamin at the time of the 1973 Middle East war, explaining the
reactionary nature of Zionism.

Zionism grew out of the
decay of world capitalism which
set in during the late nineteenth
century. It reflected both the
growing - anti-Semitism = pro-
duced by a declining capitalism

The roots of the latest war. in
the Middle East are deep ones.
They lead down into the history
of the Zionist movement itself
and the very nature of the state
of Israel.

POVERTY—

35 Million in U.S.

threshold of $9,287 for a family of four.»Thls was an

CONS

Are Its Victims

Similarly, 34.2 percent of all Black people were living below
the poverty line in 1981, as were 26.2 percent of the Latino
population. Poverty among whites for 1981 was 11.1 percent.
Meanwhile, the Census Bureau says that families headed by
women alone make up half of those living in poverty.

What’s more, all of this is getting worse.- Many economists
believe that the jobless rate will top 10 percent some time this
year or early pext. year. And there is little relief in sight.
Currently, 144 pcrccnt of so-called blue collar workers are
without jobs, comﬁared to'a relatively small 4.9 percent of white
collar : workers. The U.S. Commissioner of Labor Statistics
noted after the.July ﬁgures were announced that industrial (blue
) collar) employment’,? inues to be on the downswmg, while the
new jobs being cfeated in the economy are largely in the service
sector. Since the health of the economy rests in large part on the
strength of its industrial base, the economic forecast is grim
indeed.

Experts are predrctmg that four million more people will
become impoverished this year. By the end of 1982, they say, the
clock will have been turned back 20 years, with poverty as wide-
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Oklahoma Bank
Failure Rocks
Financial System

The Israeli invasion of Lebanon has once again brought to the.

June 6 invasion began, thousands of Palestinians and Lebanese"

. Palestinian people? To answer this question, we reprint below an’

spread as it was before the ‘“‘Great Society’’ programs.[!

Roots of Middle East Conflict

and a refusal’ by . Zionism’s
founders to. attack capitalism
itself.

As caprtahsm decayed, its
ability to expand the frontiers
of prosperity and’ freetiom*de-

clined.as well. Capltahst society-

began to come apart. under the

strain. The ruling " classes’ of.

Europe ‘desperately.. needed a

.scapegoat—a diversionary tar-

get—for -the anger and resent-
ment building up among the
masses. They needed something
that could be blamed for the
people’s suffering ‘other than
capitalism itself. They neéeded to
prevent mass drscontent from

feedmg into the growmg socral— .

Imperlallsm

ist movement.
‘The Jews were the ideal tar-
get. In Western Europe, the

; partial democratic rights won

by the Jews were openly threat-

ened in these years. In capital--

ism’s vassal states of Eastern
Europe, the Jewish masses had
never won the most elementary
rights and now suffered under

"intensified attacks. A wave of

anti-Semitism swept over the
entire European continent in the
late nineteenth and early twen-
tieth centuries.

Many among the - Jewish
masses turned to the interna-
tional socialist movement, real-

(Continued on page 8)
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Chicago: Black Community
Organizes Against Racist Affacks

CHICAGO, August 9—Out-
rage is building among Black
people in this city following a
series of arrogantly racist acts
by Mayor Jane Byrne. The

mayor’s most recent decision— -

to appoint three whites to the
Board of the Chicago Housing
Authority in a city where over
90 percent of the families living
in CHA housing are Black—has
led to a boycott of ChicagoFest,
a $6 million, 12-day food and
entertainment festival heavily
promoted by Byrne.

The boycott was called by
Rev. Jesse Jackson, head of the
Chicago-based Operation
PUSH. It has gained the sup-
port of numerous Black leaders
in this city and also has been
joined by singer Stevie Wonder,

who canceled his scheduled
appearance at the festival.
Several hundred people pick-
eted ChicagoFest on August 4,
its opening day. The press has
carried varying estimates on the
success of the boycott, but it

appears that substantial num--

bers of Black people are staying
away from the festival.
Mayor Byrne’s appointments
to the CHA were only the latest
in a long list of snubs and in-
sults to Black people. In 1980,
she named a white political sub-
ordinate to be acting superin-
tendent for Chicago’s public
“school system, bypassing a re-
spected deputy ' superintendent
of schools who is Black. More
recently, she nominated two
whites to the School Board who

publicly opposed the Board’s
school desegregation efforts, re-
placing two Black members.
This created a white majority on
the Board—in a school system
that is 80 percent Black. Byrne
followed this action by waging a
bitter campaign to defeat a
Black alderman’s bid for elec-
tion because he had voted

against confirming Byrne’s

nominations of the two whites
to the School Board (the alder-
man, Allan Streeter, had ori-
ginally been appointed by the
mayor to fill a vacancy in the
City Council). Streeter won the
election anyway in spite of the
mayor’s efforts.

Byrne’s anti-Black measures
have served to embolden white
racists in this, the nation’s

Funeral Protest Defies
Apartheid Regime in Azania

On August 14 over 500 Black
people in Azania (South Africa)
defied the country’s racist white
minority rulers to mourn the
death of a murdered Black
freedom fighter. Ernest Maobi
Dipale, a 21-year-old student,
was found hanged in his cell in
Johannesburg on August 8. He
had been jailed on unspecified
charges a week earlier. Police
_claimed that before his death
Dipale made a “‘confession””—
which they refused to release—
‘implicating unnamed Black na-
tionalist leaders in illegal activ-
ities.

Dipale was the second anti-
- apartheid militant to be mur-
dered in prison by the racist

regime this year. In February

Neil Aggett, a white lawyer who
worked as an organizer for the
growing Black trade union
movement, was killed in the
same - detention center where
Dipale died. Over 1,000 people
marched in Aggett’s funeral
procession on February 13 in a
major protest against apartheid
rule.

After Aggett’s funeral Prime
Mnmster Pieter Botha’s govern-
ment issued new’security regula-
tions limiting political protests
at burial services. One day

before Dipale’s funeral,.a Jo-

hannesburg court not only
banned political speeches at the
burial, but also prohibited “‘ex-
pressions of support for any
organization or party through

prayer or song.”’. At the funeral
itself, police ordered foreign

" television' crews to leave and
warned they would be arrested -

if they tried to return. At first
they even tried to turn away
friends and sympathlzers from
the ceremony.

But hundreds of Black people
at the funeral ignored the court
order and the police to sing
freedom songs and raise their
arms in clenched-fist salutes. As
we go to press a newly formed
Black organization, the Detain-
ees Aid Movement, is calling for
a ‘mass memorial service for
Dipale in ‘Soweto, the large

- Black township just outside Jo-

hannesburg.
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king strike

most heavily segregated city.
Over the last several weeks the
Defender, Chicago’s major
Black daily newspaper, has
carried several stories about
Black people run down in the
streets by white motorists who
simply ‘‘didn’t like Black peo-
ple being around.”’ In addition,

the Defender reported that three

Black men were recently beaten
severely by Cicero police. (Ci-
-cero is a virtually all-white sub-
urb of Chicago.)

All this is stirring protests in
Chicago’s Black community. In
addition to the boycott of Chi-
cagoFest, an organization called
*WHIPP—Working Hard to In-
sure People’s Protection—is ini-
tiating protests against Chica-
go’s rampant police brutality.
WHIPP, led by Wallace Davis,
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is particularly focusing on the
killing of Ricky Cunningham, a
Black youth shot by the police
in cold blood in front of several
witnesses. As well, the Martin
Luther King Jr. Movement has
organized marches into Bridge-
port, an all-white southside
Chicago neighborhood where a
Black person was run down.

These organizing efforts are
only just beginning to take
shape. But following a long
period of relative quiet in this
city, it is clear that large
numbers of Black people are fed
up with the blatant attacks on
their lives, living standards and
dignity. As racism in Chicago—
and throughout the country—
grows thicker and bolder, the
struggle against it is beginning
to.grow.[]
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By W.E. SCHWEIZER

Tremors continue to shake
the U.S. financial system fol-

lowing last month’s collapse of

the Penn Square Bank in Okla-
homa City. As'a result of the
Penn Square bust:

® Two of the 10 biggest banks
in the country reported quarter-
ly losses due to bad oil and gas
loans sold to them by Penn
Square (more on this later).
Third-largest Chase Manhattan,
which already was staggering

from a $285 million loss fol-

lowing the speculative bust of
Drysdale Government Securities
in May, ended up with a total
loss of $16 million—the first
quarterly loss in its history.
Number six, Continental Illi-
nois, dropped $61 million in the
quarter. Other large banks stuck
with substantial losses from
Penn Square loans include
Michigan National, Seattle First
National and Northern Trust of
Chicago.

® Twenty savings and loan

*_ associations and 150 credit un-
” ions stand to lose at least $20

million in uninsured deposits

. they held at Penn Square. These

include Congress’s own Wright
Patman Credit Union, which
will drop about $180,000.

"~ e Continental Illinois is now

having - trouble raising funds

ihrough selling jumbo certifi-
catés of deposit (CDs) for

$100,000 or more. CD dealers

removed - Continental paper
from their top-rated category,
and Continental was forced to
hold a 'series of -extraordinary

- briefings on its loan portfolio in

order to calm jittery investors.
-® The Federal Reserve Bank

suddenly reversed course and -

began pumping funds into the
money supply in order to pre-

This action—in. effect,

vent a full-scale banking panic. .

“‘print- ..

ing money”’—may work for -
now, but will only lead to higher

inflation, even higher interest
rates, and an even bigger chance
of collapse in the future.

Riding the oil boomn
— to bust

The fallout from Penn Square
shows how fragile the banking
system has become, despite the
Federal Reserve and all the reg-
ulatory ‘‘safeguards” enacted
since the last financial collapse

“in 1933,

Penn Square got into trouble
by riding—and crashing with—
the spectacular oil and gas
boom of the last few years.
Founded in 1976 as a one-
branch bank named for the
shopping center it was in, Penn
Square’s. deposits grew from
$30 million to $465 million at
the time it went under. Penn
Square fueled this growth by
aggressively lending to oil and
gas operators at record-high in-
terest rates;- 80 percent of its
loans were for oil and gas
ventures, compared to 20-30
percent for other Oklahoma
City . bank

boyant easy lending (P'enn

Squares executive  vice-presic

dent in charge of oil.and gas
loans frequently . ““did. deals”’
whilé wiggling the ears: of his
Mickey Mouse beanie of while
wearing a hollowed-out duck-
decoy .ot his head.) ow. . .
And when Penn Square
found it couldn’t handle a loan
by itself, it sold if “‘upstream’
to larger banks like Continental

. or Chase, which were eager to

get in on the action.

In addition, Penni: Square
regularly violated regulation$
against insider dealings. Twenty
percent of its loans were to com:
panies. controlied -by.“Carl 'W.
Swan—who  also happened t
sit on the bank’s.board of di

rectors. (Swan’s Longhorn Oil
and Gas Co. now is the target of
hundreds of lawsuits charging it
with fraudulently inflating the
value of its oil and gas reserves.)

All these shenanigans
wouldn’t matter so long as the

_economy was growing and

could use lots of oil and gas,
causing prices to rise. The oper-
ators and drillers could sell
enough to pay off the loans,
which in any case were secured
by the ever-rising value of the
oil and gas reserves and drilling
equipment.

But when the world is awash
in an overproduction of oil;
when the price of gas in Okla-
homa’s booming Anadarko Ba-
sin plurnmets from as much as
$10 per thousand cubic feet to
$5 now; and when the number
of active drilling rigs in the U.S.
falls 40 percent in the first half
of 1982, the wildcatters go
bankrupt and can’t repay their
loans. Moreover, the value of
the loan collateral evaporates,
insuring a loss for the bank.
This is exactly what happened

_to Penn Square and its eager big

city partners. In the end, ap-

;prox:mately $40-50 million in
‘Penn Square  loans—about 15

percent of the total—were un-
collectable. .

39 banka :
on problem list

" However, the problems. go
beyond the ‘collapse in o0il and
gas. The entire capitalist system
is in.the ﬁndét of a severe crisis.
The™ ‘commercial ' bankruptcy
rate is at the highest level since
the depths of the Depression.
Unemployment is at a 41-year
high.

The economic -crisis has re-

sulféd in 16 bank failures in the

first:half of thisyear. Another
€ on ;lxe govern-

—m—-—-OkIahoma Bank Failure—

—Rocks Financial System

ment’s ‘‘problem’’ list. At giant
Continental Illinois, bank offi-
cers have admitted that 3.7
percent of its loans are ‘‘non-
performing’’—twice the normal
rate. I a situation like this the
collapse of even a medium-
size bank, such as Penn Square,
could bring down the entire
system.

Many analysts try to deny the
fragility of the financial system
by portraying Penn Square as
an isolated incident. They focus
on the bank’s reckless lending,
poor management and possibie
fraud. Some also point to man-
agement failures at the larger
banks as well.

Much of this, however, is
designed to calm down a whole-
sale panic before it starts. The
financial barons really know
better. ‘‘If you’re not concerned
about the banking system after
all this, you would have to be
unconscious,”’ commented
Lawrence R. Fuller, vice-presi-
dent of the Drexel Burnham

. Lambert brokerage house. No
matter how reckless or poorly
managed Penn Square was, its
man with the mouse ears found
ready customers for his specula-
tive loans at some of the largest,
most prestlglous banks in the
world.

is your
money safe?

Small depositors are told over
"and over again that their money
is safe because of the Federal
Deposit Insurance Corp.
- (FDIC) and the Federal Savings
and Loan Insurance Corp.
(FSLIC), which insure all de-
posits up to $100,000. The gov-
ernment wants people to feel
that their deposns are secure $0
they - won’t-run to withdraw
them from an already -shaky
bank, forcing it to fail.

But in fact there is no gua-
rantee against a massive bank-
ing crisis. By limiting insurance
to $100,000, the FDIC and
FSLIC leave open the possibil-
ity of runs by large uninsured
depositors. This in fact hap-
pened at Penn Square when
Robert L. Hefner III, a major
stockholder, withdrew several
million dollars at the beginning
of July, thereby helping insure
Penn Square’s demise.

Such a run by the rich now is
more likely since the FDIC
closed Penn Square without
paying off the uninsured depos-
its, as it has in the past through
mergers. Continental’s troubles
selling jumbo CDs are just one
sign of this. Altogether, com-
mercial banks hold $260 billion
in CD money; a rush to with-
draw this money would flatten
the system.

In addition, the FDIC cannot
possibly pay off even a frac-
tion of the insured accounts in
case of widespread bank fail-
ures. The FDIC. has only $11
billion to cover $1.5 trillion in
deposits, while the FSLIC holds
only $6.8 billion to cover $500
billion. Moreover, the FDIC
has been drawing down its
reserves to subsidize the forced
mergers of banks. For example,
last spring it laid out $452
million in order to merge the
foundering New York Bank for
Savings into.a larger bank.

If the current bankmg trem-
ors turn into a massive finan-
cial earthqualge, the govern-
ment will have only two serious
options. It could either let
thousands of banks fold and the

rupting millions ‘of small gnd

middle class savers. Or it could
step m and in- effect “prmt
money’’ to ‘“‘guarantee’’ the
deposits. B such a course
would wipe out the accounfs
anyway through an mﬂaﬁen
such as this coiintry has never
seen before. :
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5,000 Demonstrat

to Protect Women’s

Right to Abortio

ent federal appeals court rulings’

By PAT NELSON

Close to 5,000 people turned
out on the hottest day of the
summer in Cherry Hill, New
Jersey, for a march and rally in
support of abortion rights. The
July 17 demonstration was
sponsored by the Reproductive
Rights National Network
(R2N2), National Organization
for Women (NOW) and the
National Women’s Health Net-
work and took place near the
convention center for the Na-
tional Right to Life Committee.
Many women's and community
organizations, union groups
and' political organizations, in-
cluding: the RSL, joined in
actively working to build for the
even :

‘Althotigh the demonstration
focused on' the right to abor-
tion, several of:the speakers and
many of the participants linked
the .issiie to the wide-ranging
offensive against women:. at-
tempts’ to restrict. reproductive
rights in general, cuts in fund-
ing for daycare, welfare and
othér social support services,
attacks on lesbian rights, etc.

Wonien’s right to abortion is
parti y threatened by two

major bills now before Con-
gress: Senator Jesse Helms’ (R-
NC) ““Human Life Amend-
ment,”” which would define life
as beginning at the moment of
conception, and Senator Orrin
Hatch’s (R-Utah) ‘‘Human Life
Federalism Amendment,”’ which
would overturn the Supreme
Court ruling granting women a
constitutionally guaranteed
right-to seek abortion and
would allow individual states to
once again ban abortion. As we
g0 to press, these two bills are
_scheduled to reach the Sen-
ate floor on August 16. The
anti-abortion forces, apparently
fearful that they will lose votes
in the fall elections, want to try

_to pass some form of anti-

abortion legislation before this
session of Congress ends.

Supreme Courtto
rule on restrictions

Another major battle in the
struggle for a. woman’s right to
control her own body will
probably be fought this fall in
the Supreme Court. The court
has agreed to review two differ-

which struck down parts of
legislation restricting abortion
in Missouri and in Akron,
Ohio.

The Akron law, the most
restrictive passed to date, was
based on a model drawn up by
“right-to-life’’ activists. This
law requires a 24-hour waiting
period from the time a woman
requests an abortion to when it
can be performed and parental
consent for women under 15;
and it forces doctors to tell their
patients that "abortions could
“‘result in severe emotional dis-
turbances.”’ Doctors would also
be required to provide a detailed
description of the appearance
and characteristics of the fetus
and inform the patient that ‘“the
unborn child is a homan life
from the moment of concep-
tion.”” All of these restrictions
were struck down by the Ohio
appeals court. ’ :

On-July 29, the Reagan ad-

_ministration through the Justice

Department actively joined the
anti-abortion forces by filing a
“friend of the court’® brief
urging the court to give ““heavy
deference’” to legislation re-
stricting abortion.

The main argument put for-
ward by the Justice Department
is that the court should leave
regulation of abortion, and de-
cisions as to whether that legis-
Jation imposes an undue burden

on a woman’s right to exercise ’

her constitutional right to an
abortion, to the state and local
government. What this could
amount to is legislatures passing
local laws which, although they
would not ban abortions out-
right, would make them nearly
inaccessible for the vast major-
ity of women.

One last attack worth noting
is the July meeting of the
Family Forum [I. This gather-
ing of the fundamentalist right-

wing groups, such as the Moral’

Majority, was spent plotting a
strategy for ending abortion
rights, sex education, the ‘‘de-
struction of the family,” etc.
They plan, for example, to
launch a major voter registra-
tion drive for this fall’s election
with a goal of gaining one
million new (conservative) vot-
ers. Riding high on the defeat of
the ERA, these forces are out to
continue their drive to restrict
individual freedom and force
their brand of morality on the

SL contingent at July 17 Cherry Hill demonstration.

entire population.

Women'’s groups
planning actions

Pro-choice groups are gearing
up for the fight that lies ahead.
The R2N2, for example, is plan-
ning a series of local actions
throughout the country on Oc-
tober 3 as a memorial to Rosie
Jimenez, the first woman to die
from an abortion after Medic-
aid funding was cut off.

January 22, 1983, marks 10
years since the Supreme Court
ruling on abortion. As amazing
as it may seem to many young
women today, most of us can
remember when trying to get an
abortion for ourselves or a
friend was a very risky business
both physically and legally. It is
equally amazing—and frighten-
ing—to realize that we stand a
big chance of seeing the victory
of 1973 wiped out entirely. We
must rebuild the movement and
once again fight for free, safe

abortions on demand for all-

women and for the freedom to
control our own bodies and our
own lives.[J

By RANDY CONRAD

On July 22, more than three

- years after the accident at the
Three Mile Island nuclear power
plant, a camera was lowered

irito the reactor core of the

crippled plant to determine the
extent of damage to.the core
itself. Lo

The results were frightening.
When the videotaping was over
and the film was reviewed, ‘it
showed that damage to the
reactor core had been extensive.
The threat of a full-scale core

meltdown at Three Mile Island

was very real. . .. .
In a working power plant, the

reactor core contains dozens of -, fi
rods that are filled with uran- ..
ium  pellets. These - uranium .

pellets are involved in the

- nuclear reactions ‘that allow a

power plant to .operate. At

Thiee Mile Island, the rods,

which are made from zircon-
ium, disintegrated from the heat

generated by the accident. As a
result, the pellets fell out and
now liein a heap of rubble five
feet high. All that was required
for.a full meltdown was enough
1eat,and pressure to begin to
elt. the uranium: in the five
. foot high pile of rubble. Fortu-

nately, at. Three Mile Island,-

this did not occur.
“-But. the damage that did

result from the reactor accident

was bad enough. It has taken
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three years to clean up ‘enough
of the mess so that a videotape
of the damage to the core could
be taken. (Radiation levels in-
side the contaminated building
were so high that it took seven
teams of people to operate the
video equipment in order to
avoid the dangerous radiation
exposure.) Moreover, clean-up
of the core itself has not even
begun; this will take additional
years of difficult and dangerous

[ i ﬁape’ Shows Near-Meltdown at Ihree M

work.

As long as nuclear power
plants exist and operate, the
threat of another Three Mile
Island exists. The Nuclear Re-
gulatory Commission (NRC)
has recently revised.its estimates
of the probability of a serious
accident occurring at a power
plant. Seven years ago, the Ras-
mussen report calculated the
odds at one accident in 20,000
years of power plant operation
(with 100 power plants this
would take 200 years). The

- current NRC report calculates -

the probability at one in 1,000
years of operation, an increase
of gO times in the likelihood of
agcxdepts. By this estimate, it
wxlll take 13 and a. half years
(with the current 73 reactors in’
operation) for 1,000 years of
operation to go by. There are 67
more reactors under construc-
tion and this will shorten the
time-frame to less than 10 years.
This means that the official

le Island

NRC estimate is one TMI-type
accident every eight or nine
years!

But this estimate does not
adequately reflect the true dan-
ger. After all, the NRC favors
nuclear power plants and is not
likely to take full consideration
of the risks involved. More than
this, the NRC estimate is based
on a review of the experiences
of the last 10 years. In these
years, the nuclear power plants
were new. Now, however, these
‘power plants suffer from cor-
roding tubes carrying radioac-
tive water, brittle reactor vessels
that may shatter under pressure
and other serious weaknesses
that are only:developing as the
reactors age. The likelihood of
reactor accidents can therefore
only increase as these plants get
older and new problems that ar¢
unexpected today develop.
There is still time to shut them
down—but that time is gfowing
shorter.[J
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Workers Clash With National Guard
in Nebraska Meatpacking Strike

By WILLIAM FALK

It was a welcome sight July 21

when the television news
showed pictures of striking
workers standing their ground
and defending their picket lines
against attacks by club-wielding
police using tear gas. It was the
kind of struggle there hasn’t
been much of in the last year—
a year in which the number of
strikes is at a 40-year low:.
The
members of Local 222 of the
United Food and Commercial
Workers (UFCW) in Dakota
City, Nebraska. They are bat-
tling a company whose hall-
mark is vicious anti-unionism:
Iowa Beef Processors (IBP).

‘Noisa
popular word’

In negotiations with “Local
222 this May, IBP demanded
that the Dakota City workers
accept major . concessions—a
four-year wage freeze, an end to
cost-of-living ralses, ‘automatic
matchmg of : any wage cuts won

two years they work.
The -union was réady to go
proposed a two-

f cost-of liv-

similar to aigreements the union
made this January with three
old-line packmghous;s covered

striking workers are-

- .Dakota City; Nebraska. -

cut:for new hires for the first ~

by the union’s master contract
and also similar to separate
agreements it made recently

-with several new-style ‘‘stream-

lined”’ packinghouses.

But what was good enough
for the other companies wasn’t
good enough for Iowa Beef.
“‘No is a popular word at IBP,”’

Robert

its president,
‘““We’re almost ob-
sessed with the idea of being

boasts
Peterson.

and remaining the Jlow-cost
producer in the industry,”” says
IBP’s official spokesman. Ne-
gotiations broke down and on

June 7 the Dakota City workers

went out on strike.

The plant, which normally
employs 2,400 people, remained
shut for the next six weeks.
Then, on July 20, the company
tried to reopen with scabs.
They offered the scabs perma-
nent jobs at a starting pay of
$6.97 an hour—exactly two

¢ dollars below starting pay in the
expired IBP-UFCW contract.

The ~workers responded to
this challenge. A mass picket
line on Tuesday, July 20, show-
ered the scabs’ cars with rocks.
Over 70 cars were damaged.
The . next day strikers again
stoned the scabs.- This time,
however, nearly 100 Nebraska
state troopers were there and
they fired tear gas, broke up the
picket line and arrested. 15
people.

On Monday, July 26, over
200 workers attempted to block
the entrance where steer go into
the plant to be slaughtered.
Again the police used tear gas to
disperse strikers.

Tuesday, July 27, saw the
biggest battle yet. Over 300
workers marched on the road in
front of the plant just before the
scabs’ workday ended. As they
passed the main gate,
troopers in full riot gear fired
tear gas and charged. Over 20
strikers were arrested.

On Wednesday, July 28, the
governor of Nebraska sent in
the National Guard—200
troops, equipped with armored
troop carriers and three helicop-
ters. On the same day, a county
judge issued an injunction bar-
ring the strikers from assem-
bling within 1,500 feet of the
plant. As of this writing, the

state-

workers have not yet dlrectly
challenged this new repression.

Negotiations between Local
222 and IBP reopened August
5 under the auspices of Nebra-
ska Governor Charles Thone.
But, as the Wall Street Journal
reports, ‘‘competitors and in-
dustry analysts domn’t expect
Iowa Beef -to give much
ground.”” Judging from IBP’s
history, there is good reason for
this conclusion.

Bustthe unions,
box the beef

Iowa Beef was formed only
20 years ago but is today the
country’s largest meat packer.
About 25 percent of all fresh
beef comes from IBP. Last year
it showed $58 million in profits
and was bought by Occidental
Petroleum.

When IBP entered the indus-
try, most beef was shipped on
the hoof to midwestern cities
where it was slaughtered and cut
into hanging carcasses. The beef
was aged and shipped on hooks
and cut up for consumers by
local retail butchers. IBP lo-
cated its plants closer to the
feedlots and both slaughters the
steer and cuts up the carcasses
into large, already trimmed,
pieces. These are put into plastic
bags to age and shipped as
‘“‘boxed beef.”’ The local retail
butcher simply slices boxed beef
sections into the familiar cuts
displayed in meat cases.

IBP’s modernization saved

(Continued on page 13)

USW“A\Conference Votes Down ConcesSions

In. an unexpected development, on

'July 31 over 400 United Steelworkers of

America (USWA) local presidents gath-
ered at the union’s Basic Steel Industry
Conference unammously rejected de-
mands by eight major steel corporations
for a new contract that would include
major givebacks by the union.

Although the current three-year steel
pact is not due to expire until August 1,
1983, this June U.S. Steel, Bethlehem
and six other companies insisted on re-
negouatmg the agreement, claiming that
union concessions were needed to end
the depression conditions in the steel
industry. Steel mills are operating at
only 42 percent of capacity, the lowest
rate since 1938. The major steel produc-
ers reported losing nearly $700 million in
the second quarter of 1982. And over the
past year 114,000 steelworkers—over 30
percent of the total workforce in basic
steel—have lost their jobs.

concessions to the companies. He of-
fered them a new three-year contract
that included a wage freeze, deferral of
COLA payments and other giveaways
adding up to about $2 billion.

" But this was not enough for the steel
bosses. They demanded up to $8 billion
in giveaways, including a wage freeze,
elimination of COLA payments for the
first year of any new contract (and tight
limits on payments the next two years), a
$3/hr. wage cut for newly hired work-

ers, and the elimination of the 13-week .

vacations currently granted high senior-

_ity workers every five years.
At the conference itself, it quickly -

became clear that many local union
presidents opposed not only the compa-
nies” extortionist demands, but - also
McBride’s “‘reasonable’” concessions.
Their pressure forced McBride to tem-
porarily abandon his accommodationist

policy and recommend rejection of the .

USWA President Lloyd McBride was ~-corporations’. proposal.

more than willing to grant‘sub‘stannar

Opponents of . concessions angrily

~deny company claims that high union

wages and low worker productivity are
causing the U.S. steel industry to lose
out -to foreign competitors. They point
out that the steel bosses themselves
opened the door to overseas producers
by shutting down nearly 400 mills over
the past 22 years, while gradually di-
versifying theéir investments into more
profitable industries.

For instance, U.S. Steel, which led the
industry’s fight to renegotiate the con-
tract, shelled out $6 billion to buy the

Marathon - Oil Company last - year. -

Although U.S. Steel remains the largest
U.S. steel producer, it has put 60 percent
of its total assets into oil, gas and other
non-steel industries. Because of such di-

- versification efforts, local union leaders

believe that any concessions they give up
will not revive the steel industry or save
steelworkers’ jobs.

Above all, USWA leaders insist that
rank and file steelworkers—who are

barred by the USWA constitution from

voting on national steel contracts—
‘would not stand for any givebacks.
Michael Bilsik, president of USWA
Local 1256 in Duquesne, Pennsylvania,
said workers accused him of selling out
when he publicly announced that the
union must help the companies. He told
reporters that even laid off workers in
his local were opposed to concessions.

The steel bosses’ wage offensive could
end 24 years of labor peace in the
industry following the 1959 national
strike.

According to Business Week, ‘“There
was little doubt that the industry’s strat-
egy in turning down the $2 billion union
offer was based on a belief that it could
win deeper cuts by forcing the union to
choose hetween granting concessions
and mounting a national strike when the
current contracts expire next August.”’

While the conference vote was a
victory for steelworkers, the real battle
between the union and the steel compa-
nies has only just begun.[]
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Guards trash Mosque in New York prison

On July 23, members of the Sankore Mosque (Sunni Muslim
Community) at Green Haven Prison in Stofmville, New York, were
once again the victims of an attack by prison guards.

The day’s events began after the Muslims had gathered in their
Mosque for a religious service. A guard locked the Mosque and left
the area, leaving the Muslims trapped inside for an hour past the
end of their service. Several of the Muslims had been officially
assigned to kitchen duty in order to prepare a meal for a Muslim
religious event the following day and, according to a report we
received, the guard ‘‘indicated by inference and action that his
intent was to frustrate plans for the religious affair.”’

When the Imam of the Mosque objected to the treatment the
Muslims were receiving and threatened to report the guard for his
actions, a scuffle broke out. Many Muslims were handcuffed and
.then beaten.

A short time later, while all the Muslims were away from the
area, guards desecrated and trashed the Mosque. They damaged
religious books, including the Qur’an, and the Mosque’s Mimbar
(pulpit). Rugs were torn from the walls, curtains were removed and
a hole was kicked in a wall. File cabinets were emptied, papers were
thrown all over and molasses was poured on the floor. This is the
second time in the last few years the Mosque has been desecrated by

guards.

- Tennessee prisons unflt for human habliahon

Tennessee’s prisons are nnflt for human habitat
federal district Judge L. Clure Morton. On August 12
confinement in the prison system constltuted crue] and
punishment”’ in violation of the constitution, and he ga 2
six months to submit plans for changing condmons Morton s
ruling was the result of a suit filed by three prisoners in 1980;

The judge especially condemned double—celhng at.the
Tennessee State Prison in Nashville. ““Inmates are double-celled in
tiny cages like so many animals i in a zoo, with an avefage of about
23 square feet in which each man lives, sleeps, performs his bodily
functions and spends a great portion of his day,”” Morton wrote.

Morton called Brushy Mountain prison near Oak ‘Ridge “more
of a dungeon than a civilized prison.” Lﬁst February, seven white
prisoners at Brushy Mountain went ona Tacist rampage, shootmg
five Black prisoners; killing two. : .

Kentucky is now the 33rd state to have at least one of its
prisons under a federal court order mandatmg 1mproved
conditions. On July 29, one of the other states, Maryland, -
announced plans to release 3,000 prisoners over the next five ’
‘months to reheve overcrowding. Meanwhxle, in Texds; state- pnson
officials have won a weakening of the ruling handed down in -

1980 by Judge William Justice as a result of the Ruiz suit. This
June, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit ruled that
although Judge Justice was correct to call Texas pnson conditions
unconstitutional, he should not have ordered the state to eliminate
all double-celhng This modification brings the 1980 decision in line
_ with last year’s Supreme Court ruling that if other condmons are
improved, double-célling is okay

Execution in Vlrgmla

On August 10, Frank Coppola was executed in the electric -
chair in Richmond, Virginia. He was the fifth person to be executed
since 1976. Coppola, like the four people put to death before him,
is white, although most of the 1,038 prisoners on death rows are
Black.

. Coppola, who was convicted \urder, mamtamed tothe end
that he was mnocent "Nevertheless pposed several last minute
legal attempts to savé his life made by opponems of the death
penalty. Ina statement on August 9 Coppola said, ¢
1 fought as much as was in my control; through my
fought. But my family was suffering in the mealmme ind my
‘human dignity was suffering in the meantime. . . . I ¢an no longer
subject myself to this and have any respect left for myse]f 4
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Government Indictments

Continue-

Draft Resistance Grows

Since Benjamin Sasway of
San Diego, California, was in-
dicted Jupe 20 for failure to
register for a possible draft, the
government has indicted several
other men around the country:
David Wayte, Los Angeles;
Enten Eller, Roanoke, Virginia;
Russell Ford, Cleveland; and
Mark Schmucker, Néw Haven,
Connccticut. Trial dates have
already been set for Eller (Au-
gust 16), Sasway (August 24)
and Wayte (September 28).
Wayte’s lawyer, Bill Smith, pre-
dicts that at least 12 more men
-will be indicted by the end of the
summer.

Out of the more than half a-

million young men who haven’t
registered for the draft, there
are more than a thousand who
are public non-registrants—men
who have said publicly that they

if necessary. Out of this
housand there are about one
hundred who have written let-
ters to the government’ stating
their opposx’uon to registration.
Ij: is from among these 100 that
the government has singled out
those to be indicted first. As
Dav1d ‘Wayte told the Torch:

© 4T am hemg prosecuted not
for any crime I’ve committed,
but for using my First Amend-
ment rights to publicly an-
nounce my refusal to register.
I'm being punished for expres-
sing the political views I hold.

- I’m net dodging or evading the

draft, but resisting it.... The
only reason I've been smgled
out for prosecution is that I
wrote to the Selective Service
System stating: my refusal to
register. There’s no other way

- they could have tracked me

down.”’

The government wants to
make an example of these men:
It hopes to railroad them to jail
so other non-registrants will fall
into line and register for the
draft. However, statistics re-
leased shortly after the first in-
dictments show that the rate of
non-compliance is in fact rising,
not falling, as the Reagan ad-
,mmlstranon had hoped.

s pportgrowing

: for draft resnsters

sranons in over 100 cities
around the country. A national

will not reglster and will go.to-

““Draft registration has
nothing to do with national
defense. It’s simply a
political ploy whose only
practical use would be to
facilitate the sending of
troops to such places as El
Salvador or Lebanon, to
fight interventionist wars
for the greed of a few.”’
—David Wayte, indicted
draft resister.

network of draft resisters, anti-
draft organizations and lawyers
involved in defense work has
been built. The Committee
Against Registration and_ the
Draft (CARD) has called for a
nationwide week of resistance
activities (August 14-21) and
there are already plans for two
August 14 demonstrations, one
in San Diego for Sasway and
one in Los Angeles for Wayte.
The attacks on public draft
resisters are part of the govern-
ment’s broader attacks on
workmg and oppressed people
—cuts in social services, attacks
on the right to abortlon union-
busting, hlgh unemploymem
and the increase in racism,
sexism and anti-gay bigotry.
These attacks at home go
hand in hand with the step-up in
U.S. 'militarism abroad, in-
creased support to the terrorist
regimes in ‘El Salvador and

‘South Africa and to the Israeli

invasion of Lebanon.
““Draft registration has noth-
ing to do with national defense.

It is simply a political ploy

whose only practical use would
be to facilitate the delivery of
troops to such places as Kl Sal-

“vador or Lebanon, to fight in-

terventionist wars for the greed
of a few. I refuse to be part of
this. I don’t want to kill people,
and I don’t want to die,”’ ‘says
Wayte. He adds: “1 believe we
can live in peace. Wars will

cease to exist when young
people like myself refuse to
fight them. Resisting the draft is
my way of paving the road for
peace.”’ .

Anti-government
forces mustunite

The anti-draft movement
needs to be part of building a
democratic, united, multi-racial
working class movement that
fights against U.S. imperialism
abroad and government attacks
at home. We must reach out to
the hundreds of .thousands of
non-registrants who are not yet
actively involved in the move-
ment. Large numbers are Black,
Latin, Asian, Native American
and whife working. class youth

who are fed up with a society .

that offers them no future
except unemployment, low-pay-
ing, meaningless jobs and the
prospect of ‘becoming cannon
fodder in the next imperialist
war. ,
““The government is attempt-
ing to subjugate the youth
through threat and intimida-
tion,”” 'Wayte told the Torch.
““It will not work.-The number
of non-registrants is growing.

every day. This is the most un-

enforceable law since prohibi-
tion. There’s no way they can
put us all in prison.”’0]
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Immigration Service

Begins Releasing

Imprisoned Haltlan Refugees

Slowly and begrudgingly, the
Immigration and Naturalization
Service (INS) has begun releas-
ing some of the more than 2,000
Haitians currently imprisoned
by the U.S. government. The
Haitians are refugees who have
fled the brutal, U.S.-supported
dictatorship of Haiti’s Presi-
dent-for-Life, Jean-Claude Du-
valier. They are being released
as the result of a June 29 order
by U.S. District Court -Judge
Eugene Spellman.

““Liberté, Liberté,’’ chanted
supporters of the refugees out-
side the gates of the Krome
Detention Center near Miami
as the first Haitian to be free,
Etienne Frangois, 42, emerged.
Francois, jailed since August
1981, told waiting reporters that
he was “‘praying to God that
everyone else will be free some-
day.”

The U.S. government began
locking up Haitian refugees on
a mass scale in the summer of
1981. The move was an attempt
to_frustrate an earlier court
rulmg that dirécted the INS to
grant Haitians requesting polit-
ical asylum a proper hearing,
with lawyers and translators
present, ‘and sufficient time for

Police drag away the body of one of the many Haitian
refugees who drowned trying to reach the U.S. Those
who escaped death were thrown into detention camps.

reasonable consideration of
their request. (Prior to ' this
ruling, the government had sim-
ply been shipping the refugees
back to the murderous Duvalier
regime after perfunctory, 10-

minute hearings.) Normally, the

INS routinely grants parole to
refugees awaiting final determ-
ination of their claim, since the
legal process can often take as
many as five years to complete.
But instead of paroling the Hai-
tians, the government threw
them into various jails around
the country, where they now

In mid-July, a court or-
der briefly stopped the INS
from carrying out its
dreaded factory raids in
California and eight other
Western states. The halt
came after the Ninth Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals ruled
that the raids were uncon-
stitutional. However, the
INS quickly drew up new
guidelines and ‘La Mi-
gra’s®’ raids have resumed
once again.

The July 15 court ruling
was the result of a suit
brought by the Internation-
al Ladies Garment Workers
‘Union (ILGWU), which has
been carrying out a cam-
paign to organize undocu-
mented workers. The court
agreed with the ILGWU
that the factory raids con-
stituted ‘‘unreasonable

were therefore unconstitu-
tional. It also ruled that,
before entering ‘a factory,
the INS “must have a rea-
sonable suspicion that each
worker subject to...ques-
tioning is an alien illegally
in this country.’’ The court
L also specifically objected to

West Coast Factory Raids
Temporarily Suspended

search and seizure’’ and -

)

the practice of blocking fac- .
tory exits with armed
guards, arguing that this in
effect put all the workers
inside under arrest.

The INS claims the
court’s ruling ‘“will serious-
ly impact upon the ability
of the INS to seek and re-
move aliens,’”” and plans to
appeal it to the Supreme
Court.

But none of thxs has
stopped La Migra from
raiding factories. Leo Soto
of the INS’s San Pedro,
California, office told the
Torch/La Antorcha that
department lawyers recently
conducted classes for La
Migra agents—and. then
sent them back out to
conduct raids. “We told the
agents not to stand at the
doors,”’ said Soto. “H
aliens are getting away from
as right and left,’”’ he
added, ‘‘we’ll have to come
up with something else.”’

Eventually, according to
Soto, the INS will write up
a formal statement of new
guidelines and forward it to
the ILGWU *““for com-

ment.’’
-

have been held for over a year.

The court suit that resulted in
the June 29 order to free the
Haitians was filed in response to
this action. It charged that the
INS’s ‘““no parole’” policy—
which applied only to Haitians
—was discriminatory. Haitians
make up less than 0.7 percent of
all refugees requesting political
asylum, yet they alone have
been held in jail while awaiting
dete;'mination of their asylum
requests. The suit argued. that
the Haitians were being singled

out for such treatment because ~

of their race and country of
origin.

Judge Spellman rejected the
main_argument of the suit.
However, he ruled that since the
INS had failed to give notice
and take public comment on its
new procedures, the Haitians

. awaiting hearmgs had to be

freed.

Numerous Haitian commun-
ity organizations are now work-
ing to ensure that each eligible
refugee successfully goes
through the complicated proce-
dures Judge Spellman specified
as necessary for release. These
organizations report that the
INS is deliberately dragging its
feet wherever it ‘can and, as a
result, by August 13—three
weeks after Etienne Frangois
left the Krome Detention Centér
—only about 100 Haitians have
gained their freedom.

There is ample evidence that
the government is trying to ob-
struct - the “release process at
every ‘turn. - A week after the
first group of F Haitians were let
out of jail, govemment officials
announced that this group had

- failed to make required weekly

reports on their whereabouts:
However, it later .turned out
that no procedures for reporting
had ever been set up. Moreover,
the INS has demanded that vol-
untary organizations sponsor-
ing released Haitians promise
that none of the refugees will
apply for food stamps or other.
assistance—though they are le-
gally entitled to apply for

‘““We didn’t come with guns,
we didn’t come to fight, we
came for freedom.’’ It was a
Saturday morning in early Au-
gust and a group of Haitian
men were speaking their
thoughts. They had gathered in
the cinderblock visiting room of
‘the INS’s Brooklyn Detention
Center to discuss their situation
with us.

The 24 Haitian men and 29
Haitian women now being held
in the Brooklyn jail have been
there for over a year. They are
not covered by Judge Spell-
man’s release order and have no
immediate hope of liberty. With

.the help of an interpreter from

the Association of Haitian
Workers, we asked about their
plight.

““The problem of the Tonton
Macoutes is why we leave Hai-
ti. They are in the provinces, in
the cities, everywhere. So we
must leave.”

““We came here for freedom.
We can’t have it in Haiti but can
in the U.S.  Now we have
problems  with the govern-
ment.”’

““If we had nothing to fear in
Haiti, would we risk our lives?
Would we spend 22 days in a
small boat without 1
land?”’

““We went to Cuba, and spent
two months there. They said
that after a year we would have
to go to Russia.”’

“We didn’t come for food
stamps or welfare. We have

these. In addition, the govern-
ment has refused to make any
commitment to the sponsoring
agencies to help with funding for.
resettlement of the Haitians, as
it did in the cases of the Cuban
and Indochinese boat people.
On top of all' this, Judge
Spellman ruled on July 2 that
the government could lock up
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family in the U.S. Our family
will take care of us. We are tired
of being in jail.”

Not surprisingly, the refugees
in the Brooklyn jail are de-
pressed. They were transferred
to New York from Florida last
summer. ‘“At least in Miami we
could see the sky, we had
sports,”” one refugee said.
““Here it’s a real jail.”” The de-
tention center is an old Navy
brig, built to jail sailors for no
more than 30 days. ’

The men we spoke with are
not politically sophisticated.
They have never been in the
U.S. outside of jail. Several are
from the Haitian countryside,
which includes some of the most
isolated human settlements in
this hemisphere. They do not
have a worked out analysis of
why they have been jailed. They
are simply Haitian people who,
because of the repression, found
it impossible to go on living in
the old way. Without volunteer-
ing or deciding to be politically
active at all, they have found
themselves at the center of polit-
ical events. Trying .to make
sense of it all they have figured
out a few things.

“The U.S. has to change the

" situation. It has to stop sup-

porting Duvalier.”’

‘“They are suppeorting him
and that is why they have put us

in jail.”

—William Falk, Terry Walsh

any Haitians who arrive over
the next 90 days while the INS
considers changes in its proce-
.dures. In effect, the INS can
announce new changes, wait the
required 30 days, take public

comment—and continue its per- -

secution of Haitians who ' fl
the Duvalier dictatorship .and
seek refuge in the U.S.0
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izing that only by destroying
capitalism could they protect
and extend human dignity and
freedom. Thousands of Jews
joined the trade unions and-—
political parties of the socialist
movement. Outstanding revolu-
tionary leaders from Jewish
backgrounds, like Rosa Lux-
emburg and Leon Trotsky, were
dedicated champions of prole-
tarian internationalism. Lenin
noted in 1913 that ‘‘the percen-
tage of Jews in the democratic
and proletarian movements is
everywhere higher than the per-
centage of Jews 'among the
population.”

The Zionist movement arose
in direct antagonism to this
revolutionary movement. Marx-
ism stood for internationalism,
for the worldwide alliance of
the working class against all
capitalists and oppressors. The
Zionists desired something very
different. They planned to de-
fend the Jews from persecution
by turning to nationalism. Zion-
ism is the strategy of building a
specifically Jewish country in
the:Middle East, complete with
an entire class structure. (from
Jewish workers to Jewish capi-
talists). Zionism seeks relief for
the world’s Jews by building ‘‘a
state like any other state.”” Zi-
onism and Marxism, therefore,
were and could be nothing but
deadly .enemies.

To transform the Zionist pro-
gram into a reality, three things
were necessary. First, the Jew-
ish youth had to be won away
from Marxism. That is, they
had to be diverted away from
the class struggle against world
capitalism.

v Apeople ‘

Second, the Zionists needed a
people with which to -populate
their new state. ‘Europe’s Jews
were persecuted, but they were
also -deeply attached to their
European communities. Pales-
tine, in addition, was:. mostly-
desert and was alien and unat-
tractive to most European Jews..
The Zionists *did what they
could to force them to Palestine
nevertheless. Time and again,

the Zionists worked hand in -

hand with the worst enemiés of
the Jews themselves in order to
advance the Zionist program of:
mass emigration to. Palestine. -

In 1903, for .an early exam-
ple, Theodore Herzl (founder
and leader of world Zionism) :
requested and received coopera-
tion from V.K. Plehve, the
rabidly anu—Senuuc Russian
Minister of the Interior. In a
letter to Herzl; Plehve promised
his ““moral and material assis-
tance with - respect to the

measures taken by the Zionist

movement which would lead to

_extermination  of

the diminution of the Jewish
population in Russia.”’

In 1938, David Ben-Gurion
told the Zionists that they had
to deal skillfully with the Nazis’
European
Jews. At all costs, he warned,
we must not allow this slaughter
to separate the Zionist project
in Palestine from the question
of the Jews’ salvation. If the
Zionists should allow for any
easing of persecution other than
migration to the Middle East,
the Zionist project would fail.
As he wrote to the Zionist
Executive in that year:

“If Jews have to choose be-
tween the refugees, saving Jews-
from concentration camps, and
assisting a national. museum in
Palestine, mercy will have the
upper . hand__and the whole
energy of the people will be
channeled into saving Jews
from public opinion. If we
allow a separation between the
refugee problem and the Pales-
tine problem, we are risking the
existence of Zionism.”’

Zionism went on to the infa-
mous deals “with the Nazis
through which the ‘‘Zionist
cadre’”” were preserved while
millions went to their deaths.
Thus in 1944 Rudolph Kaest-
ner, Zionist Committee secre-
tary in Budapest, coaxed
800,000 Jews onto the trains to
Auschwitz in return for the lives
of 1,000 of the wealthiest Hun-
garian Jews. After World War
11, Zionists lobbied behind the
scenes to keep the Western
Hemisphere closed to Jewish
immigration to force the con-
centration camps’ survivors to
Palestine. The Jewish masses
could be and were sacrificed on
the altar of Zionism.

3

Lebanon.

selves towards those powers
under whose influence it hap-
pens to be.”’ Zionism went in
turn to Turkey, to Germany, to
Britain and then to the U.S. in
its search, for ,an imperialist
patron, The sales pitch was
always the same.

Theodore Herzl wrote in his
pamphlet The Jewish State,
when Palestine was still part of
the Ottoman Empire (under
Turkish rule), “If his Majesty
the Sultan were to give us Pal-
estine, we could undertake the
complete management of the fi-
nances of Turkey. We would
form there a part of the wall of

. _defense of Europe in Asia, an

' Temtory

The thxrd mgredxem of Zion-
ism’s recipe is territory. Pales-
tine was dictated from the be-
ginning by religious traditions.

. The eomplication was that Pal-
estine “already had a popula-

tion, an-Arab population. To

_build a definitely and perma-

nently Jewish state in Palestine
required the mass expulsion of
the region’s Arab inhabitants.
* This was a project to which
the Arab masses themselves, of
course, would never agree: It
had to be accomplished through
deals with the oppressors of the

Arab masses—namely, with the -

imperialist powers which con-
trolled the Middle East and with
-the oppressive semi-feudal re-
-gimes “which exploited”
“masses in league with impe-
rialism.

According to Max Nordau,
Herzl’s deputy, ““‘Our aspira-
tions point to Palestine as a

compass points to the North.

‘Therefore we must orient our-
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the -

outpost of civilization against

- barbarism. We would, as a neu-

tral state, remain in contact
with all Europe, which would
have to guarantee our exis-
tence.”

Ben-Gurion put the same deal
much more briskly when ad-
dressing the Zionist Congress in
1935 although the favored im-
perialist power had changed:
‘‘Whoever betrays Great Britain
betrays Zionism.”

And an Israeli newspaper
commented in 1951, ‘“Israel has
been given a role not unlike a
watchdog. One need not fear
that it will exercise an aggres-
sive policy towards the Arab
states if this will contradict the
interests of the U.S.A. and Bri-
tain. But should the West prefer
for ome reason or another to
close its eyes, one can rely on

Israel to punish severely those
. of the neighboring states whose

lack of manners towards the
West has exceeded the proper
limits.”’

Since gaining independence,

the Zionist state has steadily ex-

lsraeh soldiers attack Lebanese and Palestinian civilians in Sidon,

tended this policy to every
aspect of its foreign policy.
Israel supported the U.S. in the
Korean War, It sent its own
officers to give advice to the
U.S. military machine in Viet-
nam. [t supported the efforts of
the French government and the
terrorist Secret Army Organiza-
tion to crush the Algerian inde-
pendence movement. Today Is-
rael .works with the CIA in
Africa, acting as a funnel for
_foreign aid and military train-
ing.

‘Left’ Zionism

Naturally, this record, this
program, is not one which is
easy to sell to anyone but out-
right reactionaries and impe-
rialists. So Zionism has consist-
ently tried to dress itself up as
something other than what it is.
Its supporters point to its kib-
butzim (cooperative farms)—
which in fact play the tiniest
role in the Israeli economy—as
proof that Israel is a socialist
state. Especially in trying to
project a pleasing image
abroad, Israel pushed forward a
“left”” face, particularly
through the various “‘Labor
Zionist” and ‘Left Zionist”
parties and. personalities.

_—But the inevitable implica-
tions of Zionism make the “‘left
sell”” very difficult. The prob-
lem was squarely presented by
David Hacohen, now a leader
of Israel’s Mapai
Part_y, as he described his dis-
cussions as a socialist student in
Britain:

‘“Even here, in these intimate

perlallsm

. socialism, to defend the fact

" benefactor—to do all that was

“Labor’’

surroundings, I had to fight my
friends on the issue of Jewish

that I would not accept Arabs in
my trade union, the Histradrut;
to defend preaching to house-
wives that they not buy at Arab
stores; to defend the fact that
we stood guard at orchards to
prevent Arab workers from
getting jobs there...to pour
kerosene on Arab tomatoes; to
attack Jewish housewives in the
markets and smash the Arab
eggs they had bought; to praise
to the skies the Jewish Fund
that sent Hankin to Beirut to
buy land from absentee land-
lords and to throw the peasants
off the land. To buy dozens of
dunams {2 land measurement]
from an Arab is permitted, but
to sell, God forbid, one Jewish
dunam to an Arab is prohibi-
ted; to take Rothschild, the in-
carnation of capitalism, as a
socialist and to name him the

not easy.”’

The brutal policies of Zion-
ism and Israel grow inevitably
out of their own essence. Israel
remains what it has always
been, what it has to be: junior
partner of world imperialism.
The Zionist state is neither eco-
nomically nor militarily self-
supporting; imperialism is its
very lifeblood.

Contradictions

The contradictions inherent
in such a state have caused three
strike waves in the last 11 years.
The internal fabric of the state
is torn by conflict within the
Jewish population itself, be-
tween Oriental and European
Jews, between workers and cap-
italists. The Jewish population
is held together only by a fear |
which is maintained by the
Zionist regime through constant
propaganda-and military adven-
turism. '

The regime itself is moving
steadily to the right. The pres-
sures of a large captive Arab
populatlon-——a result of Zionist
expansion in the 1967 war—
have increased the role of the
militarists in the government.
General Dayan is now a ‘‘re-
spectable” politician; his role as
an mdependent military lobby-
ist is now assumed by General
Sharon, Israeli “‘hero” of the
latest war. Both Dayan .and
Sharon played major roles in
developmg Israel’s policy of
mass reprisals against civilians
in retaliation for Palesnman
guerrilla raids.

Israel’s Zionist character dxc-
tates its international as well as
its- domestic policy. Imperial-
ism, chauvinism, racism, mili-
tarism—these are all unavoida-
ble products of Zionism, of the
construction of an alien statq
forced onto the Arab masses
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 Central America:
‘War Aginst Li’bera'tionm Struggles

By PAUL BENJAMIN

While world attention-focuses
on the continuing Lebanese
crisis, a series of dramatic
events has been taking place
almost unnoticed in Central
America. In recent -weeks the
Reagan administration and the
right-wing rulers of El Salva-
dor, Honduras and Guatemala
have stepped up their attacks on
the liberation movements of
Central America and the radical
Sandinista regime in Nicaragua.
Taken together, the recent
events add up to the increasing
regionalization of the Salvado-
rean civil war and other local
conflicts in the area.

‘Salvadorean

government
launches offensive

In El Salvador, government
offensives against strongholds
of the Farabundo Marti Na-
tional Liberation Front (FMLN)
in Morazan and Chalatenango
provinces in June provoked the
heaviest fighting of the civil
war., Over 6,000 government

" troops—one-third of the entire

Salvadorean army-—joined the
fighting, including a battalion
that recently returned from
special anti-guerrilla training in
the U.S.

The Salvadorean war esca-
lated sharply on June 27 when
up to 3,000 Honduran troops
entered the country to join the
offensive against the FMLN.
While Honduran troops, aided
by U.S. and Argentine “‘advis-

“ers,” have previously clashed

with the FMLN along the El
Salvador-Honduras border, this
marked the first time they have
actually entered the country in
force. The FMLN retaliated on

and maintained against their
will. Not long ago, Menachem
Begin (a right-wing Israeli poli-
tician) was asked about ‘‘the
problem of the Palestinians’’ by
a young Israeli member of the
Ein Hahoresh kibbutz. Begin’s
angry reply strikes to the heart
of the matter:

“My friend,”’ said Begin,
““¢take care. When you recog-
nize the concept of ‘Palestine’
you demolish your right to live
in Ein Hahoresh. If this is Pal-
estine and not the land of Israel,
then you are conquerors and
not tillers of the land. You are
invaders. If this is Palestine,
then it belongs to the people
who lived here before youn came.
Only if it is the Land of Israel
do you have & right to live in Ein
Hahoresh....”

July 4 by blowing up power
stations in Tegucigalpa, the
Honduran capital.

By sending troops into El Sal-
vador, Honduran President Ro-
berto Suazo Cordova was not
only aiding the Salvadorean
rulers but also protecting the
long-term interests of the Hon-
duran ruling class. Although the
leftist opposition movement in
Honduras is weak today, the
cbuntry’s rulers fear that a suc-
cessful popular revolt in El Sal-
vador, coming on the heels of
the Nicaraguan revolution,
could inspire Honduran work-
ers and peasants to take up arms
against their own oppression.

Suazo is also taking advan-
tage of the Salvadorean civil
war to press Honduran territor-
ial claims along the two coun-
tries’ border. Some of the
FMLN’s main bases in Morazén
province .are’ located ina pre-
viously demilitarized zone that
was set up following a war
between El Salvador and Hon-
duras in 1969. The Honduran

No group or party which
refuses to attack Zionism as
such can combat the domestic
or foreign policies of the Israeli
state. There is only one solution
to the Middle East ‘‘question.”
For the Israeli working class,
Israel itself is a prison, the
largest self-constructed and self-
policed concentration camp in
the world. For the Arab masses,
Israel is an imperialist intrusion
and an imperialist oppressor
which props up the most back-
ward, reactionary forces within
Arab society itself. Only the
campaign for a Socialist United
States of the Middle East as part
of a worldwide proletarian rev-
olution points to a way out of

. continuous misery, oppression,

and slaughter for Jew and Arab
atike.[J T

U.S: army trains Salvadorean troops at its 'Army School of the
Americas in Fort Gulick, Panama.

troops who cntered El Salvador
have now occupied this territory.
One Honduran officer declared:
‘“We don’t forget 1969. We
decided it was the opportunity
to get what belonged to us.””
But even with the help of
Honduran troops, the Salvado-
rean government’s campaign
against the FMLN ended in fail-
ure. On July 6 the offensive was
halted, with the government
acknowledging that'it had been
unable to dislodge the guerrillas
from their ‘strongholds. The
military’s announced losses in
the Morazan fighting—46
dead, 80 wounded, and. 50
missing or captured, including
Deputy Defense Minister Fran-
cisco Adolfo Castillo—were the
heaviest suffered in any single

. operation since the civil war
began. But thelosses may have -

been even inore severe; on July

*“16 the FMLN claimed that guer-

rilla forces killéd, wounded or
captured over 1,000 government
troops during the fighting.

" The failure of the Salvado-
rean government in the offen-
sive is leading U.S. imperialism
to step up its intervention in the
conflict. On July 27 the Reagan
administration certified that the
Salvadorean butchers were
achieving “‘human rights pro-
gress.”” This was a necessary’

S. Widens

pre-condition under U.S. law
for continuing military and
economic assistance to El Sal-
vador’s right-wing regime. Rea-
gan is now asking Congress to
authorize over $225 million in
aid to El Salvador. At the same
time, the U.S. military is con-
sidering an expanded role for
U.S. ““advisers”’ to the Salvado-
rean military. In particular, it
wants to effectively supervise
day-to-day operations against
the FMLN by creating a net-
work of ‘“‘advisers’’ at various
brigade headquarters, where
most anti-guerrilla campaigns
are planned and carried out.

Nicaraguan regime
under siege

Mecanwhile, the leftist San-
dinista regime in Nicaragua is
also coming under heavy mili-
tary and diplomatic pressure
from U.S. imperialism and its
Central American allies. In
July, members of former Nica-
raguan dictator Anastasio So-
moza Debayle’s National Guard
—known as Somocistas—car-
ried out a series of raids into the
country from their sanctuaries
in Honduras. For example, on
July 24 they killed at least 35
people in San Francisco del
Norte, a town in western Nica-
ragua close to the Honduras
border. Earlier they attacked
towns in North Zelaya province
in eastern Nicaragua.

Nicaraguan officials say the-
Somocista raids are reaching a
new stage, involving ‘‘large
units organized in an almost
regular military fashion.”” On
July 26, Interior Minister To-
més Borge Martinez announced
that there was “‘a real state of
war’’ along the Nicaraguan-
Honduran border.

As in El Salvador, the Hon-
duran government is playing a
leading role in the anti-Sandi-
nista campaign. On July 14,
Honduran troops briefly
crossed into Nicaragua, in pur-
suit of Nicaraguan forces that
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had allegedly entered Hondu-
ras. And in late July, U.S. and
Honduran troops began joint
maneuvers reportedly aimed at
setting up a major military base
at Durzuna, just 25 miles north
of the Nicaraguan border.

According to-one Honduran
business leader, a “‘warlike
mentality’’ is growing among
the country’s rulers, while some
soldiers are warning that war
with Nicaragua could break out
before November.

In addition to these attacks,
the U.S. government is coordi-
nating a diplomatic and propa-
ganda campaign against the
Nicaraguan government. The
Reagan administration is pro-
moting Edén Pastora Goémez
who, "as ‘““‘Commander Zero,”’
was a leader of the 1979 Nica-
raguan revolution against So-
moza and a prominent member
of the Sandinist government for
nearly two years.

In April of this year Pastora,
who left Nicaragua in 1981,
publicly denounced the Sandi-
nista leaders for ‘“betraying the
Nicaraguan revolution.” He
specifically called for the expul-
sion of Cuban and Russian mili-
tary advisers from Nicaragua,
while attacking the Sandinistas’
close ties to the state-capitalist
Russian and Cuban govern-
ments. While Pastora insists he
is equally opposed to the Somo-
cistas, the U.S. is hoping to turn
him into a figurehead for
extremist right-wing Nicara-
guan counter-revolutionary
forces.

More broadly, on July 8 the
foreign ministers of El Salva-
dor, Honduras, Guatemala and
Costa Rica issued a joint state-
ment condemning the military
build-up in Nicaragua and
warning the Sandinista govern-
ment against ‘‘meddling’’ in
Central American affairs.

Honduras — proxy
for U.S. imperialism

As the recent events in Cen-
tral America make clear, the
Honduran government is be-
coming a major proxy for U.S.
imperialisin in the region. Since
Honduras shares common bor-
ders with El Salvador, Nicara-
gua and Guatemala, it is an
ideal staging ground for U.S.
intervention in Central Amer-
ica.

The Reagan administration
pressured Honduras’ former
military rulers into holding elec-
tions—won by Roberto Suazo
Coérdova it November 1981 —in
order to provide a ‘‘demo-
cratic’> cover for building up
the Honduran army. In 1982 it

" (Continued on page 13).
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DISPUTE IN
UNITE
SECRETARIAT

REVEALS
CRISIS OF

TROTSKYIST

THEORY

By ROD MILLER and RON TABER

In our last issue, we began a discussion of the dispute
taking place between the leadership of the Socialist Workers
Party (SWP), the largest Trotskyist organization in the U.S.,
and Ernest Mandel, the leading theoretical spokesman for
the United Secretariat of the Fourth International (USec),
the international organization with which the SWP is asso-
ciated.

So far, the public airing of the conflict has centered on a
debate over whether Leon Trotsky’s theory of Permanent
Revolution or V.I. Lenin’s theory of the revolutionary-dem-
ocratic dictatorship of the proletariat and the peasantry was
more acciirate in predicting and describing the course and
nature of the Russian Revolution. However, as we noted last
month, the dispute involves far more than this; at stake are
fundamental questions of the program and strategy of the
international Trotskyist movement.

Specifically, the leadership of the SWP, headed by Jack
Barnes, has begun to revise central aspects of the SWP’s
basic theory in order to lay the basis for a new international
strategy adopted -at the SWP’s 1981 national convention.
This new strategy essentially involves abatidoning the SWP’s
efforts to build.a distinctly Trotskyist international party
(and hence means abandoning the USec) and seeking instead
to construct a:‘‘new mass Leninist International” based
primarily on :the Cuban Communist Party, the Sandinista
National Liberation Front in Nicaragua and the New Jewel
Movement in Grenada. Since the forces the SWP is. now
looking to link up with are by no means Trotskyist (in fact,
they are extremely hostile to Trotskyism), the new strategy
_requires major changes in the SWP’s theory and program,
particularly on the question .of Stalinism.

.. As we explained in last month’s introduction, ‘the
Trotskyist movement has long been plagued by a funda-
mentally contradictory attitude toward Stalinism. We
described the contradiction as follows:

. “On the. one_ hand, the movement, following the

analyses and theories laid out by Trotsky, claims to oppose
Stalinism: Trotsky considered Stalinism to be, overall, a
counter-revolutionary force.... :

“On the other hand, Trotsky’s theory implied that Stal-
inism is progressive, though Trotsky himself never stated this
directly. What Trotsky did argue was that nationalized
(state) property and central planning in Russia—irrespective
of whether the workers themselves had any control over the
property, the planning or the state—constitute the essence of

- a ‘workers’ state.” This meant that to the extent the Stalinist
bureaucracy did actually defend state property and planning,
it was defending the ‘workers’ state’ and was therefore play-
ing a progressive, rather than counter-revolutionary, role.
Similarly, if Stalinist and semi-Stalinist forces around the
world were able to come to power and nationalize property
and institute some form of planning (such as happened in
Eastern Europe, Cuba, Vietnam, China, etc.) then they were
creating ‘workers’ states’ and . were also historically
progressive.”” . :

In our view, the Barnes’ leadership has begun to resolve
this contradiction by calling into question the SWP’s tradi-
tional attitude toward Trotsky’s theory of Permanent Revo-
Iution.. Although it has not yet challenged Trotsky’s posi-
tions on, or his struggle against, Stalin and the Stalinist bu-
reaucracy in Russia, there can be little doubt that its new
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positions are a prelude to a major abandonment of Trotsky-
ism—and thus a decisive step toward Stalinism.

To explain the dispute within the USec, we began this
series last month by stepping back and outlining the major
theories of the Russian revolution advanced within the
Marxist movement prior to 1917: those of the Mensheviks;
Lenin and the Bolsheviks, and Trotsky. In this article, we
examine how well each of these theories held up in light of
the revolution itself. In our next article, we will evaluate the
views being put forward by Mandel and the SWP
leadership and, finally, we Will conclude the series with a
more claborated asse! snt -of what the fight in the USec
means, both theoretically and practically, for the interna-
tional left. ik
d in

fgllowing the full debate will find
quel and the SWP Jeadership in
arid ‘April and June 1982 issues of Inter-

national Socialist R , a monthly supplement to the

SWP’s newspapef, the Militant.)

*

The Russian’ Revolution of 1917 put to the test the
various theories advanced within the Russian Marxist move-
ment prior to 1917. .

Menshevik theory had predicted that Russia’s bourgeois
liberals would play the leading role in the revolution. This
proved false. Though some liberals took a prominent part in

~the events of 1917, their role consisted primarily of picking

up the reins of power after the Tsar had been overthrown by
a popular uprising on February 23, and using this power to
try to hold back the deepening mass struggle.

Menshevik theory also had argued that the workers
should limit themselves to boosting the liberals into power
and then pressuring them to make various reforms. While
the workers did support the liberals for a limited time, they
did not remain in this subordinate position for long. As
conditions in Russia worsened and as the newly formed Pro-
visional Government proved incapable of solving any of the
country’s pressing problems, the workers grew increasingly
radical and, along with the peasants, eventually toppled the
government altogether.

Finally, where the Mensheviks had expected that the

Russian revolution would lead to a European-style, bour-
geois parliamentary republic, the revolution instead pro-
duced a worker- and peasant-based soviet government.
. Inshort, the February and October Revolutions resulted
in a far more profound transformation of Russian society
than the Mensheviks had expected. All the fundamental
aspects of the Menshevik theory turned out to be wrong. In
contrast, the ‘theories of Lenin and Trotsky—their differ-
ences notwithstanding—came far ‘closer to describing -the
actual course of events, .

Ambiguities in Lenin’s thedry

In our discussion last month, we stressed that Lenin’s
theory of the revolutionary-democratic dictatorship of the
proletariat and the peasantry had an ambiguous character
Many of Lenin’s writings argued that Russia would have to
go through a relatively long period of capitalist develop-

“February=October 1917:

Theories of the
‘Russian
Revolution

Put to the Test

ment in which the bourgeoisie itself would rule. In this
scenario (what we might term the ‘‘moderate’ version of
Lenin's theory), the revolutionary-democratic dictatorship
(a government made up of representatives of the workers
and peasants) would carry out the tasks the bourgeoisie
itself would shrink from: destroy the Tsarist autocracy and
establish a democratic republic; eliminate all the remnants of
feudal relations; free the oppressed nationalities; institute
the eight-hour workday; and convoke a constituent
assembly. Following this, the worker and peasant represen-
tatives in the Provisional Government would presumably
step down in some way and hand political power over to the
political representatives of the bourgeoisie. Though Lenin
was never specific about this latter point, this was the logic
of the Bolsheviks’ call for a democratic (i.e., capitalist), as
opposed to socialist, republic.

Lenin expressed this version of his theory repeatedly in
Two Tactics of Social Democracy in-the Democratic Revolu-
tion, his major work of the 1905 period.

““Marxists are absolutely convinced of the bourgeois
character of the Russian Revolution. What does this mean?
It means that the democratic reforms in the political system
and the social and economic reforms that have become &
necessity for Russia, do not in themselves imply the under-
mining of capitalism, the undermining of bourgeois rule; on
the contrary, they will, for the first time, really clear the
ground for a wide and rapid, European, and not Asistic,
development of capitalism; they will, for the first time, make
it possible for the bourgeoisie to rule ss a class.” (Two
Tactics, p. 35)

In other writings, however, Lenin expressed a consider-
ably more radical version of his theory. Though he put this
variant forward relatively infrequently, he did occasionally
argue that, under certain circumstances—for example, if
successful socialist revolutions took place in Western
Europe—the bourgeois democratic revolution in Russia
might pass over, or transform itself, into an actual proletar-
ian, socialist revolution. Lenin still insisted that there would
be a distinct bourgeois democratic revolution, but he argued
that the revolutionary process taken as a whole might be
‘‘uninterrupted.”’ .

“From the democratic revolution we shall begin
immediately and within the measure of our strength—the
strength of the conscious and orgamized proletariat—to
make the transition to the socialist revolution. We stand f«){
uninterrupted revolution. We shall not stop half way.’
(Social-Democracy’s Attitade Toward the Peasant Move-
ment, September 1905, Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 9, pp-
236-237.) ‘

Bearing in mind the two-sided character of Lenin’s
theory of the revolutionary-democratic dictatorship of the
proletariat and the peasantry, we can now evaluate how well
it predicted the course of the revolution. Much of Lenin's
theory—in both versions—proved to be accurate. Lenin cor
rectly assessed the cowardly role of Russia’s bourgeois
liberals. He recognized the centrality of the peasants’ Strug-
gle and understood the importance of an alliance between
the peasantry and the working class. Finally, he pointed t0
the need for a revolutionary government based on these ‘tWO
classes to sweep away the reactionary institutions of the “‘old
regime.””

The “moderate” version of Lenin’s theory, howev
was seriously flawed. It was particularly wrong i
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suggestion that the revplution would ulyimately result in the
bourgeoisie ,itself taking power, leading to an extended
period of bourgeois rule and traditional capitalist develop-
ment. This is clearly not what happened.

On the other hand, if Lenin’s theory is looked at in its
more “‘radical”’ interpretation, it came considerably closer to
foreseeing the actual course of events. There is a sense in
which the events of 1917 and afterward can be viewed as a
democratic (bourgeois) revolution ‘‘growing over’ into a
socialist revolution. One can, for example, consider the
period between February and October to be the democratic
stage, with the period from October onward representing the
socialist stage. Or, one can view February and October as
different phases of a bourgeois democratic stage, with the
socialist stage coming in mid-1918, when the peasant
representatives (the Left Social-Revolutionaries or Left SRs)
broke with the Bolsheviks and/or when, as the civil war got
underway, the Bolsheviks organized the workers and poorer
peasants to seize grain from the wealthier peasants to feed
the towns, thus breaking the alliance with the peasantry as
a whole. (As we shall see next month, the SWP leadership
adopts such an interpretation of the revolution to support its
polemic against Trotsky’s theory.)

There is also a sense in which the government .

established by the October Revolution was not, narrowly
speaking, a proletarian govcrng;ent. Insofar as the soviets
had a strong peasant component and insofar as the Left SRs
supported and actually joined, for a time, the government
itself, the government could be considered-a-workers’ and
peasants’ government (and in that sense a ‘‘revolutionary-
democratic dictatorship of the proletariat and peasantry’’)
which only later became a more narrowly proletarian
dictatorship.

Lenin himself interpreted the revolution in these and
other similar ways during and after 1917. While we would
argue that all these interpretations have their shortcomings
(primarily in their attempt to cram the course of the
revolution into distinét and discrete stages), it is certainly
possible to come up with a credible interpretation of the
revolution within the framework of the more radical version
of Lenin’s theory. We emphasize this point because one need
not deny that Lenin’s theory had considerable validity in

- order to argue, as we do later in this article, that Trotsky’s

theory proved to be more correct.

No distinct stages

Despite the many aspects of Lenin’s theory that did
prove accurate, however, there were a number of important
weaknesses with his conception. .

First, there really was no bourgeois democratic ‘‘stage”
of the Russian Revolution, clearly and distinctly set off from
a proletarian socialist ‘‘stage.” As it turned out, these
aspects of the revolution proved to be thoroughly inter-
twined. Almost from the moment the Tsar was overthrown,
the workers’ struggles went beyond the bounds of bourgeois
democracy. Throughout the entire period from February to
October, for example, workers were occupying and, to a
degree, actially running the factories, hardly a bourgeois
democratic task. Similarly,. central bourgeois democratic
tasks of the revolution, such as the peasants’ seizure of the
land, did not really get underway until late in the summer of
1917—again blurring the-line between any clearly demar-
cated stages. In these and many other respects, the bourgeois

- democratic tasks and the proletarian socialist tasks were

thoroughly interconnected, not neatly separated into distinct

) Additionally, it would be stretching the point more than
a bit to argue that during the period the Bolsheviks were
supported and/or joined by the Left SRs in the government,

_ the government was actually a dictatorship of both the prole-

tariat and the peasantry. The Left SRs, who had only
recently split from the mainstream of the Social-Revolution-
ary Party (the Right SRs), never had much power or
influence over the government established by the October
Insurrection. For good ‘or for bad, for all practical purposes
the government was a Bolshevik government, supported by

the soviets, .
. Indeed, it is not quite accurate to say that the Left
SRs represented the peasants. The SRs as a whole had the
Support of the majority of the peasantry until the fall of
-1917, when the SRs _split. But it is doubtful that most
Peasants even heard about the split until long after it
Oceurred, much less took sides. In any event, the Left SRs
had Virtually no organizational apparatus-and were barely an
Organized party in any meaningful sense of the term. It
Would be far more accurate to view the Left SRs as reflecting
ti\le Peasants’ growing radicalism, including their seizure of
the land and’ their increasing hostility to the Provisional

Government, throughéut 1917.

Thus, the participation of the Left SRs in the govern-
;’;f“t for a limited period after October hardly established
€ post-October government as a dictatorship of the

proletariat and the peasantry. The Bolsheviks® chief base of
support was among the workers, and the government formed
after the October Revolution was basically a workers’ gov-
ernment, supported but not actually joined by the peasantry.
~In sum, though a credible interpretation of the revolu-
tion can be made within the framework of Lenin’s theory of
the revolutionary-democratic dictatorship of the proletariat
and the peasantry, this can only be done by stretching either
the theory or the facts somewhat to make things fit.

Trotsky’s predictions
largely confirmed

We now turn to Trotsky’s theory of Permanent Revo-
lution. As we saw last month, there was much in common
between this theory and the more radical version of Lenin’s
theory. Trotsky, like Lenin, predicted that the peasant
struggle would be a major component of the revolution;
Trotsky, in common with Lenin, also recognized that the
bourgeois liberals would obstruct rather than lead the revo-
lution and that the revolution would therefore have to be
carried out by an alliance between the peasants and the
workers against the Tsar, the landlords and the capitalists.

V.I. Lenin.

On the other hand, Trotsky did not - believe the
peasantry would - be capable of playing an indepen-
dent political role in the revolution. Though he agreed
with Lenin that the peasant struggle, particularly for land,
would play 2 major role in undermining the old regime, he
predicted that the peasants would-follow one or another of
the two main urban classes, the bourgeoisie or the- working
class. Trotsky also doubted that the peasants would form a
stable party that would represent their interests and fight for
them consistently. As a result, he predicted that the alliance
between the workers and the peasants in the .revolution
would not be an alliance of political equals, but rather that

the peasants would be politically subordinate to the workers. -

Similarly, Trotsky thought that the future revolutionary
government would not be a dictatorship of the workers and
the peasants, but a workers’ government, a proletarian dic-
tatorship, supported by the peasants. )

Trotsky’s predictions on these points were largely
confirmed by the actual course of the revolution. During
1917, the peasants did first follow the bourgeoisie, then the
working class. Concretely, through much of 1917 they
tended to support the bourgeois Provisional Government
(and in fact gave the government its majority in the sgvi?ts
through their support of the SR Party, which in its majority
backed the Provisional Government). Eventually, however,
as the government refused to take steps the peasants increas-
ingly saw as vital—pulling Russia out of the war, solving the
land question, calling a constituent assembly, etc.—the
peasants turned against it. By the end of the summer,
millions of peasants were seizing the land and setting fire to
the landlords’ estates, while those peasants who were soldiers
(the vast majority of the army) rebelled against the slaughter
taking place on the war front, deserted their posts en masse
and returned home to join in the struggle-for land. Increas-
ingly, the peasants turned to the working class. This was
particularly reflected in the soviets by the support given by
the peasants’ representatives to the Bolshevik Party’s resolu-
tions to do away with the Provisional Government and
establish a purely soviet government.

Trotsky’s theory also accurately predicted that the
government established by the October Revolution would

not really be a dictatorship of the proletariat and the

peasantry, but would instead be a workers’ government, a
proletarian dictatorship, supported by the peasants. Even if
the limited participation of the Left SRs in the post-October
government had meant that peasants played an equal role,
the fact that the government soon lost that participation (and
indeed only stabilized following the Left SRs’ withdrawal)
sunquestionably meant that the revolutionary government
had rapidly become an exclusively proletarian government,
essentially confirming Trotsky’s predictions.

Finally, and most importantly, Trotsky repeatediy
argued that the democratic tasks and the socialist tasks of the
revolution were intertwined and that they would only—and
could only—be carried out by the workers taking power
themselves and establishing a socialist government, i.e., the
permanent revolution. In our view, this is basically what
happened: The revolution was ‘‘permanent’’ in the sense
that it did not stop, or even pause, at a bourgeois democratic
stage; instead, it went over directly to a socialist revolution in
which the bourgeois democratic tasks were carried out by a
workers’ government, not a ‘‘revolutionary-democratic’’
government. . -

In all these respects, then, Trotsky's theory of
Permanent Revolution proved more accurate than either the
Mensheviks’ theory or Lenin’s in describing the course of
events and actual outcome of the Russian Revolution.

The April crisis

The problems of Lenin’s theory were not of a purely
abstract or theoretical character; they had a concrete impact,
in practice, on the strategy of the Bolshevik Party during the
revolutionary upheavals of 1917.

We are specifically referring to the disorientation that
took place within the Bolshevik Party during the period
between the February Revolution and Lenin’s return to
Russia from exile in early April. We are going to examine
this critical period in some detail for two reasons: First, in
our view, the fact that the on-the-scene leaders of the Bol-
shevik Party—despite years of preparation—proved incapa-
ble of working out a consistent revolutionary strategy fol-
lowing the February Revolution is the sharpest illustration of
the ambiguities and weaknesses in Lenin’s theory; second, as
we will see in our next article, the SWP leadership
thoroughly distorts this period precisely to deny the
weaknesses in Lenin’s theory.

The February Revolution was a more or less spon-
taneous mass uprising. Militants of the various political
parties and groups certainly were involved, but the
revolution was not led by them.

The revolution posed a myriad of questions that forced
the different left-wing tendencies to work out their respective
strategies in the period following the Tsar’s abdication.

The Mensheviks. and the SR Party immediately sup-

. ported the new Provisional Government, which they would

eventually join, These two parties held a strong majority in
the Petrograd Soviet (which played a crucial role throughout
the revolution, since Petrograd was then the capital and
political center of Russia). They used this influence to win

. support for the Provisional Government from the Soviet
itself. This was essential because the Soviet had the allegi-
ance of the revolutionary workers and was in a position to
overthrow the weak, newly formed Provisional Govern-
ment, had it chosen to.

The reaction of the Mensheviks to the February events
was fully consistent with their view that the task of the
workers was to help the liberals gain power and then to
pressure them into carrying out various reforms.

- The Bolsheviks, however, had great difficulty in.
working out their own approach to the new situation. At the
time of the February Revolution, Lenin was in exile in
Switzerland and other key Bolshevik leaders were in exile in
Siberia. Lenin did not arrive back in Russia until April 3
and, until he returned and asserted his influence, the party
did not follow either a consistent or a truly revolutionary
course.

In the days immediately following the Tsar’s overthrow,
the party was led by Vyacheslav Molotov, Aleksandr Shlyap-
nikov and Pyotr Zalutsky, all less- experienced and, in the
case of Molotov and Zalutsky, younger leaders of the Bol-
sheviks. Together, they constituted what was known as the
““Russian Bureau’’ of the Bolshevik Party’s Central Com-
mittee. On March 5, these leaders resumed publication of
Pravda, the Bolshevik newspaper that had been suppressed
at the beginning of World War 1. In Pravda, they correctly
denounced the Provisional Government as a government of
the landlords and the capitalists. In'its place, they argued,
the workers and revolutionary soldiers should convene a con-
stituent assembly and establish a democratic republic. This
call for a democratic republic, to be set up by the workers.and
peasants, was, as we have seen, consistent with the Bol-

. (Continiued on next page)

AUGUST 15-SEPTEMBER 14, 19582/ TORCH /PAGE 11

N

R e

iy

2



(Continued from previous page)
-sheviks’ theory and program. .

However, this position proved to be'too fa.r to the left
" for other Bolshevik leaders; including the majority of the
members of the newly revived Petrograd Committee of the
party. On March 5, the Petrograd Committee moved the
Bolshevik Party toward a position of supporting the Pro-
visional Government, by asserting that the Bolsheviks would
not oppose the government as long as “‘its actions corres-
pond to the interests of the proletariat and of the broad
democratic masses of people.””

Eight days later, on March 13, Joseph ‘Stalin, Lev
Kamenev and M.K. Muranov, three leading Bolsheviks,
arrived from exile in Siberia and took over the reins from
Shiyapnikov, Molotov and Zalutsky. The Bolshevik policy
lurched even further to the right, Along with an announce-

ment of the change in leadership, the March 15 issue of -

Pravda carried a proclamation from the Petrograd Soviet
calling for “‘defi of the Russian revolution’’ (and hence
of the Provisional Government) from the “German:
aggressors.”” In a signed article, Kamenev wholeheartedly
endorsed the viewpoint of the Petrograd Soviet, throwing
overboard the Bolsheviks’ uncompromising opposition to all
sides in the inter-imperialist world war. (It is notable that the
new position provoked. an outcry from Bolshevik factory
workers, forcing the party leaders:o retreat to a vaguer, still
less-than-revolutionary, stance.
At a Bolshevik Party conference held March 29 to April

-4 to discuss the party’s attitude toward the- All-Russian
Conference of Soviets, then in progress, Stalin: proposed to

“support the Provisional Government in Its activity only :
in so far as it moves along the path of satisfying the working -

class and the peasantry.’’ This position Lurne

Bolshevik leaders were seriously consi‘d'eri\
unify their party with sections of the
claimed to be against national defensl
 Pravda had ceased arguing openly f
& (due to the above-mentioned protests of the
tory workers), it did not attack the Provisio
ment and its polxcy on the war. - .
The political vacillation and, ultimat
opportunism of the Bolshevik leaders durin,
not pnmanly a question of the personal ¢l

played their part, Rather their disorientatio

' »ism expressed the very real contradictions in
Party’s political outlook at this time.
E.H. Carr, the author of a detalled and

‘ pulously honest study of the Bolsh
the sxtuauon this way:

; hammer out a'consistent Bolshe
March days of 1917. N

was difficult to
resson -to rej

, peace and preach ci
' could not

This, then, was the situation when Lenin arrived in .

Petrograd on April 3. He came with a policy that was
radically different from any put forward by the Bolshewk

leaders on the scene. Not surprisingly, a major stmgglc

broke out within the party.
~ Lenin wasted no time in piitting forward his view of the
revolution. Addressing a crowd of workers, soldiers; sailors
and others who had gathered at the Finland Station to greet
him on his return to Russia, Lenin declared that the ‘‘robber
imperialist war”’ was the begmmng of civil war all- over
Europe and concluded:
‘““Any day, if not today or tomorrow the cnsh of the

whole ‘of European imperialism may: come. The Russian’

opened K| new
n.!!

revolution, made by you, has begun
epoch. Hail the worldwide socialist

Later on the same evening, Lenin spoke for two hours
to a Bolshevik audiénce at the party headquaners. He began
with his view that the worldwide socialist revolution was
about to break out as a resuit of the nnpermhst war'and that .
the crisis of the imperialist system could only be resolved by
socialism. He then denounced the ‘‘peace policy’” of the

Soviet-and, by implication, the pohcy of the leaders of his
own party who were promoting a similar view. And he
declared:

“We don’t need a parllamentary republic, we don’t
need any Government except the Soviet of Workers’,
Soldiers’ and Farm-labourers’ deputies!>’

The Bolsheviks had not expected to hear anything like
this. According to N.N. Sukhanov, a left-wing Menshevik
who was present at this meeting and who has left valuable
memoirs on the events of 1917: “‘But Lenin’s {proposal] was
a bolt from the blue not only for me. Up to then no one
listening. . . had ever had any inkling of anything like it. And
of course every listener with any experience in pelitical
theory took Lenin’s formula, fired off without any com-
mentaries, for a purely anarchist schema.” (Sukhanov, The
Russian Revolution 1917, Vol. 1, p. 282))

The next day, Lenin spoke at the Bolshevik conference
that had been in progress since March 29, and read a set of
theses he had just written summarizing his point of view. In
reference to Stalin’s position on the Provisional Govern-
ment, he declared: ‘“You, comrades, have confidence in the
government. If that’s your position, our ways part. 1 prefer
to be in the minority.’’ Both by the content and the form of
his speech, Lenin proceeded to effectively bury any idea of
Bolshevik unification with the Mensheviks. Later in the day

. Lenin spoke at a gathering of Bolsheviks, Mensheviks and
independents, called to discuss the unification of the
different parties. Here too Lenin read his theses.

Lenin’s now-famous ‘“‘April Theses” consisted of 10
short del:larauone Here, we only .have the space to

ints. most essential to our immediate

] gtln‘ government, not the slightest
volutionary defencism’ is possible.”

' of the present situation in Russia

anization  of the proletariat, ‘placed power in the
e bourgeolsie—to its second stage, which must

cey to our dlscussmn, for here Lemn is
t some. historically . predetermined and
‘de e.nmne the outcome of the revolution.
the spelled out his position of “Ne

‘thesis argued that the Bolshevxks main task, as a minority in
the soviets, was to' patiently and systematlcaﬂy explain to the
masses “‘the necessity of transferring the entire state power
to the Soviets of Workers® Deputies. ...’" The remaining
theses were largely an elaboration of Bolshevik program and
. strategy in the ‘context of. these ‘points.

Lemn flghts to win over
the party

Lenin’s “*April Theses’ were published in Pravda on
April 7, 1917, under the titie The Tasks of the Proletariat in
Our Revolation. The next day, Pravda carried an editorial
note by Kamenev stating that Lenin’s theses represented only

b
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_assing ftom the first stage of the -

] of conscionsness and organization of

thir
support or lhe Provisional Government,” while the fourth -

Lenin’s ‘‘personal opinion." The editorial concluded with
what was probably the main objection of the other Bolshe-
vik leaders to Lenin’s ideas:

“In so far as concerns Lenin’s general scheme it appears
to us unacceptable, since it starts with the assumption that the
bourgeois revolution is finished and counts on the immediate
transformation of this revolution into a socialist revolu-
tion.”” (Cited in Carr, The Bolshevik Revolution, Vol. 1, p.

91

) On the day this editorial appeared in Pravda, the
Bolshevik Petrograd Committee discussed Lenin’s theses
and voted them down by 13 votes to two, with one
abstention.

This was a critical point for the Bolshevik Party. With
the country in the throes of a deep revolutionary crisis,
political and social events previously counted by the months
and even years could now be measured in days. The Bol-
sheviks had little time left to steer a revolutionary course.

For three stormy weeks, Lenin battled to win the party
to his point of view. He was aided by the rank and file
workers of the party, who were more radical than many of
the-party leaders. With this solid base of support, Lenin
steadily won ever-wider sections of the party to his point of
view. His final victory came at the All-Russian Conference
of the Bolshevik Party, which opened on April 24. Lenin’s
perspective was expressed in the main conference resolutions,
which were subsequently adopted. To quote Carr again:

““The main resolutions were passed by an overwhelming
majority of the 150 delegates. With only seven abstentions,
the conference declared that the advent of the Provisional
Government ‘did not change and could not change’ the
imperialist character of Russia’s participation in the war,
and undertook to assist ‘the transfer of all state power in all
belligerent countries into the hands of the revolutionary
proletariat.” This was followed by a resolution, carried with
only three dissentients and eight abstentions, condemning
the Provisional Government for its ‘open collaboration’ with
the ‘bourgeois and land-owners’ counterrevolution,” and
demanding active preparations among the ‘proletarians of
town and country' to bring about ‘the rapid transfer of all
state power into the hands of the Soviets of workers' and
soldiers’ deputies or of other organs directly expressing the
will of the majority of people (organs of local self-govern-
ment, constituent assembly, etc.).””’ (Carr, The Bolshevik
Revolution, Vol. 1, p. 94.)

Despite the triumph of Lenin’s revolutionary perspec-
tive, the Bolshevik moderates, led by Kamenev, had not been
totally vanquished. According to Alexander Rabinowitch,

:.. an authority on the Russian Revolation arnd the author of a

recent work on the October insurrection:
“Still, at the April Conference the Kamenev faction

argued long and hard for its position, not without significant

results. The influence of the moderates is reflected in the fact
that five of their number were elected to the nine-man
Central' Connmnittee, insuring the moderation of that body
from late April through July. The moderate point of view
was also evident in the major conference resolutions.”’
(Rabinowitch, The Bolshevlks Come to Power, Introduc-
"tion, p. xxxv)

We are not arguing that in putting forward his “‘April
Theses” Lenin was explicitly abandoning the theory of the
revolutionary-democratic dictatorship of the proletariat and
peasantry and accepting Trotsky s theory of Permanent
Revolution. What we are saying is the following:

® Before Lenin arrived from exile, the Bolshevik Party
was politically disoriented and wound up wnually support-
ing the Provisicnal Government and movmg to an outright
defensist position on the war.

® Lenin came back to Russia with a different perspec-

 tive, one far more radical than the party was following; this

new strategy struck nearly all the Bolshevik leaders as
heretical, even anarchistic, and was at first strenuously
opposed by them.

® It took the unchallenged 1eadcr of the Bolshevik Party
three full weeks—in the middle of the re'volunon it had long
prepared for—to win the party to his pomt of view, and he
continued to face strong opposmon from semor Boishevxk
leaders.

The obvious question posed here is: Why dxd all thls
take place? To ascribe the severe dlsonentauon ‘of the party
to the political. (or personal) weakn&sses of mdmdual Bol-
shevik leaders begs the question.

In our view, the cause can be found in the fact that the
" Bolshevik outlook arid strategy—Lenin’s theory of the revo-
lutlonary democratic dictatorship of the proleta.nat and the
peasantry—did not adequately preparé the party for what
was actually to happen in 1917. Despxte Lenin’s occasional
indications that the Russian revohition could, under certain
circumstances, go beyond the bourgeois democratic stage,
what had been hammered into the heads of his followers was
that the revolution would be and must be bourgeois demo-
cratic. .

The very idea of going beyond the bourgeons democratic
revolution and carrying out a socialist revolution simply did.
not fit with the outlook of the “Old B&lshevxks ”

" [TOBE CONTINUED]
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increased military aid to Hon-
duras by over 100 percent—to.
$10.5 mllhon——-and sharp]y in-
creased the number of U.S.
in the coun-
try. Then on July 14 Reagan met
with Suazo.and promised him

Costa Rica has been ruled by a
series of Telatively liberal gov- .
ernments.- The country has not
had a standing army since 1948.
On _the internatjonal front, the
Costa Ri¢an government backed
the Sandinista struggle against

Somoza, and at first supported

the radical Nicaraguan govern-
ment that took power after
Somoza was overthrown in
1979.

“But” after years of relative
stability, the Costa Rican econ-
omy is now approaching col-
lapse The annual inflation rate
is pushing 90 percent, real

IBP

(Contmued from page 5)

costs, particularly in transpor-
tation, but it was not really the
key to the company’s success.
Iowa Beef’s most significant
savings by far have been in
labor costs which, according to
Business Week, are ‘‘as much as
40 percent below some of its
competitors.”” Business Week
added: ‘“The company has man-
aged to keep unions out of 5 of

Swift and Oscar Meyer expire at
the end of August. In recogni-
tion of what’s at stake at IBP,

“workers at a John Morrell plant

in nearby Sioux City, members
of Local 3048 of the UFCW, are

contributing $2 each a week to

Local 222’s strike fund.
Shutting the plant is the key
to winning the strike, and the
workers in Dakota City have
shown they are keenly aware of
that. But it is unlikely that they

‘can do it by themselves. If the

UFCW (which is the largest
union in the AFL-CIO) would
mobilize the thousands of meat

packing workers in -Nebraska,
Iowa and. South Dakota to
Dakota City for mass picket
lines, that would be one bold
step toward victory. Such rallies
would also help bring the strike
the support of thousands of
other workers beyond the meat
packing industry itself. If the
Dakota City IBP strike fails, the
workers there have every right
to be bitter. They have shown
through their own 'militancy
how the strike should be waged.
It remains only for their union
leaders to follow their exam-
ple.(d

another $14.5 million m mili-

tary assistance for 1983,"as well

as $64 million:in economic aid,

.In addition,the dmlmstratxon
i C

its 10 plants. Although many
competitors in recent years have
adopted some of Iowa Beef’s
methods and closed down or
modernized old plants, all are
still tied to the master contracts

wages have fallen by 33 percent
over the past two years, and the
country owes $2.6 billion in
“foreign debts, Monge, who was
elected president in February, is
plememmg an austerity pro-

RSL Publications

am that will drive-down the . With the 'United Food and
living standards of Costa Rican Commercial Workers Union.”’ Capitalism in Crisis. $.50
‘ workers and’ farmers even Even where IBP workers have Socialism vs. State Capitalism: Polish Workers Fight for
) " unionized, as in Dakota City Freed . ....$1.00
(one of their largest and most ::clal:sm ;n: the Flch‘folrl Lub::m am:. G:y I.Itnrc:'('llon..l ........ SkOO
= *
important plants),the company : R't tate Capitalism (How the Russlan Revolution By 5&:’:

has been successful in forcing
wages and benefits significantly
below the master contract. IBP
has never s:gncd a contract

The Russian Revolution (Revolutionary Socialist Educational
~Series, No. 1) $1.00
Imperlalism, National Liberation and Socialist Revolution
(Educotional Serles, No. 2) $1.00
Maoism and the Soviet Union $.95
Buslc Analysis of State Capitalism (Document of Struggle of the

cfeated—after a 14- lutl y Tendency of the Red Flag Union).......ccccvurucn.s $.60
e for 'Iess than the Gay Liberation Through Socialist Revolution (D t of
Struggle of the Revolutionary Tendency of the RFU).............. $.50

$.50
$.50
$.25

South Africa: Victory to the Black Workers’ Revolution..............
# Chile: Never Again!
Programme of the RML of Jamai

Torch/La Antorcha Reprints, 15 cents each:
*A Revolutionary Strategy for Women's I.lboro'lon
»Woman Be Free!

. Black Lesbian Speaks Out :

Black Women In South Africa: Rwoluﬂom:ry Fighters Against

Oppression

«Why. Marxists Support National Liberation Struggles
#Malcolm X: Revolution Knows No Compromise

Energy, Environment and the Economic Crisis—The Contributions
- and Contradictions of Barry Commoner

The Holocaust: Who Is fo Blame?

Torch/La Antorcha Supplements, 10 cents each:
+Has China Comie Full Circle? Deng Opens the Door to US.
imperialism_(January, 1979)
Gay liberation Through Socialist Revolutiont (June, 1979)
*Victory to the Glydons Strike! (May-June, 1980)
Which Way to Nucloer Disarmament? (Juno 1982)

RSL Posmon Papon. 15 cents ooch
Which Way Forward for the AntiKian Movomnn
Toward a Fighting Anti-Draft Movement .
=Soclalist Revolution: The Only Road to I..ubhn cnd Gay
l.lbomﬁon

* items marked with an asterisk are also available in Sponish
When ordering :literature, be sure to indlccfe it you wom the
Spanish maferlal - ) . )
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