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with the Kent State murders, the anti-war
movement experienced the same brutal repression
which Blacks meet time and time again as they
fight for their liberation, One week after the stu-
dents' deaths, we saw another vicious attack on
the Black community: six Black men were mur-
dered hy pigs in Augusta, Georgia.
as officials excused the shooting of anti-war

so they justify the Augusta slaughter by saying
the Blacks were "rioting.” The "riot” occurred in
response to the fatal beating of a 16-year-old
Black prisoner, Three hours later two black stu-
dents were killed by police strafing of a women's
dormitory in Jackson, Mississippi.

So far there has been no public outcry against
the murder of six people = yet the nation was
shocked to the core by the deaths of the Kent four.
It is the job of our strike movement to show both
Black people and those who rule in this country
that the anti-war movement will not stand by
passively while our brothers are murdered - whe-
ther in the courts of New Haven or in the streets
of Augusta. We have to respond to this new racist
assault,

The student anti -war movement has been una~
ble to break out of its isolation - tragic testimony
to this fact was the confrontation last week be-
tween anti -war demonstrators and New York con=
struction workers. The neanderthal flag-waving
of these construction workers = an especially con-
servative sector of the working class = goes hand
in hand with the racism that so glaringly deforms
many building trades unions. Both pro-war senti-

menstrators by claiming they were part of a mob,

Augusta, Jackson
and the Movement

ment and racism flow from the same constricted
social vision, and we must counter both if the
anti-war movement is' to become a mass popular
force that can put a stop to this war and prevent
future wars.

The anti-war movement cannot afford to mor-
alize abont racism or pro-imperialist attitudes
among the American people. 1f we cannot convince
the working people of this country that our move-
ment has an answer to the present social crisis
which creates unemployment and job insecurity,
then we will lose all chance of winning them to
our side, More and more workers will crystallize
around racist and war-mongering attitudes, and
ultimately embrace the reactionary response of
the N. Y.” construction workers.

As part of a struggle to present a coherent al=
ternatdve to the status quo, the anti-war move=
ment must speak clearly on the issue of Third
World and Black Liberation movements here at
home. Otherwise we play into the hands of those
who profit from the racial antagonisms fostered
by a capitalist system that pits blacks against
whites against each other in unequal competition
for decent jobs and decent wages.

An attack on black people fighting for justice
in the streets of Augusta is an assault against all
who are trying to build popular movements to end
the war and transform this socicty. We have to
unite in solidarity or we will certainly be crushed
separately. If anti=war sentiment in this country
is ever to be heated to the boiling point, the fight
against racism must be escalated as well.
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Good God, again,

again this opening of May

anemic balls of small spow come down
half-heartedly, it seems to hearts divided,
comes down slowly,

comes down intermittently but always,
comes down too like cold words,

the cold disastrous verbiage
from Washington-mumbling ifi ‘the forest
of blind morality, among the marble
Parthenons and temples

of frozen, lifeless grandeur,

all that dear and bloodless unreality:

like May snow falling on wet dead grass,
through ever-budless branches-~

city of stone and plastic people

whose eyes like mirrors of official illusion
see and say delightful petals

of dry morality in the dead air.

Good Cod again!

All my life T have been

awaiting some human season

in vain, as wars dribbled

like red blossoms through snowwhite teeth
infertilely upon the icy mind,

and spring never-to-be-born

AFTER A PUBLIC ADDRESS FROM THE
WHITE HOUSE ON APRIL 30,
IT SNOWED ON MAY |

Richard Lyons

smothered under the compost of dead words
or flowed only a sterile sap

of sticky verbs of cyclamate honey
to make the blood taste good.
Washington again now sings,

like grackles in the snow,
officially of sweet and good death
forever and for always

to keep us coldly great.

The more we kill the better will
our warm compassion flow

in the world’s coffers.

Cood God, again,

Richard, your. words float heavily

like white cold dust in May,

polluting the powdered atmosphere
with moral haze.

They tinkle down like icicles
stabbing the May-cold mind,

slipping like ignorance

through the make-up artist's smile
that never splits nor crinkles

while the camera burns.

Your high-school-history phrases slither,
Richard, down, freezing in dreams
of victory gleaming with decay

like a rotten stump in a sunless spring.
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TheNewWarandthe

\New Movement ........

After simmering for months in anticipation of the re~
sults of Nixon's Vietnamization program, anti-war sen-~
timent in this country was heated beyond the boiling
point by the invasion of Cambodia and the Kent State
murders. A student strike mushroomed across the
country,

Campuses that hadApreviously been quiescent now
exploded into militant demonstrations, The National
Guard had to be called in to quell disturbances at such
seemingly unlikely places as the University of North
Carolina and the University of New Mexico. Anti=war
protest suddenly commanded the active support of a
clear majority of students on most campuses throughout
the nation,

Stirred by a sense of participation in a nationwide
strike engulfing over 450 campuses, and by the feéling
that it is now possible to do simle(hing about the war,
thousands have involved themselves in grass=roots or=
ganization, community-wide canvassing and factory
leafletting. Never has the anti-war movement been
more alive.

Dead-End Strategies

A sign of the fact that an entirely new layer of students
has been drawn into-the struggle is the enthusiastic attempt
to revive proven dead-end strategies. In particular, giv-
en the intransigency of the President and the upcoming
fall Congressional elections, the movement has riveted
its attention on Congress as on a potential savior,

President Kingman Brewster.led 1, 000 Yale students
on a pilgrimmage to Washington to convince pro-war.
senators of the depth of student concern and the unrea-
sonableness of their hawkish voting records. University
of Oregon students collected 20, 000 signatures for a pe-
tition supporting the McGovern-Hatfield amendment
to the Military Appropriations Bill. (The amendment
would cut off funds for U.S. military operationsin Cam-~
bodia, Laos, and Vietnam.)

Write -your-Congressman projects flourished on hun-
dreds of campuses, At San Fernando State College 8, 500
postcards were sent to Senators deemed to be question
marks on the upcoming vote for the McGovern-tiatfield
Amendment.

In the absence of independent political action by any
segnient of the anti-war movement, a tremendous
flood of energy 15 being channeled into the primary cam -
paigns of dovish-~sounding Democrats. The President of
Duke University announced his intention to close down
that university for the ten days prior to the Noveniber

election so that students could ring doorbells for peace
candidates: other college administrations have echoed
the call. .

Political movements do not automatically learn the
lessons of their own history. Two years ago the McCar-
thy~for-President campaign trapped the anti-war move-
ment withif the Democratic Party, and as a result the
movement hibernated for a full year after the 1968 elec-
tion. Today liberal Democrats seek to tame the fury of
the popular response to the invasion.

The primary commitment of politicians like McGov=
ern and Hatfield is to maintain order in this'society. They
are willing to oppose a losing war that is giving rise to
popular movements that threaten this capitalist order,
but their allegiance is to the status quo, not to the goals
of these movements that dissent from the status quo.

McGovern and Hatfield support the imperialist prem=
ises of American foreign policy from which the Vietnam
War and similar wars against national liberation struggles
have been derived, No Senatorial dovelgl‘re,}fqr cutting
off altogether the military appropriations bill, which
would mean dismantling the entire military apparatus
that sustains the world-wide American empire, Not a
single Democratic Party "peace"” candidate will call
for disarming the repressive National Guard which is used
to bludgeon the anti-war movement (as at Kent State)
and suppress black uprisings (as at Augusta, Ga., or
Jackson, Miss. ).

So long as the anti-war movement confines itself to
building support for the liberal wing of the American
ruling class, the movement will remain isolated and
fragmented. It is more than just a coincidence that the
same college presidents who enjoined students to work
within the system by campaigning for peace Demiocrats
also tried to cajole students out of militant strikes and
back to business as usual on the campuses.

The drift into the Democratic Party, however, is just
one unfortunate aspect of a generally healthy tendency
of the new anti-war niovement 1o try to spread itself
into the community, Almost everywhere the anti-war
impetus has flowed off the campuses. The slogan "Go
Into the Community" reflected 2 trn of the movement
away from simple venting of moral outrage and toward
strategies that promised to be politically effective.

The content of this slogan has varied incredibly. For
many it meant "Go to Suburbia” - to upper-middle-
class doctors, dentists, and shopkeepers, or even to
liberal business e
idea of community
convey an anti-war message to the ordinary working

utives, For others, however, the

zanvassing implied an attempt to

@

7

people who form the bulk of the American populace and
who will ultimately decide the outcome of our Asian
military adventures. and the future course of this sociéty
after the war ends.

Work stoppage and labor com: are flourishing -
from City College of New York to U.C. Berkeley. At
UCLA hundreds of students went out on the picket lines
to demonstrate their solidarity with a city-wide Team-
sters strike. A hastily-called National Student Congress
meeting at San Jose ratified a proposal calling for agi-
tation toward a nationwide anti-war work stoppage.

The urgency of spreading anti-war sentiment among
workers was tragically underscored last week when 200
construction workers armed with clubs and crowbars
attacked anti-war demonstrators in New York City. If
we fail to build the kind of movement that can connect
the felt d of Ameri kers with the war

"and its social crisis, then what is likely to happen is

that more and more workers will crystallize their resent-
ments into racist and war-mongering attitudes and ul=
timately embrace the reactionary response of the New
York construction workers.

Workers cannot be won to an anti-war position simply
on the basis of moralizing about the evil of the war, Nor
can they be moved by New Left sermons about the need
to give up one's "white -skin privilege”. The movement
will have to be able to counter the arguments of labor
bureaucrats who argue that expanded war in Southeast
Asia is in the interest of the American trade unionist.
George Meany's enthusiasm for the war and indeed for
U, S. imperialism generally is notorious.

The basis of hawkish attitudes among workers was ex-
pressed last week in a speech by Joseph Beirne, presi-
dent of the Communications Workers of America (a
union which can count 500, 000 members). Beirne said:
"Suppose last night instead of escalating into Cambodia,
President Nixon said we are pulling every man out in
the quickest manner, with airplanes and ships; if he
had said that last night, this morning the Pentagon would

‘have notified thousands of companies and said ‘your

contract is cancelled, ' by tomorrow millions would be
laid off. The effect of our war, while it is going on, is
to keep an economic pipeline loaded with a turnover
of dollars because people are employed in manufactur~
ing the things of war, If you ended that, tomorrow
those same people wouldn't start making houses. "

To the Working Class

1f workers are-to be wooed from jingoistic social at-
titudes to the side of the movement, we must put for-
ward a clear radical program that shows working pea*
ple how an immediate end to the war could be part of
a humane solution to the crisis that confroats this socje~
ty on every level. Workers do not benefit from this war
and in fact it is in their interests to oppose it. To gal-
vanize this opposition, the anti-war movement must
seriously take up and fight for pro-workingclass demands
like the following:

1) Jobs for all; 2) End all military spending; turn our
resources to provide housing, mass transit, education,
medical care, and other needed social services;

3) No war taxes on working people; 100% tax on corpor-
ate war profits; 4) Abolish the National Guard, used to
crush the strikes of students, workers, and Third World
people; no government strikebreaking; 5) Universal
free higher education for all; end the tracking system
in our high schools.

Students concerned to broaden the anti-war move-
ment must orient to ongoing strikes, whether or not
those workers initially support our opposition to the war.
Workers in action are people who are willing to listen
to radical ideas. It is necessary to work toward a poli-
tically conscious movement among workers, which
means convincing themn of our politics, not just ex=
horting them with calls to action.

It is possible now to show workers that radical poli~
tical opposition is essential if their economic struggles
are to be .uccessful. They must be won from the cyni-
cism which impels them to vote for "lesser-evil” Demo-
crats. They must be cogvinced that racism, mindless
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Maoism and Women

women in Chinese society have endured centuries of subordination and in=
equality. The failure of the 1948 Communist Revolution to liberate wo-
meuw, (despite Maoist claims to the contrary) is only the latest episode in this

ragic history.

women in Chinese society have endured centuries of
subordination and inequality. The failure of the 1948
Gommupist Revolution to liberate women, despite Mao-
ist claims to the contrary, is only the latest episode in
this tragic history. ‘

The twentieth century saw the beginning of a massive
revolutionary upsurge of hundreds of thousands of women
from the working class, the peasantry and the intelli~
gentsia - part of a more general popular struggle to over=
throw the ancient Chinese state and the foreign imperial -
ism which bolstered it. This revolutionary movement was
met with successive massacres - in the twenties when the
Kuomintang turned not only against its Communist Party
collaborators and the urban proletariat, but upon the in-
dependent women's movement and the peasantry; and in
the early forties when the "popular front" position of Mao
Tse=tung and the Communist Party again resulted in the
dismembering of the independent woman's movement at
the hands of the Kuomintang.

While a detailed history of these struggles in which
Chinese women played a prominent part is beyond the
scope of this article, let it suffice to say that thousands
of women gave their lives during the revolutionary strug-
gles in China in the twentieth century. The revolutionary
woman's movement in China, especially among the stu-~
dents and the women workers in Shanghai and other-large
textile industrial centers, was large, highly conscious and
well-organized, with a long history of struggle.

The tragedy is that this once-powerful and independent
movement has been placed under the thumb of the Mao=
ist state, and as a result the liberation of Chinese women
has been short-circuited.

e

women in the New Society

The early years of Communist rule were a period of
consolidation, bringing all classes under the hegemony
of the bureaucratic state, and reshaping all institutions.
Initially neither land nor capital was collectivized, Then
gradually the state tightened its reins on the private
sector in both industry and agriculture, until by the ini-
tiation of the Great Leap Forward in 1957, the means of
production were totally in the hands of the monolithic
state apparatus controlled by the Communist Party.

At first the Communist Party encouraged the women's
associations to challenge the traditional Chinese family
and its enslavement of women. Women were also encou-
raged to take part in production iorder to gain econo-
mic equality with men:-Howé;rer, after power was con-
solidated and the state needed stability for the sake of
industrialization, the liberation of women was subordi-
nated.

As under capitalism, women were treated as a mar-
ginal sector of the work force, to be used in times of
need and sent back to the house when unemployment
crept up. A new family structure was imposed, along
with an ideology which saw the family as a production
unit subservient to the state. Chinese women had at best
a tenuous hold on their new-found social and economic
equality.

The 1950 marriage law abolished the legal basis for
the subservient role of women, institutionalizing many
gains which women in capitalist society had won some=
time earlier, Family-arranged marriage, polygamy,
and concubinage were abolished; women could obtain
divorces and remarry; children born out of wedlock had
the same rights as other children. The legal marriage
age was raised to 18 for women and 20 for men in order
to eliminate child marriage. The ancient doctrine of
filial piety was replaced with mutual responsibility be-

tween parents and children for care and assistance,

In 1950, all houses of prostitution were closed, and
prostitutes were given health care and integrated into
productive activity (clearly an advance over capitalist
civilization).

However, the struggle of women to gain in reality
what they had been granted on paper by the government
was a difficult and bitter one. The traditional values of
male supremacy and women's subordination did not fall
easily. William Hinton in Fanshen, a book based on the
author's experiences in the peasant village of Long Vow
in 1948, describes the struggle of women for emancipa=
tion;

", .. (most of the men) regarded any activity by wives
or daughter-in-taws outside the home as 'steps leading
directly to adultery’. Family heads, having paid sound
grain for the womén, regarded them as their private pro-
perty. Many young wives were badly beaten up when
they got home. "

The militant women's associations played an active
role in the first years, giving women the confidence to
break the tyranny of the husband. Sometimes, as Hinton
describes, the only way to deal with a tyrannical husband
who beat his wife was for the women's association to con-
front him and physically attack him.

For many Chinese women, liberation from the ancient
family structure was literally a matter of life and death:
in 1952, in eight districts of Shantung Province alone ,
504 women committéd suicide or were murdered by their
families. The total number of women who lost their
lives during the struggle for freedom probably numbers
in the thousands.

The official attitude of the Communist Party in 1948

Laurie Landy
/

was:

“Fhe freeing of women can't be isolated from revolu-
tion as a whole. Two wrong tendencies were to be guard-
ed against: one was to think that all would be we)l‘l with
women so long as general revolutionary aims were ful-
filled and that there was therefore no need to pay spe-
cial attention to women's problems or to have separate
women's organizations; the other was to think that wom-
en's emancipation was a cause in itself, not part of the
revolution. "

This viewpoint, which recognized the need for an in-
dependent women's movement and the inadequacy of
"legal equality, " stood in sharp contrast to the official
line only seven years later when the control of the Com-
munist Party was secure:

“The new constitution has guaranteed women's equal-
ity with men in political, economic, cultural, social
and family interests, and the state has come to protect
women's right in marriage, in the family, in mother-
hood and in the welfare of children, HENCEFORTH
WOMEN NO LONGER NEED TO INITIATE A MILITANT
STRUGGLE FOR SUCH THINGS. " (emphasis added)

What then is the current role of the women's move-
ment? It has become an arm of the state to mobilize
women for production and to increase their "enthusiasm”
to spend all their time (even spare time) in productive
work. Women are now told that the state will take care
of their needs - they no longer have any reason to strug-
gle. ¢

The once-militant women's movement has been strip-
ped of its former role in leading women in the struggle
for emancipation and has been redefined as a propagan-
da agent for bringing women-power into the productive
process.

In 1953 the bulk of the All-China Women's Congress
was spent listening to "labor heroines” relate how they
had surpassed quotas and cut down wastage. The Vice-
President of the All-China Democratic Women's Feder-
ation, Ting-Ying Chao (Mrs. Chou En-Lai) reported to
the Congress:

"This.is the fisst year of our Five-year Construction
Plan. The central task of the women's movement in
the future is to fully mobilize and organize the broad
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rasses of women to participate in industrial and agricul-
tural production in every ficld of national construction, "

Although the Fighth
nist Party, after ate, rejected the recommendation
to disband the national women's organization, it was
made clear that the organization could be nothing more
than a tool for the regime,

Jan Myrdal's Report From A Chinese Village contains
an interview with the head of the women's organization
in Liu Ling. She describes how its original functioms
were to activate women in social work (such as the ini=
plementation of legal equality for women) and to get
them to aceept political responsibility and go to differ-
ent meetings and speak.

National Congress of the Commu=

The organization was abolished
in 1961, and replaced by a women's work group with the
following five tasks: organize women to take au active
part in production, spread literacy, help do domestic
work cfl’cc[ivul», teach personal and public hygiene, and
bwe help and advice over marriage or other personal

In the early years of Communist control, when prop=
erty was still privately-owned, the attack upon the tradi-
tional family structure was fought on several different
levels. Tlhte economic basis of the family was under-
mined by giving women the legal right to own and in-
herit property, as well as cqual status with their hus-
bands in the possession and management of property and
wealth, As a consequence a woman no longer need re-=
main bound to a brutal husband because she had no method
of supporting herself, A woman's wages were now paid
directly to her rather than to her husband.

The final deathblow to the economic power of the fam=
ily came with the collectivization of all private proper-
ty in the late 1950%, the means of production now be-
ing transferred to the state.

The new family unit, without economic power and
without support from a large kinship organization, could
not perform the multiplicity of socio-economic functions
and retain its traditional position as the core of Chinese
society. Thus the family ceased to be a self-contained
autonomous unit, becoming part of the wider unit, the
state, to which it owed its first allegiance,

A new family structure developed and one of its pri=
mary functions was to be a work unit for the state. The
“"Red Star" or model family was described in terms of
the contribution each member made to the functioning
of the state and raising of productivity:

"The father was a model cook in a restaurant, the
son was a model student, the grandmother a model for
her age in doing field work, Wang Yun herself was a
field worker and procitionary member of the Commu-=
nist Party. "

In order to break down the ideology of the traditional
family - filial piety and male supremacy - children
and wives were urged to denounce their relatives for
“counter-revolutionary activity. " The denunciation
campaign was a frontal attack on the concepts of kin-
ship loyalty and face-saving.

Mutual suspicion among members of t{le family wea-
kened old ties, Home spying was widely used in the "3~
Anti” and "5-Anti" campaigns in 1952. A typical arti- :
cle in this period appealed to women on the following
basis:

“Sisters, if your father, brother, husband, or child
has committed any of the above -mentioned cnmes. you
must rid yourselves of any scruples and geously

The divorce rate soared fm%%' 000.in 1950 to &
409, 000 in 1951 and almost double that in 1952, In Pek-
ing and 21 near~by cities the number leaped from 9, 300
(January to April 1950) to 17, 763 (May to August 1950).
lowever, as the party consolidated its power and cre- *
ated a new family spructure, they began putting stricter
curbs on divorces, ‘which they feared would have a dis-

__ruptive effect both on production and the society, Ar-

ticles such as "Let Us Correctly Enforce the Marriage
Law to Abolish the Feudalistic Marriage Institution”
(New China Monthly No. 19, 1951) appeared with great-
er frequency, .

Although women legally had the freedom to mamy
whomever they chose, in fact the Communist Party had
very definite ideas about the role of marriage and stand-
ards of eligibility for a prospective husband. A husband
should be sought who would create a union so that the
couple could fulfill the obligation to the state both for .
total loyalty and productive involvement:

For such improper acts, during a specific period of
time and to a definite extent, will inflaence the norm-"
al feelings of certain people and the work entrusted
such people by the State and the people... To consider
marriage and family problems merely as individual
problems of private life is unilateral and incorrect. "

Helen Snow, in her book Women in Modern China ,
views the relationship between the Communist Party
and m arriage in the following way:

"...the new marriage had to be put on a stable bas-
is or it would have ruined the prestige of the new soci-
ety. The whole group in fact was taking a hand in try-
ing to guarantee the success of every marriage, with
the Communist Party inheriting the role of matchmak-
el =12 =

Marriage for members of the Communist Party was
even more closely scrutinized; approval from the Party

was mandatory, and forthcoming only when the Party
was convinced Ofsﬂgf political soundness of both part-
ners (i g such iderations as lhelr class origins
and production records).

In March of 1953, a month-long campaign was initi-
ated to acquaint every household with the 1950 marriage
law, An initial family-by- family investigation to see
how well people were abiding with the provisions of the
law met with such resistance that it was quickly limited
to government officials and party members. 13

Although the official age for marriage is 18 for wom-
en and 20 for men, the unofficial age which the govern-
ment sanctions, and in the case of party members ap-
proves, has slowly crept up over the years. In 1966, a
reporter interviewing a young woman in Canton during
the Cultural Revolutiortwas told that she considered 27

_ the correct marriage age for women and 31 for men.

Only three years earlier the unofficially sanctioned
adage was 23.for women and 26 for men. 14

Early marriages mean more pregnancies, which de-
prive the regime of an important source of labor power °
by temporarily incapacitating young women, Moreover
the economy does not have the social facilities in the
form of adequate day care centers to take care of the

‘children while their mother works, nor does it wish to

devote a hrge section of its labor pewer to the produc-
tion of 1 and y to feed
and clothe a rapidly expanding population) at the sacri-
fice of primary industrialization. )
Women in China have been legally freed from zheir
former slave-like existence, in which marriage was an
economic contract amnged by their parents, and :hey

jodities
(

prevail on them to confess or you must report them....
everyone must understand that it ulonous thing to
induce your own-relatives to confess or to report your
own reiaucns the only shameful mmg is to protect
them.

For those who were unwilling to trapsfer the_k total
and complete loyalty to the state, penalties were im-
posed, The New China News Agency reported on Aug=
ust 27, 1955:

" "The people's Court of Kwang Chi in Hupeh Province
recently sentenced Lan Jang-li to five years imprison~
ment for shielding his counter-revolutionary father, Kan
Hua-fan over a long period. o5

Even as recently as September 1968, Liu Ping Ling,
daughter of purged Communist leader Liu Shao-chi, at=
tacked her parents as "dog father and mother”.

Marriage and Divorce

The 1950 Marriage Law gave both pames the right to
dissolve the marriage upon mutual consent (if contested
ne party, the affair would be taken to court for a
The Communist Party. at first encouraged
v IHATidgE
nother lever in under

jony:,
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re hound in unlt 1ap;

.\ Divoree ‘was iised ac
i e teaditional family.

e

y have greater freedom in ch g ah
However. within that context new barriers have been
erected in the form of discouraging “young marriages”
and shaping the marriage in terms of its accord with
the ruling political power.

Helen Snow said that marriage had to be placed on a
"stable” basis or it would have ruined the prestige of
the society. What is actually at stake is not prestige
per se, but the ability of the new family to fill the vac-
uum left by the chaotic ri.xpture of the old during the -
first years of the regime. Therefore, marriage in China
has become a political contract which must be sancti-
fied in accordance with the subordination of all indivi-
duals and institutions to the centralized state,

Morality

The family historically has served as a conservative
bulwark of society, a force for stability which acts as a
transmission belt to the people for the inculcation of
the myths and ideology of those who rule. This is why,
in virtually every class society, sexual relations which
fell outside the established family institution are frowned

and often punist sh

upon by the s
relationships 1
andat
portant mcans of

able by prison,
2y of the
¢ class of an im-

fam

sucial control.

In China, too, a state which by its very structure can=
not allow any independent or spontancous movement to
arise outside of its control, because of the fusion and
concentration of political and economic power, sexual
relations must be kept within the established family
framework, China has fashioned a rigorous, purltaniml ;
ideology of marriage and sexual relations.

The following excerpt from China Youth, Aprill,
1955, indicates the state's attitude towards sex:

"The way part of our youth now devote themselves to
love-making is quite incumplnib!e with the great era
in which we live. During this period, if some of our
youth take too much interest in love and devgte too much
of their time and energy to this problen'g it would be
detrimental to the national interests, -

In an interview with a Communist Party member who
teaches at a University in Peking, Mary Endicott, g‘Ca-
nadian writer who is sympathetic to the Maoist regime,
was told that the Communist Party stfongly condemns
sex intimacy outside of marriage, and the problems of
"freelove" do not arise except whfél conditions were
unstable and party discipline lax.

There are conflicting reports as to whether pre-mar -
tal relationships are against the law. Helen Snow states
that premarital sex is a statutory offense which carries
a six-month prison term for the man,”' Edgar Snow re=
ceived contradictory answers when he asked Communist
Party members about pre-marital sex - one person claim-
ing it is officially frowned upon.l

The combination of state pressure for late marriages
together with the condemnation of sexual relations be-
fore marriage may create a tension within the society
that eventually imperils not only the stringent morality
but also the use of that morality as an instrument of
control,

Only in a socialist society, where the family is not an
institution of social control, will women be freed to fa-
shion their relations with men as they choose.
Women’s Role i

Any tensions within the family which take on organ-
ized dimensions, such as generational or husband-wife
conflict, will tend to undermine the stabilizing and
indoctrinating role played by the new Chinese family.
Consequently, since 1953, there has been a noticeable
tendency to tone down the political mission of women
while at the same time putting a higher value on family
life, on the need to create harmony between man and
wife. Previously, the emphasis on engaging women in_
production in the early 1950°s led to the social ostraci-
zation of the "family woman" (so-named because she
did not work in production). A woman who put her
family duties and personal happiness above the state
was looked upon as "bourgeois in this first period,

However, in 1955, a new Communist Party line ap~
peared, which stressed "the building of a democratic
and harmonious family, united for production and de-
voted to the cause of socialist reconstruction, " as the
main responsibility of women. Whereas the role of house-
maker had been looked upon with contempt, articles be-
gan appearing in the official press glorifying the "fami-
ly woman" for her motherly duties and housekeeping
role

Hers was the mission, because of the consumer goods
shortage in the country, to economize in the home.
Model housewives were chosen who had drastically cut
down their families’ comumpdon pattern, An editorial
in the Shanghai Daily News, April 1, -1956, told women
explicitly that their responsibility lay in homemaking.

Much of the reason for the change in the official Par~
ty attitude towards the role of women in the society lay
in the problems of assimilating women into the work
force. In November, 1957, the People's Daily stated
that only part of available labor-power in the urban
areas could be absorbed in industry, in spite of its rapid
expansion, and thus housewives should learn to content
themselves with housewofg which was "as honorable as
any other kind of work.

Woren, because of their primary role as housekeep~
ers and child-rearers are the first to be fired when em-
ployment is scarce; their role in production is of a mar~
ginal nature, to be used only when the economy re=~
quires it.

In 1958, the Creat Leap Forward was initiated, aimed
at the rapid expansion of China's Industrial capacity
through intensive use of "human capital”, Party propa-
ganda about women did a complete turnabout. Women
were once more urged to take part in production and
their role as homemaker and mother was de-emphasized.
At the National eroines meeting, the ideal Socialist
Woman was described as unselfish, hardworking, think-
ing only of group welfare and contribution to the state,
instead of personal and family happiness,

Wornen of China, the largest jm._lmal put out by the




National Women's Democratic Federation, ran a series
of articles, letters, and editorials from April to Sept-
ember, 1960, which criticized women who concern
themselves too much with family matters. it was rem=
iniscent of the line taken by the Party against the fam-
ily woman in the early Fifties. One editorial in the
eries says:

"The party has taught us a reyolutionist ought to es-
tablish the philosophy of revolution no matter when,
one ought to put the career of reyolution first and indi-
vidual family matters second. "~ g

After the failure of the Great Leap Forward to indus-
trialize the country as quickly as expected, the "fami-
ly duties” of women again gained prominence in the
party press. In late 1965, Women of China carried the
following:

"Most housewives were used to doing the family laun-
dry. But oil workers® clothes are full of mud, dirt, oil
and grease. To make it worse, the clothes have a bad
smell, However when the housewives think that this is
& direct service for the oil workers and is a revolution-
ary work, they no longer regard the job as filthy and
tiring. "

Reproduction

The development of effective contraception has been
of world-historic importance in the emancipation of
women. As long as reproduction remained an uncon=
trollable phenomenon, women were not masters ofa
large part of their lives, having no choice over how of=
ten or even whether they chose to have children. Their
existence was subject to events largely outside their
control.

Once sexual experience was separated from reproduc-
tion, women were freed from many of the anxieties
and taboos that had placed fetters upon their existence.
with reproduction voluntary, child-bearing no longer
needed to be the ultimate reason for existence, or the
only vocation for women, Motherthood became instead
one of many choices,

However, in China the availability of contraception
has been determined not by its importance as a basic
condition for women's emancipation, but rather, by
the productive needs of the state.

There were at least four different stages in the offi-
cial Communist Party attitude toward birth control up
through the early sixties. At first, birth control was
opposed as Malthusian and thus counter-revolutionary,
In April of 1952, an editorial in People’s Daily describ-
ed birth control as "a means of killing Chinese without
shedding blood, "23 -

However, as the pressure of an expanding population
and the need to preserve scarce capital for heavy indus-
trial production became more pronounced, birth control
slipped in through the back door in the early fifties. In
August of 1953, birth control was given unpublicized
approval by the State Council. The first public advo-
cacy of birth control by Shao Li Tzu, a member of the
National Biople‘s Congress was delayed until Septem=
ber 1954, Even then, information on contraception
was still largely unavailable to the vast majority of
Chinese women. [

Throughout the fifties, improved health care had meant
a decline in infant and child mortality, and an increas~
ed life expectancy for the old. Furthermore, the high
rate of conception meant that most young women were
withdrawn from production. In one Shanghai factory,
in the mid-1950s, 17% of the women were pregnant
twice ! syeu. 63% once a. year, and 22% twice in three
years.

The society could not provide enough facilities to
take care of the children, nor didHiey care to direct
their industrialization to-confmodity goods for that end.
Therefore, in March of 1957, a party edict went out that
"all areas in onr country must promote appropriate
birth control.” Two months later, the abortion law was
greatly liberalized to allow abortions within the first
three months of pregnancy, wh previously abor-
tions had been granted only upon a doctor's legal advice,

The Party press also put out material on family size,
describing the ideal number of children to be three or at
most four, spaced at long intervals. Birth control clin=
ics opened up throughout the country and contraceptives
were distributed freely,

The campaign was suddenly stopped eight months la-
ter. Precisely why is not clear, but like the "enforce
the marriage law" campaign in the early fifties, birth
control had met strong resistance from the peasantry
because of the ideological remnants of the consangui=
nous family system, in terms of which many children
meant security for the parents in old age. According to
Edgar Snow, the party cadres were "overzealous” in their
enthusiasm for the campaigi;,{'_]ust as they had been dur-
ing the marriage campaign. ]

The ead of the birth control campaifh coincided with
the beginning of the Creat I¢ap Forward, when the state
felt that rapid collectivizatiomwould enable it to absorb
the expanding population. At the Eighth Party Congress
in 1958, Mao Tse-tung sajd: "Our rapidly expanding
population is an objective fact and our asset.” X

Liu Shao-chi, at that time a top party leader, prais-
ed China's large population as a virtue. Birth control
clinics were closed down and womgp were encouraged
by the official press to reproduce, ~ The effect was to
again deprive Chinese women of information and ready

.access 1o contracepriun.

After the failure of the CGreat Leap Forward in the
early sixties, China was faced with severe food shorta-
ges, lack of consumer goods and a falling living stan=
dard, plus a tremendous population upsurge which would
add 100 million people to the labor force by the late
1960's. The Party again began to legitimize birth con-
trol, Chou En-lai said in this period: "Planned parent-
hood isg nducive to raising the people's standard of
living, " Old birth control clinics were reopened and
adyice on contraception was again available. An im- .
portant part of the program was agitation for late marri-
age. The number of marriages in 1966 was about the
same as 1965 despite a 19-million population increase.

™

Although the legal age for marriage was eighteen for
women and twenty for men, the party tried to discou-
rage marrying this early. At a Canton exhibition in
1965, the section on planned parenthood recommended
marriage at 28-30 for a "better spouse, happier house-
hold and vastly superior production record. " Abortion
and sterilization, birth control methads applied solely
to women, ‘were recommended.

Pressure was imposed by the state to limit the fami-
1y size to tvﬁ%chﬂdren (five years earlier, three had
been urged ~ as the "ideal” number), by giving a
children's allowance only to the first two children, de-

- nying subsequent children clothing coupons, and deny-

ing the woman her two<8mmh paid maternity leave af-
B 3 P
ter the first two births.

Women and Production )

Involvement in production plays an important role
in the liberation of women, Engels, in Origins of the
Family, makes the following point:

. "The emancipation of women becomes possible only
when women are enabled to take part in production on
a large social scale, and when domestic duties require
their attention only to a minor degree. And this has
become possible only as a result of modern large-scale
industry, which not only permits of the participation of
women in prodlﬁtwn in large numbers, but actually
calls for it..."

After the 1948 revolution, vast numbers of women
were mobilized for productive work in both urban and
rural areas, China Reconstructs claims that there were
1.3 million wome%fmployed in industry in 1953, a 128%
increase over 1950. Other sources place the increase of
women employed in industry from 420, 000 in 1949 to
1. 9 million in 1954,

Although women were employed in industry before
the revolution, they were largely limited to the textile
industry where wages and working conditions were no-
toriously poor, Since the revolution, women have had
access to most of the jobs traditionally held by men,
including heavy labor. In the early 1950, for example,
300, 600 women took part in the Chinghiang Flood and
Control Project in the Yangtze.

There is no doubr that the introduction of large num-
bers of women into production has meant tremendous

social gain for them. Women for the first time had ec--
onomic independence from their husbands and the oppor-
tunity to acquire an education and to gain technicel
skills and self ~confidence.

- pefore 1948, the difference between the literacy rate
for men and womeén was vast: in a 1942-3 census of nine
counties in Szechwan Province, 48% 85 the men and
only 197 of the women were literate. 3

Legally at least, women today receive equal pay and
have access to the same jobs as men. Other social ben-
efits the law has established fur}wumcn are retirement
at fifty (provided they have. worked for twenty years)
with a pension of 50-70% of former wages.

women are formally given eight weeks maternity
leave (for the first two children) and thirty minutes off
every. four hours to suckle their baby, Any woman who
has a miscarriage after se?ﬁn months of pregnancy is
given a thirty-day leave.

However, the introduction of women into prodirétion
is viewed by the Communist Party as an end in itself
and not as a pre-condition for women's liberation. The
Party’s propaganda apparatus constantly extols the virtue
of production, through articles like "How We Chinese
women Have Acquired Independence - Work - That's
The True Key to-women's Liberation”.

Because participation in production by women is view=
ed as the totality of women's liberation, the stress is on
"model workers” who equal or surpass men, in a man-
ner reminiscent of the Russian Stakhanovite. "Labor
Heroine” and "model worker" awards are given to wom-
en who overfulfill production quotas, i

This emphasis has led Chinese women to move in the
direction of trying to become replicas of men. Women
emulate men in dress and style. Feminine dress, make-
up, or any other values held to be "womanly" are re-
garded with contempt by the Chinese women, As Juli-
et Mitchell says in her article, Women: the Longest
Revolution:

"In China, still another experience is being played
out today. At a comparable stage of the revolution, all
the emphasis is being placed on liberating women in
production, This " is produced an impressive social pro-
motion of women, But it has been accompanied by a
tremendous repression of sexuality and a rigorous puri-
tanism (currently rampant in civic life). "

Equal opportunity to work is certainly a pre-condi-
tion for liberation, but it is not an end in itself and is
colored by the societal context within which it occurs.
Certainly no one wo uld claim that women were liber-
ated by capitalism when the industrial revolution incor-
porated them into the workforce under the most cruel
and exploitative conditions.

Liberation of Chinese woman does not mean giving
her an equal opportunity with men to be exploited for
industrial development. Women in China now have the
triple responsibility of worker, housekeeper and child-
raiser, since the state does not spare scarce capital in
sufficient quantity to provide adequate child-care cen-
ters and collective housekeeping arrangements. Conse=
quently, the toil of the Chinese woman, with her en=
trance into production, has been heightened.

By 1956, reports started trickling down about discrim-
ination against women by employers because of the ad-
ditional expenses incurred through employing them. The
Chinese economy is run on the basis of stringent quotas
sent down from the Central Planning Agency to the fac=
tory manager. Both the job and salary of the factory man-
ager are contingent on his ability m\ meet and surpass
the quotas. Therefore, any added expense or loss of
worktime by employees seriously jeopardizes the mana=
ger's position.

Managers are not anxious to hire wonien who receive
a twermonth paid leave when they have children. Many
working womgn in fact do not get the full 56-day preg-
nancy leave.

Collectivization

The Great Leap Forward ipcreased the number of
women in production from three m&l].ion in 1957 to \
seven and one-half million in 1958, In the cities, urban
communes were initiated and run largely by housewives
who were not otherwise employed, especially by older
women, In order to release women from individual fam=
ily and child-care work, collectivized methods were
initiated. In the Chengchow urban commune, public
mess halls, nurseries and wet-nursing stations were set
up, and shopping was done collectively.

The center of the family became the neighborhood
collective rather than the individual household, during
ihe last half of 1958. tlowever, by the end of the vear
the attempt to turn the urban communes into an inte
grated living and working community was a?undogrded
because of resistance from the urban population.” An
article in a 1964 issue of Women of China indicates

Con't on page 24
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Peru:the Junta and

theWorking Class

“In our opinion, the military movement in Peru is different from those
'which exist in the other Latin American countries. Its action is going
in the direction of progress, and the decision to nationalize an imperialist
petroleum company is an act of patriotism and courage. " --Fidel Castro

This decl ion of Fidel Castro in favor of the Peruv-

ian Junta, which the Cuban leader pronounced in july

1969, ht to its height the confusion of those wlho,

in Latin America or elsewhere, have taken as their
mentor the Cuban chief of state.

In Europe, certain left intellectuals, who have al-
ways protested against the imprisonments and the tor-
tures which the Peruvian army has inflicted on leftist
militants, have become more circumspect. Each pro-
test against the repression must, for them, be accom=
panied by homage to the Junta for the struggle which it
leads towards agrarian reform, national independence,
etc,

In Peru, even the movements which are favorable to
guerilla warfare, whose most important leaders have
been assassinated or thrown into prison, keep a pru-
dent silence on the fact of the divisions which appear
in their ranks on the problem of support to the junta.

And the Peruvian Trotskyists have no more been
spared from the confusion, Two tendencies (the Pablo-
ites and Posadists) give critical support to the Junta,
The third and most important, the F,I.R.; while con-
demning the Junta, supports "the progressive measures
taken by the regime, " which comes to almost the same
thing.

A similar position was taken by another group, the
Revolutionary Vanguard, -which "affirms that the mili-
tary governmeit has not completely broken" from Yan-
kee imperialism and the great bourgeoisie.

The debacle of the Peruvian revolutionary Left and
its partisans essentially flows from the fact that they,
although regrouping without doubt the most devoted and
honest militants in Peru, have never fought on the tar-
rain of the proletariat.

When one studies the texts of the M,I,R, (Movement
of the Revolutionary Left) or of the E,L.N, (Army of
National Liberation), one realizes that the fundamen-
tal demands advanced by these tendencies remain
closely confined to a bourgeois-democratic framework:
the recovery of national sovereignty, agrarian reform,
the creation of an economy independent of imperial-
ism, decent wages for the workers, etc.

And, in their very safe fashion, the Peruvian gener-
als have taken them up and applied them. This is what
Major General Ricardo Vassi said in an interview grant=
ed to some Venezuelan journalists during his visit to
Caracas: "We have verx,g}b‘d relations with the parties
of the Left and-evem with the extreme Left, Many sup-
port us, but we know that we are going to lose their
support because we have taken their program which
they have defended for so many years. * In this witty
remark, there is, unfortunately, a great deal of truth,

The collapse of the revolutionary Left in Peru is in
the last analysis the collapse of all "Third World" con-
ceptions which put the accent on “anti-imperialism”
and not on social revolution, on the peasantry and not
on the proletariat.

It is this lesson which the Peruvian revolutionaries,
who languish in the jails of the Junta, must draw from
their experiences, Tliey possess the courage, the will,
the self-denial which are the qualities of true revolu-
tionary militants. Their only need is to renew the tra-
dition of rhe revolutionary proletariat, oblitcrated for
more than forty years by Stalinism.

“Anti-Oligarchical”

A year ago the Peruvian military Junta establistied
diplomatic relations with the Soviet Union and conclu-

ded a commercial agreement with Moscow, If the im-

port of suchi acts was, on the whole, limited, they ney-

ertheless took place in the context of an "anti-imper-
ialist and anti-oligarchical revolution” which the Peru-
vian generals pretend to have effectuated.

On October 3, 1968 General Velasco Alvarado, head
of the Junta, overthrew Belaunde Terry, leader of the
little right-wing party "Popular Action” and president
of the Republic since 1963, Except for the inhabitants
of the large cities, the population was little interested
in the hazards of }iarliamemary life -~ more than 60% of
them don't know how to read and don't have the right
to vote. The coup d'etat met hardly any opposition,
except for some students who attempted demonstra-
tions which were rapidly dispersed.

A week after its arrival in power, the army rallied
large sections of the population by sending troops into
the oil fields belonging to la Brea y Parinas, an affili-
ate of Standard Oil of New Jersey. The motion of the
Junta provoked explosions of enthusiasm in numerous
towns. In Trujillo, in Cuzco, in Arequipa, assoon as
the news was known, the people went out into the
streets and congratulated each other, It was this one
blow which established the credibility of the “revolu-
tionary" and "anti-imperialist" label with which the
generals adorned themselves.

The soldiers did not stop there. Successively they
decreed the nationalization of all the water resources
(rivers, lakesj etc.), the telegraph and telephone
companies (including the Peruvian Telephone Compa-
ny which belongs to Intemational Telephone and Tel-
egraph) and the sugar companies of the coast which,
also, are dirEE[ly linked to American capital.

But what wasn't said by the new Peruvian govern-
ment, and was learned as an afterthought, was that
all the nationalizations would take place through sub-
stantial indemnifications for the capitalists so affected.
For example, the Peruvian Telephone Company re-
ceives $18 million (but is obligated to invest more
than half of this sum on the spot). As for the indemni-

fication which la Brea y Parinas receives, if the exact
total is not yet known, it is likely that it will contain
the same clauses, »

The second part of the military junta's program
concerns land reform. This is a question which gal-
-¢s public opinion in a country where 50% of the
population obtains its living from agriculture. Up to
now no more than 1% of the Peruvian territory was re=
claimedy

v

In Peruvian agriculture, there coexists two differ-
ent sectors, the old one constituted by the great es-
‘cudal sort (the latifundias), and the other
industrialized and built on the industrial crops of the
coast (cotton, sugar), etc. *

Both of these sectors are dominated by a haadful of
great landlords. In the whole country 2,000 landlords
fmonopolize 73% of the land and 40 families possess
40% of the haciendas of the coast, Against the 83% of
the peasant properties which have less than twelve
acres, the latifundias of more than 2,500 acres repre-
sent 70% of the cultivable land,

In this context, it is obvious that the announcement

tates of the

of agra}ian reform would excite certain hopes in the
Peruvian peasantry. But this reform, if it effectively
touches the great estates at all, will be based on the
principle of repurchase of the lands of the great estates.
The great majority of the peasants, who don't have the
means to buy the land, won't benefit at all, On the
other hand, such a reform will favor the richest part of
the peasantry who, until now, have been kept in the
background by the great proprietors,

The reform has precise gconomic goals: to force the
great landed proprietors to reconvert and invest a part
of their property in industry. This is why the indemni-
fication of the great landed proprietors assumes a par-
ticular form. Part of their property is indemnified in
cash (essentially’the cattle), the rest with bonds re-
deemable in twenty years at 5% interest, But the agrar-
ian reform stipulates that bonds paid out will be imme-
diately redeemed in cash by the state bank if they are
used, to the amount of 50% of their value, for the fi=
nancing of an industrial enterprise.

In fact, all the reforms decreed by the Peruvian Jun-
ta, in the agrarian'domain as in the industrial domain,
work toward the same goal; to develop and consolidate
the Peruvian economy, on the one hand by obliging
American imperialism to cede the most important part
of the profits which it extracts fram the exploitation of
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Peru, and on the other hand by introducing capitalist
reforms in the countryside, enlarging the interior mar
ket of the Peruvian bourgeoisie.

As for American imperialism, it seems to be very
well accommodated to the "anti-imperialism” of the
soldiers who from now on lay down the law in Peru, At
no time have the American ruling circles envisaged a
military intervention directed against the Junta, such
as they launched in June 1954 in Guatemala, against
General Arbeaz who had effected compamble teforms,
and moré rcccmly against Cuba,

Moreover, they have not even utilized the economic
weapons which they possess to make the regime yield.
For example, the Hickenlooper amendment, which
provides for the suspension of economic aid, has not
been applied, nor-has the threat of immediately stop-
ping the imports of Peruvian products (the majority of

Peruvian exports are destined for the American market).

The sole measure of retaliation taken until now has
been the suspension, on May 19, 1969, of the sale of
military material from the US. !
Indeed, the American magnate Nelson Rockefeller,
although touched in his own pocketbook by the agrari-

an reform, has declared that "giving the landed prop=

erty to the farmers is a good thing" and the Wall Street

Journal has also praised the
In fact,

hat resigned itself to the decisions of the Peruvian Jun=

'in this

the politics of economic sanctions are not neces-

all this proves that American imperialism

ta, The example of Cuba has shown it that,
area,
sarily effective and can push intg the Russian camp a ~
state which, in the beginning, only desires a greater
independence vis=a-vis imperialism. It was no doubt
in an effort to underline this point that the Peruvian
generals chose to establish diplomatic relations and
conclude a commercial agreement with the USSR at
the time when certain North American business cir-
cles were speaking of economic reprisals,

Vis-a-vis the laboring masses, the military Junta has
tried to reinforce the illusions which the nationaliza-

. tions and agrarian reform have excited. But the poor

peasants and workers of the cities will soon learn that
the reforms of the Junta will do nothing to ameliorate
their condition.

Meanwhile the army has systematically expanded
the repression against workers and peasants guilty of
protesting against the scandalous conditions of life in
which they are kept.In March 1969 soldiers opened
fire on miners who, with their families, had organized
a protest march against wage conditions. Result: twen-
ty dead, of whom twelve were women. In June, the
police and the army repressed in blood peasant demon-
strations at Huanta and Ayacucho. The official toll:
fourteen dead, dozens wounded.,

At the same time, the Junta has declared strikes i
legal, prohibited all political activities in the univer-
sities, and then shut them down, and suppressed the
elections of city councils to replace them by authori-
tarian appointments. They don't even mention legis-
lative elections. In September four thousand strikers
were dispersed by the police, and in October militants
of the revolutionary Left were arrested and have joined
the hundreds of militants already (in prison.

The fierce anti-working class character of the Junta
is unmistakeable, But what else should be expected of
people who, under Belaunde Terry, organized the pur-
suit of the guerillas and peasants who seized the land
which the great landlords had stolen from them.

All its acts, past and present, prove that the Junta
remains resolutely in the camp of the bourgeoisie and
of imperialism, against the workers and poor peasants.

Translated from Lutte aﬁ&. a French revolution-
ary socialist weekly, by Kevin Bradley. ¢
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“new Peruvian nationalism. "
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AN ENGLISH VIEW

Women

S

Equal pay has raised all kinds of questions about the
pay structure and the actual nature of the work women
do. Many of the questions do not have answers yet be-
cause no one bothered to ask them before, but it is
possible to trace the general pattern of pay and employ-
ment and foresee some probable dangers in the future.

More than a third of the labour force are women.
Just over 50 per cent of these working women are mar-
ried.

The rising proportion of married women working has
been among the most noticeable changes in Andustry
since the beginning of the century. This is partly due
to earlier marriages and partly because there are now
more men than women in the under-forties age group.

It bok as if this trend is going to continue. The marr=
fed woman worker will become a crucial element in
the labour force as a whole and not simply a feature of
particular areas, :

Equal Pay?

Something like one in ten of these women get equal
pay for equal work. They are among the more privi-
leged, in the professions or in particular jobs where they
fought andwwon it in the past, like bus conductresses.

Sometimes, where there is only a minority of women
working - park gardeners for instance - they get treat-
ed as men and paid the same for convenience. There
are cases , cigar-making for example, where women
had equal pay but, with expansion and mechanisation,
they drepped behind and are now paid only a percen~
tage of the men’s rate.

In 1966 the woman s basic hourly rate was only about
75 per cent of the man's. A woman manual worker's
average gross earnings were £9 19s (9 pounds, 19 shil-
lings) for a 38. 5 hour week. The man's were £ 20 5s for
a 46.4 hour week.

Women administrative, technical and clerical work-
ers were not much better off and the difference between
their earnings and the men's was actually greater.

The cost of ending this discrimination has been esti~
mated at between & 600 and % 1000 million. This is
what employers owe women workers, Not only is pay
low, but the majority of women are in semi-skilled or
unskilled jobs.

This is partly a question of the type of work women
do. The decline of the traditional textile industry, which
employed 72 per cent of all skilled women fn 1911 has
meant the proportion of skillec women has actually
gone down. The growing new - dustries like metals, en-
gineering and chemicals gener 'ly take on men in the
skilled categories, not women.

Employment expansion for women has mken plzce in
the service industries - {n the ac ninistrative and wel-
fare sections, Often these are sinall production units
difficult to organise and with no tradition of union mili-
tancy.

In larger places like hospitals, workers are restricted
by the effect on the patients. . [s means everyone stays
badly paid and women remain  rse off. Even the wom-
en in charge of large kitchens a.J laundries get less

 than the men working under them,

” Here again women are concentrated in the lower
grades. They are virtually excluded from managerial,
scientific and skilled technical work in non-manual
occupations.

It's not just the kind of work women do - it's what
the job is called. Women in engineering can actually
wosk en the same machines as men on a different shift
Put be classed at a lower rame.

Draughtswomen get equal pay. But if you're a woman
you are likely to be called a tracer and get lower pay
unless the union is willing to fight your case.

Less formally, this happens to administrative and cler-
ical workers, Women classed at a low-grade because
they do not.have official educational qualifications
are often found holding offices and departments toge
ther with a lot of unofficial responsibility.

Apprenticeship and the nature of training shows that
the situation is not changing significantly, 40 per cent

Workers

Sheila Rov\;botham

of all girl school leavers go into clerical work and few
get any training at all.

Only a small percentage are apprenticed. The girl
in a minority in a man's job* can find herself pushed
into the background, clearing up or waiting gn the men
because she is not taken seriously.

Most apprenticeships are in hairdressing and even
here, where there are relatively few men, the girl ap~
prentices often get less than the boys, They also have
to stay and sweep up after the boys have gone home in
some hairdressing establishments.

Apart from making a few progressive snorts, the In-
dustrial Training Boards have done very little for young
girls starting work or married women trying to return.
Even the retraining schemes that exist tend to train wom-
en not for skilled jobs in the expanding industries but
for those occupations they have done traditionally, which
are contracting in any case.

All these factors clearly reinforce one another. Low
pay, unskilled and monotonous jobs are synonomous
with “women's work'. This makes it appear natural for
tasks to be defined differently when women do them
and be paid at a lower rate.

Training opportunities reflect and perpetuate this sit-
uation, The devaluation of certain operations through
the introduction of new machines and processes and the
tendency for these to pass to groups of workers in a
weak bargaining position has been a -constant feature
of capitalism.

Women have been a prominent section of the under~
privileged even within the working class. It is not sur-
prising that employers want to keep women as a sep=
arate category of labour.

A woman doing a skilled job at unskilled rates can
be subsidising her employer by as much as 50 per cent
of the value of her work. By making a job 'woman's

work', he can get more for much less.

“Femininity”

All the nonsense about 'feminine’, 'unfeminine’, ef
feminate' helps in allthis. It is funny how ideas change.
In the 19th century, office work was considered most
‘unfeminine’, As soon as the secretary got a machine -
the typewriter - it was seen as less skilled, i.e,, re-
quiring a different type of skill, and became ‘women's
work'.

It is particularly important to understand both the
economic and political realities of power behind the way
tasks are divided in society and the way in which boun~
daries of the area defined as 'women's work' have shif~
ted, because automation is already beginning to affect
these definitions.

Sometimes hopeful but rather naive people talk as
though' automation will inevitably mean that more wom-
en will pass over into skilled categories. This is part
of the idea that capitalist society will sort itself out
and everyone will be able to rise within the system.

It's an old rule that whoever has gets most and what-
ever you're strong enough to fight for, you're likely to
get. It's all too likely to apply here.

Just as working-class boys are in danger of being at
a disadvantage in the changing division of labour be-
cause of their general educational situation, working-
class girls will find it even more difficult to make\‘
into skilled and highly specialised technical work.
Women could, in fact, be more securely contained in
unskilled areas, becoming confined in an industrial
class/sex ghetto.

The only way to prevent this is not to skt baek and-
wait, but to reeognise the danger and fight it, educa-
tionally, industrially and politically.

As a woman member of DATA told the TUC in 1968,
'For too long the women workers of this country have
been fobbed off by pious resolutions, cosy chats and cups
of tea in the House of Commons. We want more than
the promise of a dream. *

Reprinted from Socialist Worker, an English Interna-
tional Socialist weekly, February 12, 1970.
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The LosAngeles ‘
Teachers Strike .o+

The crisis in the Los Angeles city schools, the second
largest system in the country, ‘came to a head this month
with the first full-scale teachers strike/walkout in the
city's history. By the middle of the second week of the
action (April 2

24), the strike was 55~ effective
ahd what seemed like a substantial majority of the com-
munity and students supported the picketing teachers,
The Board of Education’s claimed to have no funds
available to meet even the 1‘nosl elementary of the tea-
lemands. A long strike, perhaps even to the
end of the spring term, was being predicted by some.

chers’

Urban Nightmare

For many years, the crisis in social services in the
United States has been taking on nightmarish propor=
tions in Los Angeles. Only New York has beenffit hard-
er in welfare, education, transportation, and similar
services = but in L. A., the intensifying polarization of
the community, particularly the growing strength of the
right-wing, has magnified the problem.

In recent years, one after another, funding proposals
for rapid transit and schools have gone down to defeat
by the voters because of the already crushing property
tax burden. Meanwhile, industry's lobbyists have been
successful in keeping open the tax loopholes that bene -
fit their clients (oil depletion allowances, etc,), while
the expanding need for services has fallen on the regres-
sive sales tax and on local sources of funding - i.e., on
the property tax administered by the county.

The city school system is in a desperate statz. Class
size average is largest in the nation (35-40) and growing
year by year; many school facilities (particularly in the
inner city) are badly antiquated; resources are minimal
at best; and the crisis is, of course, at its worst in the
black and Mexican-American-inner-city schools,
where many students cannot even read adequately at
the high school level. =

To put it bluntly; the schools are rotten in L. A. - per-
haps amdng the worst in the nation for comparable cities.
Drop-outs, crime, drug use, etc., are approaching and
even surpassing the New York level, With the mushroom -
ing student enrollment and rapid deterioration of nch of
stemn, not only are there insufficient resources to
anticipate growth, but funds are so tight that massive
cut-backs in athletics, remedial programs, school nur=
ses and doctors, and maintenance services were recently
announced by the schools superintendant - along with
a projected cut-back in teaching and administrative
employees. All this while school enrollment increascs
by leaps and bounds.

After a two-day demonstration/walk-out in September
1968, the small (3000) American Federation of Tea-
chers local 1021 and the 21, 000-strong Association of
Classroom Teachers (National Education Association
affiliate) finally buried the hatchet and began negotia-
tions on a mcrgcr; Following years of bickering, the
leadership of rh&wrgam‘zaljons managed to manipu-
late the rank-and-f{I&into supporting the merger.

Re presenting almost 25, 000 of the system's 27, 000
classroom teachers, the new United Teachers-Los An-
geles (UTLA) awaited the results of a special tax over=
ride election in March. Bespite support by the school
board and almost all civic agencies, politicians, and
newspapers, etc., the tax override was defeated by a\l-
most two to one,

The inevitable drcs
two to one approval by UTLA members and picketing
began April 13. While the school board took an increas-
ingly hard-line stance on the supposedly illegal puh}ic
employees strike, as much as 657 of the teachers walk-
ed out - despite the active counter-strike organizing of
a recalcitrant group from the old NEA affiliate and the
wide-spread opposition to classical "unionism" and
strikes by "professionals” in the teaching field. (Many
striking teachers maintain this attitude and declare that
they are not really striking in the labor sense of the term,
but rather are walking out as a demonstration of the
schools' needs to the legislature and the public. )

Many schools have been, for all extents and purposes,
non-functioning as teachers have been joined on picket

the s

closer. A walk-out received a

~

lines by parents and students, while other students cause
disruptions by sitting in in administration buildings and
generally milling about. Many have been wandering on
and off campus, and fire alarms have been set off.

The high school Radical Students Union has taken a
leadership position in student support of the strike. Schools
in certain sections of the city have seen less support (from
both teachers and parents) for the strike; but, in general,
the strike has been very successful thus far, with both
teacher and community support. The lessons of the New
York strike were consciously applied by UTLA leaders
and frequent community -support meetings have been
held - especially in black, ‘Chicano, and white work-
ing class (largely transplanted Southern).areas.

The main reason for the large measure of community
support and the apparent success of the strike thus far
has been more a matter of the nature of the strike and
its demands than of its conduct. The tragic situation in
New York in the fall 1968 teachers strike - where the
drive for community control was viewed as a threat by
a majority of teachers - never came up in Los Angeles,
While the Chicano community, in particular, has rais-
ed this demand from time to time (mainly because of
the need for a comprehensive bilingual instructional
program), the issue has not been paramount in L. A. ;
UTLA leaders have gingerly stepped aroun! it while
supp?t"ting the bilingual program for East Los Angeles.

Some of the demands, of course, have dealt with in-
creased pay and benefits for teachers (inflation and great-
ly innreased withholding tax have reduced salaries by
almost one-half of the gross); but the main thrust of the®
strike has been for immediate aid to the strangling edu~
cational system: smaller class size, ,l)eg.u;r;quali fied
teaching personnel, better guidancs and counseling
(though the issue of "tracking” has been raised only by °
AFT “adical Caucus members), and - in particular - 9
drastically-reduced class size and improved facilities .
and resources for the inner-city schools. 5

UTLA made much propaganda use of the Board’s s
strike-busting highly=paid negotiator’s attempt to buy =
them off with a 57 salary increase offer with no other °
demands being met. Teachers' morale is strong, and . ¢
job-consciousness (if not class-consciousness) is at an
all-time high (for teachiers). Teacher "professionalism”
has been dealt a blow in many quarters.

Despite the picture painted above, the future of the
strike's goals remains in doubt. Covernor Reagan and
many legislators are adamantly opposed to "rewarding”
a public-employees” strike, and maintain that they
couldn't find the money for the schools even if they
wanted to - which they don't. The Board of Education
is split and embroiled in its own political games. As of
April 22, the Board had voted down every attempt to re-
sume negotiations on substantive issues, as proposed by
UTLA and the two (sometimes three) moderate-liberals
on the Board,

Many politicians and others are saying that everything
should ride on a June state-wide ballot proposal to force
the state legislature to supply 507 of the funds needed
by the L. A. schools (L. A.'s subsidy has dropped, over
the years, to its present 28%). This, however, would
demand a massive attack on tax loopholes if a giant

{

increase in the poorly-graduated state income tax and/
or the sales tax is to be avoided - Sacramento would |
need millions to supply the L. A. city schools. Whe-
ther or not this can be done remainsfo be seen. The
state political machinery is lock, stock, and barrel
under conservative Republican control. A massive
groundswell of dissatisfaction would be necessary to
close the loopholes.

The problems of the L. A. schools are not isolated
ones. They are a reflection of the nation-wide decline
in sdcial services (hospitals, housing, welfare, trans-
portation) that has been exacerbated by the war in Viet-
nam. While the largest corporations are directly subsi=~
dized by arms contracts which guarantee profits, all
levels of government scream “poverty” when confront-
ed by demands of their employees for decent wages to
meet the spiralling inflation and taxes that result from
the permanent arms economy.

Corporate needs have damaged the educational sys-
tem in other ways, The. "tracking” system which chan-
nels blacks, Chicanos, and white working-class students
into vocational courses (and many women into secretar=
ial and home economics courses), spends disproportion=
ate amounts of money on special programs to best pre=
pare middle-class kids for college.

The class, race, and sexual inequalities of our socie=-
ty are perp ed, while over ding, inadeq ma-
terials and facilities - and the lack of motivation these.
breed - increase drop-outs, crime, and drug use, mak-
ing the schools prisons for the students and forcing most
teachers into the role of cop. ,

Teachers cannot win the fight for better pay and bet-
ter schools alone, While even job-consciousness is a new
progressive gain for them, they must ultimately rise be-
yond the limits of teacher unionism. The struggle must
be broadened if the Boards of Education and the court
injunctions they use, and the legislative inactivity and
opposition to school improvement, are to be overcome,
making these institutions responsive to the needs of the
people,

Lo do this, rank-and-file teacher groups, in L.A. and
elsewlere, must be set up and given a life-blood of
their own. They must avoid the union bureaucracies’
inevitable attempt to control dissident militant ele=
ments; and, in strike situations, they must struggle to
keep control of the strike in their own hands. Contacts
must be made with other sections of the working class
to broaden the struggle, Wider community identification
must be achieved for reachcis, and the problems and
struggles of the black, Chicano, and Puerto Rican com-
dd 1. Finally, hers (and oth~
er workers) must make it clear that they will not toler=
ate the cost of their demands being borne by working
people. Schemes thangall for increased taxes on those
least abje to pay must be opposed.

munities must be

Tax the Corporations

Money for better schools and other services is  avail~
able. Many cities have tax havens like Beverly Hills.
Wealthy residents of these independent suburbs (who
make their money off the larger city) must be forced to
pay for services for the total metropolitan community.
There are many tax loopholes that can and must be
plugged, and many sections of industry dnd finance that
must be taxed to support the community offiof whom,
they feed.

In the long run, however, the entire arms economy
must be overhauled with radical changes in priorities
and power distributions, ‘Production must be converted
from profit for the few to the welfare and use of the
many. The Democratic and Republican parties are, of
course, not about to support such a program since they
are controlled by the people who profit from the system
as it stands now.

Those who control industry will not gladly give up
their meal tickets and instruments of power. We must
therefore begin to build 2 movement controlled by and
responsible only to working people. This is a precondi~
tion to any real effort to meet the problems .. of our
society.

s
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The GE Strike and the
Myth of “Progres

Officials of the United Flectrical, 2adio and Ma-
chine Workers (UE) have long claimed for their union a
leading position in the "progressive” wing of the Amer-
ican labor movement. This argument has been accepted
by many radicals involved in support of the CE strike.
However, even a brief examination of UE history is suf-
ficient to dispel this illusion.

The UE was a founding member of the Congress of In-
dustrial Organizations. After a series of militant drives,
the union organized virtually the entire electrical in-
dustry, including CE, Westinghouse, and RCA. Within
a short time, the UE ranked as one of the CI1O's Big

Three.

The CIO arose out of the conditions created by the
Depression. Forming as the Committee for Industrial Or-
ganization within the older American Federation of La-
bor in 1935, it represented an important extension of
union influence into production line factories. It oppds=
ed the conservative ideas and extreme bureaucratization
of the AFL.

The AFL, under the influence of its narrow craft ori-
entation, had long considered industrial workers unorgan-
izable. The AFL leadership, already used to the comfort
of its own domain, was frankly opposed to new innova-
tions, and refused to mount a campaign to attract work -
ers it considered outside its jurisdiction. The fight for
industrial unionization could only be carried on within

. the AFL against the resistance of the old guard. The
CIO was officially formed in 1938, when industrial un-
ions were expelled from the AFL, CIO success quickly
began to prove wrong the out-lived ideas of the AFL lea-
dership.

Militants-of all hues, united only by the desire to see
the rise of strong unions where none had previously ex-
isted, participated in the fight for the CIO, sincluding
members of the Communist Party, In its early years, the
CIO experienced rapid growth and expansion, In this si-
tuation, it was not difficult to rise to positions of power
in the newly~formed unions. This rise was especially
easy for those political parties possessing disciplined ca-
dre and clearly-defined goals, as did the CP. In accord
with its customary bureaucratic maneuvers, one of the
CP's major goals of this period undoubtedly was 1o ac-
curnulate positions of influence within the CIO, and
many of the new unions became top heavy with mem-
bers or fellow-travelers of the CP.

Within the CIO, the UE became the major base of the
CP. In fact, the CP was able to control the UE more
tightly than any other C1O union in which it was active,
Most of the top echelon leaders were either members of
the Party or closely under its influence, the kind of men
who were said to "cheat the Party of dues. ” After 1941,
the union was headed by Albert Fitzgerald, President,
James Matles, Organization Director, and Julius Emspak,
Secretary-Treasurer.

Stalinist Partnership

The Stalinist parmership\of Emspak-Matles actually
ran the union; Fitzgerald sefvéd as little more than a
slow-thinking cover: Whether either Matles or Emspak
ever actually joined the CP is of little importance, since
both followed the Party line in all things. These men
in turn appointed business agehls and lower-level union
officials, The precondition for ﬁolding these posts was
substantial agreement with the official leadership.

The early years of the UE were its best. The union pur-
sued a militant course in its drive to attract workers. It
could have done less only at the risk of failing to organ-
ize the electrical industry. After 1937, however, the UE,
and the entire CIO, had passed the days of its most rapid
growth. The wave of sit=down strikes in which the C1IO
was born occurred during a period of relative prosperity
from 1935 to 1937. In 1937, the economy broke down
again; this time, the depression was more severe than it
had been in 1929. Only with the mobilization of the
economy for war production was the depression overcome
in 1941-42,

Throughout this period, the Stalinist line in the CIO
followed every turn made necessary by the foreign poli-
cy needs of the Russian state, The period of the found-

ing of the CIO corresponded to the "Pe\ople's Front" in=
terlude, when the GP urged all those opposed to fascism,
from "progressive” capitalist to factory worker, to com=
bine into one happy family for the purpose of defeating
fascism. The "People's Front” was proclaimed because
Russia was seeking an alliance with western capitalist
powers against Nazi Cermany. i

A prerequisite to the_succcssful culmination of this
alliance was moderate and respectable conduct by Com=
munist Parties in the West. Thus as early as 1937, the
American CP was loudly proclaiming its opposition to
"unauthorized" strikes which were detrimental to the
"national interest”. Shortly thereafter, the CP opened
a campaign in the CIO to gain support for Franklin Roose-
velt's third term.

The signing of the Hitler-Stalin Pact changed this. The
Pact was a mutual non-aggression treaty designed to give
“itler a free hand with his western opponents while pro-
tecting his eastern flank and which ratified the division
of Poland between 2ussia and Cermany. In accordance
with this new development, the line of the CP took the
required turn, Even though the CP never publicly re-
nounced their support of FDR; they now loudly opposed
American entrance into the war on the side of the Allies.
The new propaganda was anti-war, anti-militarist, and
pro=-class struggle. "The Yanks are not coming, " was
the CP watchword.

The Hitlep=Stalin Pact was to last less than two years,
and was broken in 1941 by the Cerman invasion of 2us-
sia. Now at war with the Axis Powers, Russia was thrust
into the camp of the Allies. This new turn in the world
necessitated a change of course for those Communist
Parties in countries which, until yesterday, ‘had been
lined up against 2ussia, but now found themselves on
the same side in the war. Formerly opposing interven-
tion in the war, all of these adjunct Parties rushed to
support their own national war effort,

Obediently, the American CP changed camps. The
Party had been against American entrance to the war
only for the bri&f interval of the Hitler-Stalin Pact. Now
it found itself back in familiar territory, and the most
vociferous of interventionists, Patriotism became the
new qrder of the day, and the Party rivalled the Ameri-

sive UE

Ted Dibble

can Legion in waving the flag.

The logic of this position finally led to the dissolu-
tion of the Communist International in 1943. In this
country, a burst of enthusiasm for capitalism saw the
Young Communist Leage subsumed into a student front
group, and the CP itself was reorganized as™ "political
associatio”, These actions were taken to strengthen the
alliance between the USSR, Creat Britain, and the Uni-
ted States.

“Equality of Sacrifice”

within the UE, 1941 and the invasion of ussia coin-
cided with the election of Fitzgerald as union president,
signalling the’assumption of complete control over the
union by the Stalinist faction. The UE having become a
pliant tool in the hands of Matles and Emspak, = the of-
ficial leadership played its role in support of the war by
issuing pleas for "national unity, " and "equality of sac-
rifice” between worker and capitalist in the war effort.

Workers were to give up the right to strike, thereby
losing the only means by which they could defend their
standard of living. Capitalists, on the other hand, were
to make the "sacrifice” of converting from peace pro-
duction, which had ceased to be lucrative during the
Depression, to war production and astronomical profits.
UE officials claimed "equality of sacrifiee” was a bur-
den imposed on all by the necessary tribulations of the
Second W .1d War. =

These ‘ments provided the smokescreen behind
which at:r yts were made to suspend the class struggle
for the dura._on, Strikes hurt the war effort, so the UE
bureaucracy siyned blanket no-strike pledges with man-
agement, and was able to introduce piec

work and
"incentive pay". The result was a vicious speed-up of
the work process, pitting worker against worker and ser-
iously damaging labor solidarity.

At one point, UE officials urged all workers tp make
a contribution to the war effort by increasing their pro-
ductivity 15 per cent. The Matleg-Emspak leadership ev=
en went so far as to expel UE members who failed to

et war-time preduction standards, and asked manage-

r expulsion.

rent to lay off workers for the period of th

= ‘

Cops move against GE strikers in 1946

UE News/LNS
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Escalate the Strike—
Shut Down the War........

Nixon's arrogant and vicious escalation of the war in
South East Asia came at a time when the anti-war move-
ment was in a greater state of disarray than ever before.
The April Moratorium demonstrations were disappoint=

The stra~-
tegy of demonstrations of increased duration with no ef-
fort to confront the government with a challenge to its
power had proven itself totally ineffective. The Mora-

ingly small after the turn-out in November.

torium Committee, recognizing that the movement
either had to change the struggle from petitioning to
fighting, or to give up, quietly gave up and dissolved
itself,

Anti-war sentiment has cbnsistently grown in this
country since Lyndon Johnson began the bombing of
North Vietnam almost immediately’ after he took office
in 1965.
been struggling against their own oppression: blacks,
chicanos, students,
ers.

More and more sections of the society have
women, and, increasingly, work-

Nonetheless, the movement proved itself incapable
of linking the deep resentment of the war felt by all
these groups to their own particular strugglué. 1o create
a unified, cohesive movement capable of bringing
about significant change in American society,

The anti-war movement never sought to weld these
disparate movements together, into a movement with
stable roots in a social base, which could launch a
struggle for power. It was incapable of devising a stra~
tegy toward that end because it offered no analysis of
how the separate crises in American society fit together,
of how American foreign policy was rooted in the
social system. >
the fencwed bom bing of

The invasion of Canbodia,
North Vietnam,
prove to anyone who still has doubts that the war in
South East Asia is not a
1t is part of a systematic policy which has given

and the threat to invade Laos should

“tragic blunder” or-a "senscless

error”.

us (to mention only a few): 1957 s invasion of Lebanon;
1962's invasion of Cuba; 1965 invasion of the Domini=

can “epublic; support of a fascist and brutally racist re=

gime in South Africa; support of a4 military take-over in
Greece; the whole-sale murder of 300, 000 to a million
people in Indonesia, done with American arms and am-
munition, done under the name of anti-communism,

when Nixon appeared on television to justify the Cam=
e gave as his reason #he fact that he

bodian invasion,
did not wish to preside over the decline of America from

a first-rate to a second-ratc power. What that preten=

tious rhetoric really meant is that Nixon refuses to per-

mit U.S. corporations to he kept from exploiting the

world's resources and population.

Nixon understands quite clearly that what is involved
in Vietnam is the question of whether or not a people
strugpling for their own liberation can defeat the mighty
power of the world's preatest military machine. If the
answer is yes - which up to this point it has been - then
it will give impetus to such struggles all over the world.

It is only an analysis of the systematic oppression and

exploitation of people ‘around the world and at home
that enables people to understand the socicty in which
they live and to devise a strategy to confront it effec-
tively. The leadership of the anti-war movement fail-
ed to give this analysis - indeed, fought against it - and
so built up a moralistic movement aimed simply at stop-
ping the war. This enabled the movement to be chan-
neled into the Democratic party - the traditional grave-
yard of protest movements in America,

Negotiations rather than immediate \withdrawal was
the solution put forward by the anti -war candidates.
This, of course, implied that there was something to
negotiate about, that the U.S. had a rightto be in Viet-
nam.

As the anti-war movement grew, some called for
withdrawal from Vietnam, but made it clear that this
was a tactical retreat: we would make our stand in Laos
or Thailand or Formosa, instead, maintaining our basic
hegemony. It was only the latest massive upsurge that
pushed even Democratic party liberals to talk of putting
some teeth into their ideas hy ending monetary appropri-
ations for the war.

Because as an organized movement, ‘the anti-war
forces never sought to counterpose themselves to the
Democratic party, they were never able to concretize
a struggle against negotiations strategy of the Democrd-
tic party liberals. And that meant no strategy directed
against the whole thrust of American foreign policy,
the permanent arms economy on which it is based, the
economic effects of the war on people in this country,
or the repression that was necessary to curb the rising
protest movements against the war and against the ef-
fects of the war felt by blacks, workers, women and
others.

May 1970
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In just a few days all of that has been turned ‘around.
The invasion of Cambodia has produced a mass move=
ment of enormous proportions. Nixon, of course, knew
that there would be protest at home. His comment on
television that he was willing to accept it and to be a
one-term president was also a warning to the American
people: "You can protest all you like. It doesn't matter
what you want -there's absolutely nothing you can do
about it." )

The decision to expand the war was also a decision to
increase repression. Nixon's military strategy cannot
tolerate a "neutralist” America any more than it toler=
ated "neutralist” Cambodia. Police and National Guard
were deployed all across the country. Four students
were murdered at Kent State in an "accident” that was
bound to happen when loaded guns were used. It has

. happened before; it will happen again.

But the breadth and depth of the protest movement
has far surpassed anyone's expectations, Schools have
closed down all across the country - even extending to
such unlikely places as New Mexico and Kentucky. Ov=
er 400 colleges and universities at last count have closed
down, not to mention junior colleges, high schools,
junior highs and grammar schools.

Students, often joined by the faculty and slaff of the

“schools, have not only shut down the schools; they have

often taken them over, People have begqn to change

the institutions that for so long have chanheled them and
have begun to run them for themselves. If what has been
happening in the schools were to happen in the factories
it would be called a revolution.

The authorities are powerless; decisions are being made
from the bottom; the normal channels are being bypassed,
People who have always lived closed-in lives and who

(Con't on page 6)




The New Aﬁti-War Movement
and the Working CIlass i rimen

Perhaps the healthiest aspect of the mass anti-war
upsurge on the nation's campuses is the new realization
by thousands of students of the need to broaden the base
of the movement, In many places this has taken the
form of organized factory leafleting and the beginnings
of a real orientation toward the working class as a force
for progressive social change.

In Berkeley, this tendency to orient Ioward workers
has been enhanced by two factors. First of all, there is
the nature of the struggle itself. Since Covernor ’eagan
closed the universities and state colleges for several days,
the students and faculty have been engaged in what
amount tqQ occupations of their institutions. At Berkeley,
the idea is to "reconstitute” the university as a base for
anti-war organizing. Departments are mobilized, build-
ings are being kept open, university resources are being
used to organize for community anti-war work.

In itself, the self-organization of students and facul-
ty to appropriate the institution where they study would
raise important social questions concerning property re=
lations. Yet it is the second factor in the Berkeley strug-
gle that brings these questions into focus and offers them
up for generalization, The non-academic employees on
the campus who constitute the staff of the university
have entered the struggle.

AFSCME 1695, the union of clerical, technical and
professional employees at the Berkeley campus voted to
participate fully in the “reconstitution” of the universi-
ty. Although the union represents only a minority of em~
ployees, the intent is to organize the staff in the dep~
artments to take part in the "strike, " demanding if ne-
cessary full rights within the strike organizations,

The idea of campus workers appropriating the resour~
ces and materials of their institution provides a con-
crete basis for relating to workers off the campus, And
it also poses most sharply the questions of property re=
lations and social ownership which define the very bas-
is of our society.

At the well-attended AFS

“ME meeting which deci-

ded to join the mass movement, a question was raised
by a skeptical employee about the propriety of our ap-
put-

propriating the resources (typewriters, paper,
ers, etc.) of a "tax-supported” institution, This, she
felt, was unjustified, since the university is owned by
the public and we, the employees, hadn’t the right 10
take it over, ,

Of course, the fact is that we are part of the public,
we who daily operate the university also help pay the
taxes that keep it running. The “public” is a concept
used by demagogic politicians to pit one section of the
population against another in times of social struggle.
Most of the population off the campus is composed of
workers like ourselves, and this struggle on the campus
gives us a real opportunity to talk to other workers about

_the need for them to take control of their institutions.

In the meantime, the movement on the campus of
faculty and students is by no means free of class bias
and elitism. The staff faces a real fight within the "re-
constituted” university for full rights of self-determina-
tion. In many departments, the faculty and students
still treat staff as second-class citizens, who are expec-
ted to conduct "business as usual, " so that the "struck”
departments are maintained for the enlightened fighters
for peace who are*taking time off. Some faculty mem-
bers who were not teaching notified the departmental
staff to report to work as usual when the campus re-op=
ens.

Even when employees are recognized as participants
in the struggle, they are often denied equal rights in the
organization of departments. A lot of this discrimina-
tion, though an instinctive defense of class privileges
within the departments, also is a reflection of male
chauvinism, since most of the clerical staff is female.
The secretaries are seen as the servants of the move-
ment, but without real self-determination. AFSCME has
decided to wage a total fight for full participation and
decision-making righls\for the staff in the "counter-un-
iversity, " )

Although sentiment among students for reaching the
s stronger than ever, and although cam-

working class
pus workers are beginning to move, the political ques-
tion of how to relate to workers is by no means solved.
within the mnl]mittccs organized to do factory leaflet-
ting, differing perspectives are being fought out on a

political basis. There are still many illusions held by

students about the nature of the outside "community”
to which they want to relate. Many see workers as just

one more group of people to be convinced that the war
is bad, along with businessmen, housewives and minis=
ters. :

This attitude is reinforced by certain political tenden-
cies such as the Communist Party. A leaflet offered by
CPers for factory Isaﬂeling suggests the !al]owing ac-
tions to wo rkers who oppose the war: "Phone, write or
wire your city council, congressman, senator, state
and international labor organization and demand them
to speak out as our representatives. Wear black arm-
bands to work, put a sign in your window. Vote for
candidates who have spoken out against the war." In
other words, workers are just another batch of people to
be fed into the liberal political machines.

1t must be the job of activists on the campus, stud-
ents and campus workers, to go out to the factories and
offices with the message of workers' power. Now is the
time for workers who are fed up with the war, and with
the government that conducts it in the name of lying
justifications that change from day to day, to take mat-
ters into their own hands. This means organizing on the
job where they have réal power, and building for job ac-
tions such as a work stoppage against the war, These ac-
tions could be linked up with demands already being
made by militant workers against their bosses over the
concrete effects of the war, such as inflation.

The construction workers in New York who roughed
up anti-war demonstrators may have thought they were
defending something real (although there is evidence
they were offered honuses by their employers for "break-
ing heads”). Yet, who will be their allies when they
are forced into struggle against Nixon and the construc-
tion industry? On which side will they find the great pa-
triots and "fighters for democracy in Southeast Asia"”
These workers, too, will have to be won to the side of
the movement - not by moral appeals, but'in the course

of common struggle.

In the meantime, Teamsters in the Bay Area, who in
the past have been the strongest supporters of the San
Francisco Tactical Squad now are looking more sympa-
thetically upon students after having confronted the po-
lice forces during recent militant strike activities. The
signs of ambivalence still remain: one Teamster was
quoted as saying, "now 1 know why they call them pigs, "
but also said the police should be ovgr at the campus
"where the trouble really is". On the other hand, ano-
ther Teamster, speaking for a group of fellow workers in
a TV interview, said, "If the labor movement gets to-
gether with those college students, this tountry is going
to come to a crushing halt. "

Support the Rank and File

It is the job of anti-war activists, radicals and revolu=
tionaries to point out to workers who have been involved
in militant struggles (and their numbers are increasing
daily) the real connections between the war and their
own grievances. We must work on a consistent basis to
support militant rank-and-filesstrikes when they occur.
In the next few weeks, we'll be seeing walkouts by
horemen

Telephone workers, postal employees, long
and others who aré fighting back against inflation and
corporate arrogance. In addition, there may be work
stoppages against the war, organized by unions such as
the United Auto Workers.

Those who consider themselves part of the serious an~
ti-war movement must begin to address themselves to
s society. The Works

the most powerful social force in
ing class, female and male, black and white - when

conscious and organized - not only can bring this wart0

a halt, but can reorganize this society on a non-exploi-
NG tative, humane and democratic basis.
ud —
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The War Comes Home |

]

INTERVIEW WITH A PROFESSOR

IS: What kind of school is Kent State; where do most of
its students come from ¢
A: Kent is a conservative campus of about 1500 students
located in Northeast Ohio, Approximately one-third of
the students are commuters and almost all of them are
from Ohio. Most are what you would call middle -class,
although there are some working -class students, There
are a few hundred blacks. >

Kent is much more conservative than many colleges
and there has been very little political activity until
the past year. In fact, four years ago at an anti-war
demonstration, 1 had to wear sunglasses so that T wouldnt
hc‘uasill\ identified - anti-war sentiment was so unpop-
ular. One of my colleagues once said he could gather
more students to go over and fight in Vietnam than the
anti-war people could gather for a demonstration, and-"
I refused to bet him on it because I figured he would
win!
IS: When did political action start to develop?
A: 1 guess the first major incident occurred last spring
when SDS held demonstrations demanding the end-of
ROTC and opposing the development of a law enforce-
ment program at Kent. Oné of the demonstrations was
against the Oakland Police from California coming to
Kent to recruit. There were scuffles with the police, a
lot of arrests, and many students were suspended from
school. But activity died down after that until this fall.
IS: What happened then?
A: On October 15, several thousands participated in Mor-
atorium demonstrations, A UAW official gave a very
rousing anti-war speech which really excited the stud-
ents. A lot of people, including myself, hoped that this
was the beginning of cooperation between the students
and the workers ~ with a force like that demanding the
end of the war, it would have to end.
IS: Can you tell us about the recent outbreak that led
to the calling of the National Cuard?
A: The basic impetus came from the expansion of the
war in Cambodias There were a few other things in the
background, however. There had been a walk-out of
black students, who were at first suspended and finally
granted amnesty. A small group of supporters had to
undergo disciplinary hearings which were closed. About
a hundred students gathered outside demanding that the
hearings be opened, the police were called, and about

60 arrests were made.

Police Harrassment |

Some of these people, after being released on bail,
were immediately arrested again on new charges. Peo-
ple were very resentful of the police harrassment that
went on at this time. Even the official student leaders
who are extremely conservative wanted to set up a
committee to see that student rights were protected.

IS: When did demonstrations begin?

A: On Friday night, without any explanation, a curfew
was imposed on the dn\vnm‘ym\‘:rca. In response, the
kids spontaneously hc.gan‘”[(w break the windows of banks
and some local businesses on the main street. On Satur=
day at the request of the mayor, Covernor Rhodes cailed
in the National Cuard to the city That night, one of
the ROTC buildings was burned down, after which the
National (uard moved onto the campus.

IS: Did people try to talk to the National Cuard?

A: Yes, but it was almost impossible to do so. Attempts
were made to contact ( uardsmen, but they had their
bayonets drawn, and students were chased by some of
them and hit in the back with rifle butts. One student
was bayonetted. It was difficult for students even to
move on campus; any gathering was heayily gassed,

On Monday, word spread that there was to be a noon
demonstration in the commons against the war in Cam-
bodia. In the meantime. more ¢ uardsmen were called
onto campus. They took over the whole gym and set
up tents on the athletic ficld, which was located where
everyone coming onto campus could see them.

he university officials had refused to call off classe
the povernor wanted then to continue,
IS What hapg
A: The rally

:ned at the demaonstration

elatively peaceful, Fhe guard order-

AT KENT STATE

Kent State . . . William Schroed

ed the crowd to disperse, they refused, and tear gas

was fired. The students, who numbered about 100, re-
treated up a hill and were followed by about fifty
Cuardsmen with their bayonets drawn. At this time

there were a few stones thrown at the troops. Then it
looked as if the Cuard were walking away, when sudden-
1y about a dozen of them turned around in unison, knelt
down, and fired into the crowd.

No Warning

1S: Was any warning given?
A: Ng ther was no warning at all. At first, many stud-
ents (hbugh[ the shots were blanks, because no one real-
ized the Cuard was carrying loaded guns. Even the pres-
ident of the university claims he didn't know the guns
were loaded. Four students were killed - three were
dead on arrival at the hospital. Three more were in cri-
tical condition, although they are getting somewhat
better; one student is almost completely paralyzed.
Many more had minor wounds.
One-local radio station, right after the incident took
place, announced that two National ¢ uardsmen.had/
been killed and one student, This got out ovér the wite
services and played a role both in arousing the towns-
people and in keeping the students quiet by concealing
the fact that four students and only students had, in
fact, been killed,
IS Has any evidence been presented for the charge that
there was a sniper who fired at the  uards?
A:There have been various conflicting reports on this
story about a sniper. The whole idea is preposterous;
the sniper was supposed to have been in a building - if
a shot came from above, you wouldn't turn around and
fire at students on the ground, After the students were
fired upon, no effort was made to get into the building.
In fact, the Cuardsmen walked away afterwards and didn't
even call for ambulances - the students did that. - All
the students there, and even some lower-level univer=
sity officials, said that they did not see or hear a sniper.
There was a helicopter circling overhead which had

‘sent three Cuardsmen to search one building. But (very

indication is that a sniper was extremely unlikely - no
one heard anything, there were no volleys of shots, Ac-
tually most people thought the rally was over. One of
the girls killed had looked out of a building, saw the
¢ uard was leaving, and walked outside 1o go to her
next class,

A friend of mine who works on campus said it appear-
ed that the Cuard deliberately charged the kids, and this

has been confirmed by other eye-witness reports, She

pointed out that when an ar

ance finally did arrive,

er to where the

National ¢ uard were standing

<o

, 19, shot on

pus, died in hospital

with two stretchers covered with blankets, She had as-
sumed that someone there was hurt, but when they took
the blankets off, there were tear gas cannisters on the
stretchers.

The Guardsmen are very young and most of them were
both exhausted and terrified. They are very inexperienc~
ed and untrained and tend to handle any incident by
drawing their guns., A student who used to live in an off-
campus apartment is now staying with us and is avoid~
ing going out because of the harrassment, Even if you
are out during non-curfew hours, if you have a beard,
long hair, or an old rusty car, you'll be stopped.
1S: What was the immediate reaction in Kent?

A: Well, as ] said before, there was a local radio sta-
tion which kept repeating over and over that two guards=~
men had been killed. They stated repeatedly that their
news was carefully screened and had official approval,
and of course, everyone kept listening to local news in
order to find out what had happened. The whole city
was cut off, people couldn't travel at all - our children
were kept at school and we had no idea when they would
be coming home. All the university phones were cut

off = no calls could go in or out.

T'he city's only newspaper, which is owned by the
chairman of the Board of Trustees at Kent, had the
headline that evening: "Two Guardsmen, One Student
Dead in KSU Violence", All these people were taken to
local hospitals and it would have been a simple- matter
to check.
1S: Then you think there was a deliberate attempt to
cover up what had happened?

A: Yes. There was one Cuardsman who had fainted be~=
fore the whole incident and he was listed as being among
the wounded. i

Also, I didn't mention that one TV newscaster here
pointed out that one individual identified as a police
photographer was with the group of studénts and tha
was carrying a gun with him from which four bullets
were fired. There is a possibility that if any shots were
actually fired in advance, they came from this police
photographer. This individual is a law enforcement ma-
jor at the university, and when he testified before the
Security Commission on campus, he spoke of the demon-
strators as animals,
1S: I know that all the students have been told to leave
and that all the dormitory students have been sent home.
What is happening now among those remaining and amon,
the rest of the people in Kent?

A: 1t is hard to tell if classes are going to resume. The
liead of the Board of Regents in Ohio wants to have-

classes again - he thinks it will be a big victory for
the anti-war movement, The students who remain in
town are constantly harrassed, they're stopped on the

" (Con't on page 6)

I.S. SUPPLEMENT @ MAY 1970 P;A(,VE 3



NIXON IN CAMBODIA: =~

Anatomy of a

Richard Nixon's stated pretext for his invasion of Cam-
bodia was a desire to safeguard American troops = "dur~
ing the period of withdrawal” - by cleaning out the Cam-
bodian sanctuaries of the NLF. Nobody took this argument
very seriously.

The NLF has plenty of sanctuaries in Vietnam itself
which the US has never been able to elean out. If the
Cambodian sanctuaries represented such a threat, why
hadn't the US attacked them before? And in any case,
the NLF has never shown any desire to interfere with a
genuine US withdrawal.

A few days after the invasion, Secretary of Defense
Laird came closer to revealing the truth. It was not the,
sanctuaries, he said, but "international policy consider=
ations that have been involved. The political situation
changed and this opportunity was presented. " Later in
the same press conference, he repeated his remark: "We
did not ever have the political opportunity that we have
now. " (San Francisco Chronicle, May 7, 1970)

To understand exactly what opportunity he was talking
about, it is necessary to review the overall situation in
Southeast Asia prior to the US invasion.

Until the day the Sihanouk regime in Cambodia was
overthrown, there was a stalemate in the war. The NLF
has won the Vietnamese people; in a very real sense,
it is the de facto government of the vast majority of
the people of Vietnam. Nevertheless, the US is still
there - barricaded in the cities:and in its fortified en=
claves, isolated from most of the countryside, hated by
almost all - and yet its bombers are free to devastate
the nation at will. The US cannot win, but the NLF
cannot, by itself, expel the US either,

This military stalemate has been reflected in the dead-
lock at Paris (illustrating the basic bankruptcy of the
contention that negotiations in and of themselves could
end the war - independently of a resolution of the conflict
in the field or a settlement imposed by the imperialist
powers).

The US government can hardly tolerate a clear-cut
defeat. There is more than a kernel of truth to the fam-
ous "domino theory. " A victory for the Vietnamese peo-
ple would encourage other national libcration movements,
not just in Southeast Asia but around the world. The cred-
ibility of the US's hegemony over the underdevelaped
world would be severely compromised. US imperialism
would receive a major setback,

At the same time, the suwength of the US opposumn
at home has tied the hands of Nixon and the generals,

A wholesale escalation'to win the war simply by atomi-
zing Vietnam has been riled out by the anti-fvar move-

i
ment - which,

while not strong enough to hrin}:,‘mc war
to an end, has been distuptive enough to make the gov=-
ernment think twice about an uncamouflaged escalation.
. Nixon's strategy of " Vietnamization”
a kind of holding action,
meant a shift in the forms and focus of the war, not a
genuine withdrawal: a linfited replacement of US ground
troops by AR N forces; a.pull-back into enclaves, with
a greatly increased tempo of bombing inside South Viet-
nam replacing the search-and-destroy missions; a re-
routing of the B-52's from North Vietnam to Laos.

has amounted to

not a de-escalation. It has

!.\
Holding Action

“yietnamization” bought Nixon some of the timé he
wanted; after atmost a decade of war and with the anti-
war movement at an impasse, large numbers of people
were willing to grasp at a straw - they took Nixon at
his word and hoped against hope that a withdrawal was
really in progress. "Vietnamization” helped keep people
quiet, but, on the other hand, it offered Nixon orily
limited room for maneuver; he could not break the stale-
mate, and popular patience Inevitably would wear thin,
later if not sooner.

In this context, the overthrow of Cambodia's Norodom
sihanouk (the "Progressive Prince”) - whethet or‘g‘nmzed
by the CIA or not = was seen by the US military and the
Nixon Administration as presenting a "golden opportun=
ity" to demoralize the NLF.

sihanouk himself - a man feted in Moscow, Peking
and Hanoi who remained a good "personal friend" of
Democratic Senator Mansfield and other US notables -
was a King, put into power by French imperialism in
1941, over the head of some royal relatives. What Siha-
nouk called "Royal Socialism” everyone else calls "ab-
solute monarchy".

All the elected members of Cambodia's National As-
sembly were members of the Prince's Party, A few years
‘ago, he allowed all parties to run in an election and
then jailed all the Communists who were elected. His
power was based on the landlord class (including the
Erench rubber planters),

The giant landowners, several of them Sihanouk's

* relatives. keep thie Cambodian peasants in grueling pov-

erty - and the King was perfectly willing to bomb rebel-

lious peasant villages and then sénd in his army to bumn

them down, : .
fowever, Sihanouk made keeping Cambodia out of

the war the focus of his carcer. This he did by courting
both the capitalist and bureaucratic "Communist” blocs,
trying to play both sides against cach other.

While Sil

ouk was in power, he allowed the NLI

sizeable military sanctuaries along the border of South
Vietnam,

where after a raid they could rest and recup-

n Invasion

Kevin Bradley

Kit Lyons

erate, relatively free from attack sincerthe: US was re=
strained by the pressures at home and on the world scene
from auacking a neutral C[)ull"y.

This did not mean, of course, that the US refrained
from bombing the sanctuaries from the air. Saturation
bombing raids were repeatedly directed against the sus-
pected sites of the sanctuaries, But, as has been demon-
strated on many occasions, even saturation bombing of
an unmarked jungle has only limited effectiveness.

Sihanoukville

More important to the NLF than the sanctuaries, per-
haps, was the role played by the port of Sihanoukville,
The Cambodian Haiphong, this port, 150 miles from the
west of the frontier, is the major entry point for Russian
and Chinese ‘weapons. These come by sea and are trans-
pur[cd across Cambodia, thus supplying the Southern part
of South Vietnam with arms for the ?
bombing of the Ho Chi Minh trail could halt this flow

JF. No amount of

of arms through neutral Gambodia,

Thus, when Sihanouk was overthrown by hiis own gen-
erals, the NLF had to respond.
Nol said the coup had been organized because Sihanouk

The new regime of Lon

was giving too much leeway 10 the Conmimuniss inside
the NLF about
withdrawal of their troops from Cambodian territory, It
called for US
fact many of the very generals who made the coup d'etat
had earlier opened up warehouses in Sihanoukville to
profit from the trade in arms) threatened under US pres-
sure to close the port.

It seems likely that the NLF drive toward Phnom Penh,
was only designed to restore the

Cambodia, It began negotiations with

$ aid to beef up its army ~and (despite the

the Cambodian capital,
status quo, the Sihanouk regime. The Cambodian coun-
terparts of the NLF, the Khmer Rouge, are very small,
and given the antipathy between the Cambodians and the
vietnamese, it is doubtful that the NLF could use its
own cadres to carry out a social transformation in Cam-
bodia.

Also, the Pathet Lao in Laos has held back from a push
toward total'victory, despite the fact that most observ=
ers have been convinced that it could take control of
the Northern part of the country from the CIA's "Royal
Laotian Army” at any time. The NLF and the North
Vietnamese have apparently made a conscious effort to
avoid giving the United States any pretext for further
escalation.

A Sihanouk put back into power by the ‘\ILF and the
North Vietnamese would be more dependent on them
than ever before. But this does not mean that landlords
would be expropriated, the French plantation owners
driven out, businesses nationalized, etc. Cambodia
would remain a capitalist country with feudal flavoring -
but firmly allied} to the NLF a& North Vietnam.

Golden Opportunity

So far as the US was concerned, the overthrow of Si-
hanouk in itself was seen as an #mport4nt victory. Con-
versely, a Sihanouk return to power on the shoulders of
the NLF would have represented a big defeat - especial-
ly since most of the world has assumed that the US un~
derwrote the Lon Nol coup.

Not surprisingly, then, reports allege that Nixon ini-
tially was willing to trade the Cambodian sanclua?igi
for the regime of Lon Nol. According to Stuart Loory,

a Washington comespondent for the Times Post News
Service:

“After the downfall of Prince Norodom Sihanouk as
Cambodian ehief of state, Mr. Nixon had sent word se-
cretly to Hanoi through several channels that he would
respect the Cambodian sanctuaries in which the enemy
garrisoned 40, 000 troops if they would make no effort
to move out of the havens and threaten Ganbodia. ”
protestations to the contra ems 1o
reason to challenge the obyious assumption that the im=

11bodi

Nixon's tiure se

mediate preeipitant of the US invasion of €

was the fact that Lse troops fiad

Frand North Vit

he ludicrous

moved to within 1% milds of Phnom

and necessarily futile scarch for a secret
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quarters - abruptly abandoned after the first few days -
was no more than a feeble co

for the US effort to
prop up the tottering rule of the (enerals. The more re-
cent convoy up the Mekong River has brought that at-
tempt wholly out into the open.

However, it alss seems clear that Nixon and the foint

riefs have much more on their

ninds than simply the
safety of their two-bit Cambodian puppets, What they had

in mind was an American Tet, Tt

s was the "opportunity”
which they believed that the coup and the NLF response -u,
it presented.

what Nixon and his advisors envisioned was a swift,
showy victory, to galvanize some real support at home
and demoralize the NLF. ./fe hoped that by destroying
the Cambodian sanctuaries and cutting off the supply
of arms from Sihanoukville, he could throw the NLF off

balance and shift the stalemate in the direction of a much
stronger'US position - if nothing else, paving the way

for a negotiated settlement on much more favorable
terms.

As Nixon himself said, in answer to charges that ev-
ery previous escalation had also been intended to short=
en the war, the difference between his escalation and
those of Kennedy and Johnson was that his was more au-
dacious and dramatic. The Cambodian invasion was to

be the pay-off of the " Vietnamization" holding action,
_ the new departure he had bought time for,

“Dare to struggle, dare to win, " one ¢an almost im -
agine the President whispering to himself. "Seize the
time. ™ ¥
An American Tet
As the invasion proceeded, of course, it was not the

NLF that was demoralized, but the US troops and the
American people. The NL 1ply pulled back, har-

rassing and sniping at the vanguard of the invasion, but

has s

3 no real losses, US public relations officers have

scraped up some supply dumps to hoast about, but no

one lias been listening. In military terms, the invasion
has almost been a farce.

It is the anti-war movement which has undergone a
massive and dramatic escalation, The very people who
had accepted Nixon's word when he said he was trying

to end the war now turne ainst him doubly enraged.
Nixon's histrionics about becoming a one-term president
may well wwrn out to have been prophetic, but, much
more importantly, the focus of the movement hias ex-
panded well beyond the particular question of the fu-
tre of the Nixon Administration, i

The tide of rage that has swept back and forth across
the country in the wake of Cambodia and Kent State has
washed the myth of the "silent majority” into the gutter
of history. If the new upsurge of the anti-war movement
can be sustained, if the 400-odd campuses that have
been closed by strikes can he used to extend the move-
ment into the community and sink roots in the working
class, the Nixon invasion of Cambodia may indeed have
been a turning point.

In a real sense, the explosive popular response to the
invasion of Cambodia may prove to be an American
Tet - a precedent-setting vicjory for the American peo-
ple. \
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Democratic Party Politics:

A Long Road to a Dead End

This is the birth of our power. For the first time in
the history of the United States, students have forced a
governmental crisis. The administration in Washington
can no longer maintain its war policy abroad and peace
at home; the myth of its consensus is broken, the small
minority of dissenters has become an army.

This is an army that goes beyond letters to its con-
gressmen, marches in the streets, demonstrations at
Federal buildings. It is 2 movement that refuses to be
halted by miserable concessions of verbal rhetoric by
the President, or by the bullets of that President's sol-
diers.

We have reached the servicemen in the atm:m_.l forces,
and wreaked havoc with the loyalty and functioning of
the army. Washington has shown its hypocrisy and we
have shown our strength. We are growing every day.

We are reaching out to other segments of the society
whom we have never reached before. We finally have
our first real chance to reach working people across the
country.,

Moreover, we have organized this movenient on our
owin. No poli n, no university administrator, no
damagogue orpanized it for us. And yet, tragically,
prominent professors, national student leaders, and
othersave already taken up the old refrains about

channeliny their efforts into supporting Democrats in
tlie comgng Congressional elections, about subordinating
the anti-war moveiment to Democratic party liberals
who will vote against war appropriations, against this
and that aspect of the war.

T'lie Secretary of the Interior, Hickle, speaking from
a Republican standpoint, has even accused the President
of forcing an entire generation into the hands of the
Democratic party. It would be a horror if this were
true, i

However well-intentioned these pro-Democratic Par-
ty strategists may be, they are leading us down a long,
well-traveled road to a dead end. The problem we face
is not one of an individual evil man (Nixon) or a par-
ticular evil party (the Republican Party), but rather of
a whole soeial system that has made war not just in
Vietnam and Cambodia, in Laos and in Thailand, but
in Bolivia and Guatemala, in the Dominican Republic
and in Cuba,

The problem is that the United States government is
engaged in a world-wide struggle to dominate the un-
derdeveloped countries and arbitrate the fate of all man-
kind. There is method in the U. S. madness of world
oppression. That method is this. The United States is
the bastion of world capitalism. It does not matter to it
if it has little concrete economic interests ifisa’ particu-
lar country, if its geographical boundaries are not under
attack. It is its social hegemony that is threatened,

The American government in general, and the Dem-
ocratic and Republican parties in particular, are com-
mitted to the maintenance of capitalism as a social sys-
tem, of a society and an economy geared for exploita-
tion, for production for profit, not human needs. Their
day-to-day functioning is the solving of the various prob-
1ems this social system faces, of containing foreign
and domestic cpposition to it.

The Alliance for Progress, the Peace Corps, and for-

Hol ABOUT IT? THIS YEAR \T
WILL BE DIFFERENT, T PROMISE!

: ; Walt Castle

i

eign aid - no less than the war in Vietnam = are all
ways of maintaining that system on a world scale. Every
administration in the last thirty years has come into con-
flict with the desire’s of the peoples of the world for
freedom, regardless of the expressed desires or wishes

of the politicians or parties in office, They were all
bound by an ideological and institutional loyalty to a
system whose long -run interest was inimical to the ad-
vancement of the rest of the world.

The Democratic Party - even more than the Republi-
can, because people, especially working people, have
more illusions about it = is the chosen political instru~=
ment of the ruling class that runs American capitalism.
A vast vote-gathering machine, it is no more controllcd
by its "members” - i.e., people who vote Democratic -
than the army is controlled by the troops,

The Democratic Party apparatus is wholly owned and

-controlled by business, agribusiness, real estate, finan-
cial and military interests. The whole role of Democra-
tic Party liberals is not to challenge that apparatus but
1o suck people into it, to maintain the illusion that real
change can be brought about through the institutions of
the establishment.

This war will not be ended by electing “'good" men

to office,

ause defeat is not in the interests of those
who control'the Democratic Party, The war will be end-
ed only when this society is so diSrupted by the Ameri-
can people that the social costs of waging the war be-
come higher than the costs of losing it,

Ihe current drive to channel protest into electoral
politics within the Democratic party works to dissolve
our movement into the institution that created the war
in the first place. If we recognize that the social sys-
tem must be fundamentally altered, indeed, overturned
by our own independent efforts, then we must also real-
ize that such a transformation can only be carried out
outside of the boundaries of the Democratic’ Party.

Concretely, the cost of success in the Democratic
party is too high. The cost of "success” is failure. The
cost of success, that is, of election, is the reduction of
our program, of our opposition, to limits acceptable to
the system of which that party is a part. If you refuse
to abandon your program, you cannot "get anywhere"
inside that party,

If our strength is sufficient to move this government,
then it is sufficient to do it on our own (and only on our
own) and to do it without destroying the content of our
opposition, our intent to totally dismantle this system
and build it anew, so that no more Vietnams occur, so
that the people of the world will be able to make their
freedom in their own way.

We have learned one vital lesson, The only way of
influencing this system, of bringing any effective change
about, is through people il motion, Our goal must not
be to lead them into the passive pastures of the Demo~
cratic party.

If we are to restructure America from below, we must
change the consciousness of the American people. The
road to that change must be a road away from every
dead institution, every dead-end channel that has

" blocked us heretofore, must mean bringing people out

of the present rut of their lives, into the freedom-giv-
ing existence of their own independent activity.
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Women
and the War

Lois Weiner

The new escalation of the war in Southeast Asia
is not only an intensification of American imper=
ialism abroad, but also an attack on the working
class at home, It is working people who will pay
for the corporations' war through higher taxes, ex-
orbitant inflation, speed-ups, and layoffs. And
women workers, who hold the lowest-paying jobs,
usually in non-union service and clerical fields,
will pay even more.

what the war economy means to women workers
who on the average bring home paychecks 40%
smaller than those of men is that they will be
forced to stretch their already small earnings to
cover rising living costs as well as soaring'child-
care and maternity expenses.

The myth that women shouldn't work outside
the home and aren't capable of doing the same
work as men allows big business to doubly exploit
women. First women are paid less for the same
work which men do (or shoved into lower-paying
positions); second they are forced to use a sub-
stantial part of their meager wages for vital ser-
vices, like childcare, which the employer should
provide,

Most women work because they must. Almost
half support a household alone, and most of the

others work because their husbands’ earnings can't
be stretched to pay for necessities. Moreover,
when women work outside the home they're ac-
tually holding down two jobs at once, both of
them usually menial=~i.e., managing their own
homes, and working for someone else from nine
-to five,

The war economy means an added strain to wom-
en, who do the buying for the family, for now the
task of making ends meet is even harder. Finan-
cial tensions in working class families fall most
heavily on the women and make their job of hold-
ing the family together even more burdensome.

Students are beginning to realize that it is the
working class who can finally shut the society
down and end the war and war economy. And
women workers, who dominate the work force in
certain crucial sectors of the economy, such as
clerks in banks, telephone operators, and workers
in the electronics industry, can play an important
part in the struggle to end the war. Student strile s
can hurt the universities, but only the campus em=-
ployees, the vast majority of them women in
poor}y;paying clerical positions, can totally shut
them down,

Women's Liberation must direct itself to wom-
en workers, to mobilize them into struggle against
the system which denies all women the oppor-
tunity to fulfill themselves as human beings, ex=
ploiting their labor to pay for a brutal war in
Southeast Asia. By struggling against capitalism
Women's Liberation can hetp defeat the system
which opprésses' worrien, Vietnamese and other
Third world peoples, both home and abroad. By
directing the movement to working women and
mobilizing them to figlit for their social and ec-
onomic liberation, we can help shut down and
crush the system which is waging imperialist war.

The way to support other revolutionary move=
_ments is not by dissolving our struggle into theirs,
'but by building a revolutionary movement of work-
ing women here. Only women will raise and strug-
gle for women's demands, and we must not subor-
dinate that struggle to others. A revolutionary so-

K cialist women's movement based on its own de-
mands will aid all liberation struggles.

& .

STRIKE

CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1

had no vision of anything different began to stand up and
feel free. That, of course, is what a revolution is all
about,

But, it is a circumscribed sense of freedom, and-ev-
eryone knows it. It is circumscribed because so long as
the schools remain isolated in their protests, the Il'rec-
dom is only temporary and the protest is doomed to be
ineffective. Students all over have realized this, and
have begun to use their schools as a base to reach out
into the socicty-at-large.

Offices have been turned into bases of operation.
Typewriters are used to type up leaflets; mimeog:éph
machines to print them, using office paper. Rooms are
used for committee meetings; larger rooms for mass
meetings where democratic decisions are made.

It was because of all this that Reagan closed all the
state colleges and universities in California and that
governors and administrators nationwide have closed down
their campuses. The-takeover of schools and, in some
cases such as in Berkeley, the decision to run them dem-
ocratically - one man, one vote, students, faculty and
staff - plus the effort to reach out into the surrounding
community, was a threat to constituted authority. So,
schools were closed in hopes of dissipating the move-
ment. 3 ;

But it has pot dissipated; it continues to grow because,
for the first time in decades in American history, peo-
ple have some sense that by their united action, they
can exercise some political control. In most places stu-
dents have recognized the necessity of continuing the
struggle and of continuing to reach out. The question

is how, and to whom?

Classes in the schools must be kept from cont'inuing
for the rest of the year. The perspective, however,
should be not to close down the campuses, but to
open them up. Liberation classes should be set up to
teach people about the war, imperialism, capitalism;
the oppression d‘women. blacks, chicanos, Asians, In-
dians and workers; what a human socialist society would
look like, how it could be attained, and so on. Pedplc
from the outside~should be invited to these classes, and
some should be held at night so.working people could
attend them if they choose.

Meetings should continue to be held where basic pol-
itical decisions could be made about the direction of
the movement, and leadership should be elected, sub-
ject to immediate recall, to implement the decisions.

Moreover, the strike should‘be spread to other cam-
puses and to the community. The question has already
arisen, where in the community to go? A varie;y of)
answers have been given: churches, businessnitn, Work-
ers, ete. Each is seen as equally good as any other. Bur,
in fact, as some sections of the movement are begin-
ning to recognize, the place to turn for allies in the
struggle to make significant changes is toward the work-
ing class,

1t is working people who have had to face most di-

rectly the effects of the war: unaway inflation has forc-
ed workers' real wages down by 1. 47 since 1965, while
(after taxes
plants.

corporate profits have increased by 4.4
and inflation) in the same period: Specd-up in tie
an attempt to get more work out of the same peopls,
has often been at the expense of their health, not to
mention their nerves. Deteriorating safety conditions
present them with constant danger to life and limb.

The rate of inflation - § result of the war - threatens
to weaken America’s competitive position on the world
market, foreing U.S. corporations to lose customers
abroad and at home. "Consequently, inflation has to be
slowed down. Any effort to do so must involve either an
attack on prices (and profits), or on wages. Nixon has

“chosen the latter, and is trying to force down workers®

living standards in several ways. The tax burden has
been steadily shifted onto workers. Now withsthe new
drive into Cambodia, the government is talking about

a new tax boost. Needless to say, it will not be directed
at the corporations.

Nixon's artificial recession is planned to throw some
workers out of work and onto welfire, and to weaken
the bargaining position, and so drive down the wages,
of the others. The cutback in construction not only in-
creases unemployment, but it also drives up the cost of
buying or renting a house or apartment,

These actions are taken rather than freezing prices for
the same reason that this country is embroiled in South-
east Asia: the corporations control the government and
use it to maintain their profits and control over people
abroad and at home.

These factors lie behind the working class explosion of
this year: the GE strike, the San Francisco city workers'
strike, the postal workers® strike and the Teamsters'
strike, to mention only the more important ones, It is
not wild-eyed dreaming to turn to workers; many of them
deeply dislike the war, just as do students, and many
more of them dislike what the war is doing to their stan-
dard of living.

In addition, workers are not simply“<another large
mass of people. They have a strategic power by virtue
of the éosition they occupy in society. They make the
society run; they can stop it from running. The exam-
ple of struggle and united action has been given by
students who have begun to wring some small concessions
from the government. The workers can see that; what
they must be made to see is their much greater potential
power.

Already workers have begun to move: on [riday, the
UAW called a one-day work stoppage in Eoston; on the
same day Teamsters shut down Oakland. On Saturday
the Teamster strike spread to San Francisco and San
Jose; UAW and Western Electric workers in New York
walked out- others are expected to follow suit. The
California Nurses Association voted to'go out, as did the
postal workers in New York. There is much talk of new
strikes building all over the country.

Many of these strikes are not explicitly anti-war; they
are in opposition to the felt effects of the war. What is
undeniable, however, is the fact that workers are strug-
gling and that their struggle is coming to a head now.
The anti-war movement can link its struggle to theirs.
To do so, a program and an analysis must be projected
that relates the warand its causes to the oppression and
exploitation of working people. We have the opportuni-
ty now to build the kind of mass
really bring this war to an end.
not be lost. 2

movement that can
hat opportunity must

NO MORE WORK! NO MORE WAR! THIS SOCIETY
MUST NOT RUN AS LONC AS THE WAR GOES ON!

KENT

CONTINUED FROM PAGE 3

street, their houses are broken into; if they're on their
front porch during curfew hours, they're told 1o go in-
side or be arrested for curfew violation.

1S: There's been no possibility for a public meeting
then?

A: No.

IS; Do you think there will be a movement for a student
strike if they attempt to reopen school!

A: University officials are trying very hard to prevent
that. The faculty ¢
killings saying that the

1€ out with.a resolution after the
10 ¢l

would not go ba

unless the National Cuard was gone and it was safe to
0 back on campus. The Cuard is gone, but I don't '
think it is safe to go back on campus - the prosecuti ng
attorney will call in police if someone sneezes, Th

are trying to have a controlled faculty meeting.exclud-
ing teaching fellows and research fellows who had spo-
ken up strongly previously’

Student government leaders are completely derelict:
the only thing they have done was to issue a statement
asking that any information about participants in the
demonstration should be reported to the police. Many
students who would act won't be allowed by their par-
ents to come back, I anticipate that if classes do re-
sumie, an attempt will be made to bar all types of po-
litical activity.

The incident did radicalize the campus. It grew from
a demonstration of a few hundred students to an issue

that involved everyone, especially since the people

ici

Killed were not par pating. It forced the students to
recognize certain things about the leadership of this

country and the laws. .
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program in brief

We stand for socialism: collective ownership and
democratic control of the economy through work-
ers’ organizations, established by a revolution from
below and aimed toward building a classless society.
We stand for an internationalist policy, completely
opposed to all forms of class exploitation and in
solidarity with the struggles of all oppressed peoples.

We believe in socialism from below, not dispen-
sation from above. Our orientation has nothing in
common with the various attempts to permeate or
reform the ruling classes of the world, or with the
idea that socialism will be brought to the masses by
an elite. Socialism can only be won and built by the
working class and all other oppressed people, in
revolutionary struggle :

We oppose capitalism as a system of class exploi-
tation and as a source of racial and imperialist
oppression. In the interests of private profit and
corporate power, it presents itself in the United
States as a liberal/conservative ‘“‘welfare state,”
based on a permanent war economy. It promotes
unemployment, poverty, and racism; it violently
suppresses militant opposition. As an international
system of imperialism, U.S. capitalism struggles to
contain and absorb the colonial revolution, and
continually deepens the underdevelopment of satel-
lite economies.

I.S. is an activist organizz?}on which seeks to
build a mass revolutionary movement in the United
States, to train revolutionary socialists, and to
develop socialist theory to advance that movement.
We see ourselves, not as the revolutionary leader-
ship, but as part of the process of developing ic, we
work toward the building of an American revolu-
tionary, socialist party -a party, based on the work-
ing class, which can provide the leadership necessary
for the revolutionary seizure of state power by the
working class.

We regard the working class, female and male,
black and white, blue collar and white collar, as
potentially the leading revolutionary force in soci-
ety. We see great promise in the new militancy of
the labor movement, including the emergence of
black workers’ organizations.

We support uncompromising struggles by rank
and file forces against racism and bureaucratism in
the labor movement, and against the subordination
of the workers' interests to the demands of the
state. In places of work, we fight to build workers
political consciousness, and to link their movement
with the struggles of oppressed peoples in this soei-
ety and internationally. We regard the development
of a new radical party based on rank and filc
workers' arganizations ds 4 giant step in the political
independence of the working class and in the co-
ordination of all insurgent forces =

Workers, organized as a class. can stop bourgeois
society dead in its tracks. More importaitly, they
can organize society on a new basis, that of revolu-

tionaiy socialism, In the course of*doing so, they
will create new instruments of democratic power,
just as the workers of Paris created the Commune in
1871, the workers of Rissia the Soviets in 1905 and
1917, and the workers of Hungary the Workers’

"Councils in 1956. Our conception of socialism is

bound up with such organizations, which embody
workers’ control of industry and the state

We stand together with the struggles of black
people and other oppressed minorities for liberation.
We support armed self-defense, independent self-
organization of the ghetto, and the right of self-
determination for the black community. We look
to a future coalition of black and white workers;
‘however, blacks cannot allow their struggle today
to be subordinated to the present level of conscious-
ness of white workers. i

We work to build the movement for women's
liberation, beth in society at large and within the
radical movement. We support the formation of
independent women'’s organizations, in which wom-
en will work out the organizational and program-*
matic forms of their struggles. Within these organi-
zations, we push for an orientation towards organiz-
ing working class women.

Women’s oppression is bound up with the exploi-
tation of labor in all class societies; thus the struggle
for women'’s liberation can only be won as part of a
broader struggle for a socialist society. We do not
counterpose women'’s  participation in their own
liberation to their participation in revolu-
tionary socialist organizations. But women’s liber-
ation will not result automatically from socialist
revolution; women must build their struggle now,
and continue it after a revolution, if they are to be
free under socialism. This struggle, like that of other
oppressed peoples, will itself be one of the forces
which will begin to shake the capitalist order.

The struggles of students and young people
against imperialist wars, and against education and
training designed to make them the agents or passive
victims of oppression, likewise are shaking society.
We participate in these struggles not only for their
own sake, but also because they will help bring
other sections of the population, including young
workers, into motion.

We are part of the international movement
against impenialist exploitation and aggression. Ve
support popular revolution against American domi-
nation, and fight for the withdrawal of American
troops from all foreign lands. In Vietnam, we favor
the victory of the NLF over the imperialists—but we
believe that the new regime will ¢stablish bureau-
cratic class rule. not a socialist society

We believe that no existing regime can be called
socialist. On a world scale, the “socialist’” countries
constitute a system of _ regimes and movements in
different stages of development, but witii 2 common
ideology social onigin. In place of capitalism,

this system has achieved, and now aims at, not the
abolition of class society, but 2 new type of class
system.

In some areas (e.g. France and Indonesia), the
official Communist parties—both “‘Soviet® and “Chi-
nese” —have held back mass energies, in a search for
power through maneuvers at the top. Elsewhere,
these movements have been able to organize im-
mense popular energies in revolutionary opposition
to the capitalist state. but the leadership of these
movements does not organize the working class to
seize power for itself, nor does it intend to establish
a regime in which the masses themselves rule.

The revolutionary struggle expels capitalist im-
perialism and expropriates the native capitalist class,
but the leadership aims at a social system in which
that leadership constitutes a ruling class through its
control of the state which owns the means of pro-
duction, and through the repression of independent
workers’ organizations. Thus, where successful,

) these movements have placed in power, not the

v:mkmg class, but a self-perpetuating bureaucratic
Class.

Taking power in backward countries, these re-
gimes have based their attempts to industrialize
(successful or unsuccessljul) on the crushing exploi-
tation of workers and peasants. In all such cases,
popular discontent reappears, but the struggle of the
masses cannot be carried forward through the ruling
party, but only in revolutionary opposition to it.
This system is no less class-ridden, and in its fully
developed form (as in the USSR) no less im perialist
than capitalism.

In these countries we support and identify with
the struggles—sometimes organized, more often not
—of rank and file forces for their socialist birthright.
We believe that socialism cannot be achieved in
these countries without the overthrow of the ruling
groups.

In all countries we advocate revolutionary strug-
gles as sparks for the ‘world revolution—it alone
offers the solution to the problems of poverty and
underdevelopment, which cannot be overcome in
the framework of a single country. But this inter-
nationalist perspective itself depends on the mass
struggles for liberation in individual countries,
whether against capitalist or bureaucratic regimes.
In the bureaucratic states as under capitalism,
socialism means only a revolution in which the
working class itself overthrows its exploiters and
directly rules the state.

Basing its work on the ongoing worldwide strug-
gles against oppression and the ideas of revolution-
ary Marxism, [.S. seeks to build a socialist move-
ment which is both revolutionary and democratic,
working class and internationalist: an international
struggie in which the world’s masses can fight fo:
power and win a new world of peace, abundance,
and freedom that will be the foundationstone of
classless communist society.
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Violence

Q

and Social Change ...

The shooting of four Kent State students by National
Guardsmen last week, together with the often comba-
tive demonstrations staged across the country in response
to the invasion of Cambodia, poses sharply the question:
does violence help or hinder movements of protest poli-
tics? =

when people express skepticism about the efficacy
of violence in promoting social change, the image of
violence that is usually foremost in their minds is that
of individual acts of terrorism or sabotage. Terrorism
as a political strategy has been much in vogue lately
among would-be radicals. In Berkeley over the past
three years, more than a hundred power-line blowups
and similar acts have been attributed to, and sometimes
even claimed by, radicals. The Weatherman bombings
in New York City a few months ago dramatized thé at-
tractiveness of terrorism to some elements in the New
Left.

Terrorism--hysteria-creating acts of violence carried
out by individuals in isolation from any mass movement
--expresses the politics of frustration. It's no acei ident
that the ideology of terrorism--first discredited more
than 50 years ago--has been resurrected in this country
at a time when the anti-war movement was faltering,
the student movement seemed to be heading into a dead
end, and prospects for building a mass radical movement
in this country appeared (to more pessimistic activists)
to be virtually nil. Terrorism is the last resort of those
who see no way of altering for the better a society they
correctly perceive to be in crisis.

A chief stumbling block preventing the growth of
mass movements is the conviction of ordinary people
that no matter how bad things are, there is no way that
they can improve their condition by their own self-ac-
tivity. This conviction of powerlessness is inculcated by
capitalist society, reinforced by the schools, the media,
and the job environment. For its own protection, capi-
talism attempts to instill in the vast majority of people
a sense of docility and passivity. For example, electoral
politics is structured in such a way as to induce the pop-
ulace to rely on charismatic heroes, rather than their
own initiative, for the solution of social problems.

Terrorist acts carried out by individuals as a substitute
for mass action reinforce people's feelings of impotence.
The political message conveyed by such acts is: don't
struggle for yourselves, struggle vieariously by identify=
ing with this heroic individual act. But vicarious strug=
gle is just a euphemism for not struggling at all. That's
why Lenin always referred conternpmously to terrorists
as "liberals with bombs. " \_

Terrorist acts express liberal politics in another sense
as well, Individual acts of violence against the author-
ities say, in effect, that the trouble with the world is
that bad guys are in power, and must be deposed. After
a police -station bombing in San Francisco killed sever=
al policemen, an underground.newspaper interviewed peo-
ple in the neighborhood about the bombing, The an-
swers centered on the personal character of the cops
who were killed. A typical response was: "The desk
sergeant was a good guy, so it was;?«ﬁ(arma to bump
him off. " The bombing diverted attention away from
the social role of the police.

In response, Marxists have always pointed oul that it
is the social system that's the problem, not thie indi-
viduals who staff that system, If you assassinate the czar,
you don't get democracy, you get another czar. 1f you
assassinate Nixon, you get Agnew, and so on.

An even more telling objection to individual acts
of frustration is that they presuppose the futility of mass
action. The idea lurking behind terrorism is that since
there is no chance of winning the vast bulk of the Amer=-"
ican people to the side of the movement, the only av-
ailable mode of protest is individual heroism.

Not surprisingly then, the nationwide eruption of
protest triggered by the invasion of Cambodia has les-
sened the political appeal of the ideology of terrorism.

At the other extreme from terrorism, which charac-
teristically glorifies violence in the abstract, is pacifism,

" which abstractly condemns all forms of violence, irres-
pective of the social context in which violence occeurs.

The absolute rejection of violence as a tactic for the,

~
movement is associated with roughly the following pos-
ition: violence breeds more violence. lesponding in

kind to a violent attack leads to a violent counter-at-
tack, and another violent rejoinder in turn. The only
way to break that vicious circle is to step outside it by
refusing to engage in violence of any kind. Applied to
politics, this position entails that the way to create a
non-violent society is to build a principled non-violent
movement.

The trouble with pacifist theories is that they neces-
sarily fail to explain adequately the causes of violence in
the world today. Nothing is explained by saying that vi-
olence or aggression is engrained in human nature like
some sort of original sin. Violence is rooted in the clash
of conflicting social interest. The precondition of a tru-
ly non-violent society is the creation of a society that
is based on the elimination of the social antagonisms that
are the most fundamental causes of social violence.

Meanwhile, back in the world we inhabit today, it is
not the case that all men can be won over to progressive
ideas through peaceful persuasion as pacifists suppose.

" The people who control this society have different in-

terests than the rest of us--they have a stake in remain-
ing in power, for instance=-and they will use all the vio-
lence at their disposal whenever violence is needed to
maintain their position at the top of society.

The Vietnam War demonstrates the genocidal steps
that America's rulers are willing to take in order to

preserve capitalism as a world system. The task of thEsem

who desire world peace is to build 2 movement that can
force the ruling class to stop the war and dismantle the
imperialist war economy. Any such movement will be
attacked by the police forces of the state and to shrink
from self-defense and confronting the police is to give
up the struggle.

Those who eschew all violence as a tool of the move-
ment fail to discriminate adequately between violence
harnessed to a mass im against opp and
violence employed by those wha. benefit from that op-
pression and seek to sustain it. Nobody in his right mind
wants peace at any price. One way to obtain a peace-
ful world would be for everybody who suffers from in=~
justice--from Vietnamese peasants to American workers-
-to give up struggle and accept an unjust status quo.

But such a world, though peaceful, wouldml
nightmare.,

The goal of the anti-war movement must be not just
peace, but peace-and-freedom. Where viclence is
necessary in order to defend social movemegts working
towards a truly free and just society, it is immoral to
abstain from the .use of violence. When the Bolsheviks

in 1918 were accused of using the same terrorist methods
as the counter-revolution, Trotsky stated this point
forcefully:

"Th'c terror of Tsarism was directed against the pro-
letariat. The gendarmerie of Tsarism throttled the work=
ers who were fighting for the socialist order. Our extra-

ordinary commissions shoot landlords, capitalists and
»enerals who are striving to restore the capitalist order.

Do you grasp this d;stmnnon" Yes” For us communists
it is quite sufficient; "

Burning a bank is not the same as napalming a3iet-
namese village. Trying to disrupt a university or a draft
board is not the same as trying to destroy a country or a
people. Panthers organizing to liberate black people is
not the same as police organizing to annihilate the Pan-
thers. And breaking the windows of an Administration
building is not the, same as killing or bayoneting demon-~
strators.

.

Liberation or Oppressibﬂ

Organized self-defense or even an aggressive, disrup-
tive demonstration is not terrorism, There is violence
and then there is violence. Liberation is not the same as
oppression.

Non-violence may often prove to be a useful tactic
in many circumstances, particularly where people’s
understanding of the system they are fighting is con=
fused or where the adoption of militant tactics would
yield a military disaster. A non-violent sit-in that gal-
vanizes thousands of people against some evil may be
preferable to a combative demonstration that attracts
only a few hard-core radicals.

No tactic is sacred and no principle says that a move-
ment must be disruptive at all times. The criterion for
deciding what tactic to adopt is simply: will it succeed
in building the movement, in raising popular conscious=
ness? :

The recent anti-ROTC demonstrations on the Berkeley
campus provide a case in point. On April 15, thousands
of students staged a militant march against 0TC head-
quarters and barttled the police with rocks for four hours
after police attacked with clubs and tear gas to disperse
the crowd. However, in subsequent days the demonstra=
tions lost their political focus and almost took on the
character of a rumble against the police.

Some vandalism ensued which was not directed at any
political target--for example, the breaking of windows
at random throughout the campus. This minor vandalism
provided the pretext for indiscriminate denunciations of
the demonstrations for their "violent” character, and
many students were sufficiently confused by these de-
nunciations to abstain from the struggle. The “trashing”
of university buildings was politically mistaken precisely
because it allowed people to confuse the central ques-
tion posed by the militant demonstrations: namely,
the right of the movement to defend itself from police
attack. !

When a mass demonstration against R0TC is confront-
ed by the police whose basic social role is to defend in-
stitutions like ROTC, the protesters hz;\h basically three
options: (1) go home; (2) submit passively to arrests and
beatings at the hands of the police; or (3) continue the
demonstration and defend themselves as best they can
from the cops.

Alternative (1) means giving up the struggle. Alterna-
tive (2) in effect puts the demonstrators at the mercy of
the police and grants the legitimacy of the state's use

of police against the movement. Neither is an appropri-

, ale response to police violence.

The right of a massmovement for social change to
use whatever force is necessary and appropriate in order
to achieve its goals is not intuitively obvious to people
newly drawn into social struggle., At a mass meeting of
15, 000 students, faculty and staff to organize a strike on
the Berkeley campus against the invasion of Cambodia,
hundreds booed whenia speaker suggested that it will
be necessary for the movement to fight in order to win
the political freedom to organize on the campus against
the war.

Very quickly, in the course of the struggle itself, those
who hissed will learn that the violence of this society
perpetrated at home and abroad arises from its social
structure. In order to eliminate violence from this soci-
ety, it will be necessary for the ordinary people of this
society to revolutionize that defective social structure--
by any means necessary.
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Often workers who were careless enough to voice dissat-
isfaction with picce work at union meetin
1ed on charges of eng 1 in a "slow-down".

The UE war policy was made

were expel -

xplicit by Harry Bridges,
longshore leader and ranking Stalinist spokesman, when

h before the San Francisco CIO Council, he
, “To put it bluntly, 1 mean your unions today
must become instruments of speed-up of the v.ork;ng
people of America. " In a short time, wages in UE-or-
;amzed plants were among the lowest in the CIO.

Under the influence of round after round of anti-labor
measures, profits boomed as never before, The most
successful businessmen were able to raise their average
after-tax profits 200 to 300 per cent above pre-war i
levels. Workers® productivity increased during the war
by more than 25 while wages rose less than 1%,

with a government-imposed wage freeze, and infla-
tion induced by the war economy, real wages plummeted
downward. Cains fought for and won in the early days
of the CIO were lost, sometimes irrevocably, As living
standards declined, the number of strikes closely follow-
ed profits in an ascending spiral. This new rash of strikes
was but a foretaste of the post-war strike 'wnve.

The end of the war was preceded by a wave of wild-
cat strikes during 1944 and 1945, While the war was
still on, workers had to fight not only the government
and their employers, but the unabashedly frank alliance
with them into which their own unions had entered. Al=
though workers had fought hard to maintain their'stan-
dard of living during the war, their efforts were hamper-
ed by the no-strike pledge, a wage-freeze, and inces-
sant patriotic propaganda in the bourgeois press. The
war-time strike wave gave warning that old grievances
would soon be settled.

The end of the war brought with it the specter of mass
unemployment, thus fueling an already-tense situation.
During the less than four months between the surrender
of Cermany and the surrender of Japan, more than one
million workers were laid off. Within a month after the
war ended, more than two million additional workers
had been forced out of work.

V-J Day swept away the last restraints and ushered in
the greatest labor offensive in American history. In the
year after the war ended, over five million workers par=
ticipated in strikes in all major industries. This strike
wave came closer to a general strike than anything the

US has ever witnessed.

The Communist Party had seriously misjudged the mood
of the working class. Even before the war had ended, the
Daily Worker, organ of the CP, had begun to press._for
the adoption of a permanent peacetime no-strike pledge.
A permanent pledge, so the argument went, would
make production continuous and thus ensure a steady
wage for all workers, i

This orientation inevit
the CIO.
to pick it up. No less quickly, Albert Fitzgerald, UE

y found repetition within

Such labor sava tlarry Bridges were quick

president, began arguing for retention of the no-strike

pledge after the war. In a 1945 speech before UE memni-
bers in Minneapolis, subsequently reported in UE News ,
Fitzgerald stated,

As far as I am concerned, the no=
strike pledge was not made just for the duration of the
war, " (
Even though they wished to follow their old course,

UE officials were subject to the same tensions which he~
set every other union bureaucracy. Under pressure from
the rank and file, UE leaders were forced to adopt at

least a verbal militancy. In this atmosphere, union

posts could only be retained by acquiescing to the demand
for action. in short, leaders could either ride the crest
and accede to the strike demand, or be swept out of of -

fice, ~

Open the Books

The strike against Ceneral Motors in 1946 was the out-
standing strike of this period, In af ¢ffort to regain ground
lost during the war, the strikers, led by Walter Reuther,
demanded that wages be increased without any price in-
creases by the corporation. The workers hoped to raise
the level of real w ages, and to slow down or stop infla-
tion, which had been playing havoc with their incomes

throughout the war. This could only be done if their
gains were not-eaten up by a new round of price increas-
es set off by GM. When the industrialists complained of
their inability to meet this demand, the strikers demand-
ed that ¢:M open the books, and try to prove its case.

The central demands of the CM strike: “Wage increas-
and "Open the books of the
corporation, " went far beyond the usual strike issues of
wages and hours, The strike linked together wages, pri-
ces, and profits, challenging traditional methods of in-
dustrial decision~-m
right of the capitalists to fix the rate of profit.

The logic of these dernands went even further. Ulti-

es without price inreases, "

«ing, and questioning the exclusive

mately they raised the prospect of the direction of the
entire economy by organiz€d labor. If the corporations
proved themselves incapable df raising wages without
setting off a round of price increases harmful to the en-
tire population, if they were incapable of running the
economy without throwing it into chaos,. the logic of
the strike demanded that the unions call for the nation-
alization of industry under workers’ control.

Although the conservatism of the UAW leadership pre-
vented them from pursuing this logic to its conclusion,
the GM strike nonetheless remains the most political

. strike in the history of the American labor movement.

For 113 'days, one of the largest of industrial giants was

tract tended to be the basis on which (M and the other
employers pressed for an end to the strike. By their ac-
tions, UE officials betrayed not only their own member=-
ship, but the UAW workers as well.

This attempt to break the GM strike was not an isola=-
ted event. During the period of the People's Front, and
the Second World War, Stalinists in the CIO had also
acted as scabs and strikebreakers. Never breaking
with their reactionary, anti-labor policies of the past,
the UE leaders simply extended.them into'the post-war
period. /

However, the overriding' consideration which motiva~
ted UE officials was the artitude of the Communist Party

G.E. MACHINE-GUN SHOP AT SPRINGFIELD ARMORY

completely shut down.

The role of UE officialdom in the CM strike was any-
thing but salutary. The GM strike was only one of a num -
ber of strikes called in virtually every basic industry. The
CIO, however, failed to coordinate these strikes, so that
the workers' full power was not applied simultaneously
throughout industry. The UE was a prime offender in

this regard. The 275, 000 UE workers in the electrical
industry were scheduded to go out a full two months af-
The GM strikers were

ed to bear the full force of the back-to-work movement

ter the auto workers, thus allow-

initiated by Trumman and the bourgeois press,
Betrayal

Even worse, the Matles-Emspak leadership refrained

from calling out the 30, 000 UE workers in the Ceneral
Motors Electrical Division. These workers were to be
called out with the rest of the workers in the electrical
industry, two months after auto workérs in the same
plant had gone out on strike. Even the most ¢lementary
considerations of labor solidarity dictated a differegt
course, but UE officials remained adamant even‘after
CIO officials had issued a public strike appeal to the
UE workers, Matles and Emspak thus prevented the auto
workers fron1 applying maximum pressure against CM.
These Stalinist officials proved, if nothing clse, that
they knew how to be first-rate scabs.

Following close on the heels of this betrayal, the UE
bureaucracy was to match it with another. CIO leaders
at first demanded a 30% increase in wages in each of
the strikes in which their unions were involved. Under
pressure, this demand was scaled down to a minimum
increase of 19 1/2 cents an hour.

10 the third month of the GM strike, after electrical
workers had been out less than one montl, UE officials
negotiated a settlernent with ¢M behind the backs of 1
other strike leaders. james Matles met secretly in De-

teoit with representatives of Ceneral Motors., There he
agreed to a wage increase of 13 1/2 cents an hour, a
full one cent-an-hour less than the UAW was demanding,
thercby accepting a wage increase below even the min-
imum demand of the strike and fa: less than the origin-
al demand.

The premature UE settlement helped to boost back-to
work pressure, and deprived the auto workers of valuable
material aid during the strike. For the second time since
they went qut, ['AW workers were forced to watch as the
electrical workers crossed their picket lines and returned
to work. In addition, the Matles settlement cut the ground
from under the other striking unions, since their new con-

to Walter Reuther, UAW leader in charge of the GM
strike. Originally in league with the Stalinists, Reuther
had parted company with them in 1939, By 1946, they
and Reuther were fighting each other for control of the
union. From the start, the CP fraction in the UAW had
attempted to cool off the strike. The Party wished to
undercut Reuther's position by making it appear that he
had bungled the strike. With Reuther discredited, their
only formidable opposition in the UAW would have been
out of the running. To this end, the CP was perfectly
willing to let their followers in the UE sell out the auto
workers.

The striking thing about UE's conduct in the GM
strike is that it occurred several months after the CP's
highly advertised, post-war "left turn". It occurred af-
ter Earl Browder, national secretary since 1929, had
been expelled for leading the Party on a "revisionist”
course - after a new program had been adopted which
promised a return to "Marxisin-Leninism” and "mili-
tant struggle” in the workers' interests.

Despite its blatantly reactionary and unpopular prac=
tices, the UE bureaucracy was able to retain power dur-
ing the war years. In this, it was aided by Phillip Mur-
ray, president of the CIO,

Murray was not a Stalinist, and, *during the interval
when the Hitler-Stalin Pact was in effect, had frequent
skirmishes with CPers in the CIO. After the German in-
vasion of Russia, American and ?ussian imperialism,
while still in conflict, formed a marriage of convenience
1o fight a common enemy. When this turn was reflected
in the CI10, Phillip Murray once again became the
staunch, though silent, ally of the CP.

If the UE leaders and Stalinists like them in the rest
of the labor movement, were able to retain their union .
posts, it was only because they had the tacit support of
Murray. Workers were never able to break this all.(am:\,
While it cxisted, it prevented wides pread discontent
fron: breaking into effective action.

With the end of the Second World War, however,
American and Russian imperialism ceased to be bound
Jogether by the pecessities of self-preservation, Interna-
tionally, the Cold War was coming on apace. As the
East-West gulf widened, it altered the stance of the

American Communist Party. The Soviet Union wished
to extend its war-time alliance with Western cajitalism
into the post-war period. This required the CP i adopt

a "left” course, in order to apply pressure to the Demo-
cratic Party and the government to preserve the »1d al-
liance.

The Moscow-Washington split was mirrored in the
CIO. Largely because the CIO had always been 2 major
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Union pickets clash with scabs at a General Electric plant in Schenectady, New York

i
arena of CP involvement, the Cold War was [o‘(ake its
first victims in the labor unions. For its part, the CIO
Executive Board took the first tentative steps to remove
Stalinists from positions of power, inaugurating a fierce
faction fight, In this way, Murray and the other "labor
statesmen” were to demonstrate once again their ex-
treme semi’!ivuy to the needs of world capitalism,

The guiding consideration of both Murray and the
Stalinists was the desire to preserve their power, and
with it their control over the workers. Different purposes
motivated them both, but these purposes could only be
served by the maintainance of their power. In this may
be seen the essential identity between Murray and his
opponents,

The CI10 and the Cold War

Once they had been allies, and hadhelped each other
to preserve their union positions, lfowever, that was pos-
sible only when the different goals which they served
had been compatible, Now, these goals were antagonis-
tic, and each moved to deprive the other of his power.
The CIO was not large enough to contain within itself
support for fival inlpcrialisms.‘

In his campaign to drive the CP from the CIO, Murray
was emboldened by the victory of the Reutherites over
the Stalinist faction in the UAW. lecuther’s accession to
the presidency was an important ,nrcéundvuon for Mur~
ray's success, since it strengthened his position consider-
ably. On the other hand, the Matles-Emspak leadership
of the UE was at a disadvantage. When confronted with
the extent of CP domination, of union affairs, these of-
ficials feebly lamented Khat;"rhcy were being red-baited.

Disgraced by their conduct during and after the war,
they were incapable of mounting a vigorous campaign
in their own defense. Instead they prepared to take the
UE out of the CIO. The climax of the faction fight was
reached when Matles demanded that the CIO Execu-
tive Board protect UE autonomy and guarantee that
the UE would not be raided by other CIO unions. UE of=
ficials attempted to back up their demands by threaten=
ing to withhold tiie-per-capita tax owed to the CIO,
This threat constituted-sufficient grounds for .x‘:xpuliiolj
and Murray rcsp()nc(cd by suspending the UE. !

The final stage: of the-fight consisted of bureaucratic
maneuvering in ‘which Murray assured himself of suffi-

- cient strength at the coming eonvention in q:_dcr to deal
with the UE as he pleased. Once support was obtained,
the outcome of the proceedings could orly bé anti-cli= .
mactic. 5

A-short time later, the 1949 CIO convention met, and
declared that positions of union responsibility were not
compatible with membership in the Communist Party,
specifically naming, and expelling, the UE and one
other union. =

Expulsion would probably have occurred in any case.
However, the UE not ofily provided the pretext for the

- split by threatening to withhold the per-capita tax, but
thereby der d that the leadership was willing
to split the union and the CIO, rather than risk losing
their positions of power. Thus while the UE was expel-
led from the CIO, it was already half way out under its
own power. Its officials didn’t bother to show up at the
convention to defend the union against the pending ex-

pulsion,

Within the next year, some ten unions were to be ex- -

pelled from the CIO. These Stalinist unions were ex-
pelled not because their leaders had engaged in anti-
labor practices (with this criterion Murray and the rest
of the CIO tops should have been expelled as well),
but because their politics could no longer be tolerated,

The expulsions represented the opening round of the
Col@&War, as well as the final bureaucratization of the
CIO. The center of power had long since moved up-
ward from the ranks; now it came to rest exclusively
in the leaden rumps sitting on the Executive Board.

After 1949, UE strength in the electrical industry
rapidly disintegrated, and membership in the union de-
clined at a fantastic rate, Even before the split in the
CIO, the policies pursued by UE officials had driven
over 100, 000 workers from the union in less than a year.
After the split, membership continued 0 dwindle, and
the UE was particularly vulnerable to raiding by other
unions. Because of its.past record, the union lost many
workers to a new CIO affiliate, the International Union
of Electrigal Workers.

The UE's former hegemony in the electrical industry
was replaced by a crazy quilt amalgam of thirteen un-
ions: The fight which began in the CIO was simply car-
tied to a mew arena, and continued after the split. For
twenty years, these thirteen unions fought an exhausting
fratricidal war, in which the only possible victor was
General Electric. To this day, workers have not been
able to overcome the legacy of UE officials; wages in
the electrical industry are among the lowest of all pro-
duction line industries, a tribute both to CE's power and
to factional war.

ecent events, however, have made this conflict in-
tolerable for rank-and-file members. The inflation
normally connected with the permanent waf économ‘\‘
was exaggerated by the war in Vietnam. Dating from
the early sixties, war-induced inflation and taxation
began seriously encroaching on workers' incomes. As
real wages fell rapidly, the incidence of wildcat strikes
and job actions increased.

New Coalition

Inevitably, along with this increase in the level of
rank-and-file militancy, an end to union in-fighting
and a defense of workers® living standards was demand-
ed from the officials. This paved the way for unity be-
tween the labor bureaucracies in the electrical indus-
try.

At the top, the thirteen-union cealition was made
possible when James Carey was booted out of the TUE
presidency in 1965, Carey had been UE president until
defeated by the Stalinists, and was a major obstacle to
UE-1UE rapproachment. In turn, Carey's defeat was a
direct reflection of the new militancy in the union
ranks. By 1966, the coalition had been forged, and the
GE strike marked its first test on a national level,

Of all the old-line UE officials, only Julius Emspak
has disappeared from the bureaucracy. Fitzgerald and
Matles are still the union's two top officers. Recent ex-

perience demonstrates their inability to learn new tricks.

The contract they obtained during the CE strike provides
a good example.

The wage package negotiated by union officials,
chiefly under the direction of James Matles, will do
little to improve the living standard of GE workers. Th=
toral wage increase provided by the settlement amounts
to slightly more than 7% a year. This “increase” is bare-
1y enough to keep up with inflation. But GE employees
already make about 2 dollars an hour less than other
production line workers, so their living standard at best
will remain at its present depressed level,

Ever since 1965, when the war in Vietnam was esca-
lated, setting off;xe current inflation, union officials »
have proven themselves incapable of fighting for wage
increases which are sufficient to meet the rising infla-
tion. Foreign to their functioning is any attempt t0 im=
prove real wages. UE officialsiate no exception to this
general trend,

Along with wages, working conditions have rapidly
deteriorated during the past few years. Because of this,
one of the most popular demands of #e strike called for
an effective grievance procedure. This demand was nev-
er taken up by union officials, however, and was not
included in the contract. In the coming years, union
members will have to fight work speed-ups, and unsafe
conditions without the aid of a real grievance procedure.

Apother major issue of the strike was GE's practice
of maintaining wage differentials, both sexual and re-
gional. Women in GE plants, like women throughout
industry, have always received a fraction of the wages
paid to men. When the strike began, the UE-IUE coa=
lition at first demanded an end to this practice. This.
demand, however, was never taken seriously, and was
never publicized during the strike. It was added to the
list of demands merely as window-dressing, and was one
of the first to be dropped by union officials.

A similar wage differential is maintained by GE be-
tween its plants in the North and those in the South. In
fact, GE has developed the practice of moving its fac-
tories to the South where a relatively unorganized, poor=
ly-paid supply of labor can be obtained. Union leaders
at first demanded an end to this practice, but soon
dropped the issue. It too proved to be little more than
a window-dressing in the minds of UE officials.

These officials have done nothing to close the gaps
ina badly-divided work force, but instead have per-
petuated the practice to the benefit of GE. Workers
will be made to pay heavily for this in the future,
since it damages their bargaining power, and tends to
dampen militancy.

Struggle Groups

The only way to overcome the reactionary role of
union officials in the electrical industry is to form rank-
and-file struggle groups. These groups could function
both within and without the unions and on the shop floor.
They:could lead the fight for better working conditions,
and for those demands which union officials ignore. The
labor bureaucrats, of course, have always been hostile
to any manifestation of rank-and-file action.

Throughout that strike, the UE leadership's conserva-
tive outlook led to a policy of defusing the struggle

whenever it might have become effective and gained
support. UE officials have been fearful of initiating ac-
tions which they could not fully control at all times. In
this can be seen the mainspring behind the behavior of
UE officials; the desire to preserve their own bureaucra-
tic power.

Instead of working to build workers' struggles, instead
of pushing the strike fr)n}arr!, UE leaders have instead
acted to hold back the struggle, and to confine it to
the lowest possible level. The leadership has shown it~
self only too aware that in a militant struggle, UE work-
ers might see the necessity of sweeping away the reac-
tionary officials of their union. As in 1946, so today
the course UE officials will follow is determined by the
alternating relation of forces between themselves and
the rank-and-file. If the leadership feels secure, it will
follow its own course. When discontent is widespread,
the bureaucrats will swim with the tide, while working
1o maintain themselves in power. .

Thus, the record of the UE bureaucracy: strike-break-
ing, scabbing, and wage-cutting. For those who support
unions, and look toward the revival of militancy and
rank-and-file power ‘within them, the UE, embodied
in the policies of its officials, hardly merits the label
"progressive”. | ‘
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Chicago: The Transit
Crisis ...

In April 1970, a mass protest of Chicago bus and sub-
way riders took place under the leadership - strange as
it may seem - of the Chicago Transit Authority. The
protest was orderly, of course. CTA took ads in all
ﬁ,wspapcrs, and passed out leaflets, asking riders to

yell” or "scream"” if they wanted a state subsidy to av-
oid a transit fare rise,

Riders could put a check mark beside either word and
send the leaflet to the Legislature. 190, 000 riders res-
ponded, with most checking both boxes. Latest guessing
is that the Illinois Legislature will, for the first time in
history, pass a subsidy for Chicago transit.

This looks as if the CTA, as a public-spirited corpor=
ation, were fighting for the interests of its riders. Noth-
ing could be further from the truth. :

Transit in Chicago illustrates problems faced by work-
ing people in every major city. The fare has risen from
25 cents in 1967 to 40 cents today, a jump of 60 percent.
The daily rider spends $190 a year for commuting to
and from work - not taking into account extra costs if
both husband and wife work, or if children ride the bus
to school. Transit is one of the major living costs for
most working families - and of course, those who drive
to work pay out for gasoline what they save on bus fares.

Who Profits?

The CTA has never hesitated to raise fares in the past.
The sudden organization of a consumer protest reveals
worry about CTA's pocketbook, not the riders. Every
time the fare goes up, some riders switch from bus and
subway to other forms of transport (for two people rid-
ing a mile or less, it is now cheaper to take a taxi). The
number of people riding the CTA fell from 523 million
fares in 1966, when the fare was still 25 cents, to 420
million last year.

This means a big fare rise brings in only a little more
money. In 1970, for the first time, CTA estimates that
so many people would switch that even a fare increase
might not cover the existing debt. This, and not the
cost to the rider, is why CTA is desperately trying to
avoid raising the fare.

But wouldn't a subsidy in any case help the riders? In
fact, the riders lose either way. Chicago is one of the
few large cities which run transit on a pay-as-you-go
basis. Subsidies allow lower fares - 30 cents in New
York and Philadelphia, 25 cents in Boston, 20 cents
in San Francisco, This helps the transit companies be-
cause riders are not driven away by the high fare. But
indirectly, the cost is passed on to the public. The rea-.
sons for this fact illustrate who has power in cities like
Chicago, and who profits from public transit. -

Like many city transit systems, CTA is a publicly-
owned corporation. But it operates in the private inter-
est. C TA was formed twenty years ago as private wan-
sit companies, losing money, sold out to the city. The
sales were financed by bond issues. The bonds were

bougft' up by financiers and investors, and the largest
bondholders are Chicago's major banks. First National
Bank of Chicago - the city's second largest, and one of
the twenty largest banks in the United States - is in
charge of the affairs of all the bondholders.

For the bondholders, the bonds are an investment like
any other - a way of making money. This means they
begin to worry, not when CTA actually loses money,
but much sooner - when profits fall so that their bonds
bring in less money than apother kind of investment.

Because CTA is controlled by its bondhblders, its
books show two kinds of “expenses” which are not oper-
ating costs at all. The first is interest on the bonds. In
theory, interest repays the investors for their expense.
In fact, back.in 1950 they didn't shell out $50 million
in cash - which they might fairly expect to get back.
They invested other profits in bonds, expecting a pro-
fit on the bonds.

The interest is pure profit, neatly spread out over
twenty years. The riders, who must ride the buses to
get to work, are simply forced to pay extra - above the

gains and totally ignore working conditions.

Early in 1968, a rank-and-file caucus began meeting,
the Concerned Transit Workers, raising demands around
conditions. The Concerned Transit Workers were almost
entirely black - around 75 petcent of working bus dri-
vers are black. When the union leaders refused to con-
sider the drivers' demands, a wildcat strike broke out
over the issue of rank-and-file control of the union,

The strike began in the black garages on Chicago's
South Side - and stayed there. The black drivers moved
first and fastest, their militancy sparked by the struggles
of the black community in the last several years. “But to
white drivers, or most of them, rank-and-file control
meant black control. There was some participation by
whites, but most stayed on the job, Their wages, con=
ditions, and economic interests were the same as the
blacks' - they simply put race first. As a result, the
strike was crippled.

Two months later, the black drivers struck again, Thic
time, knowing they would get little white support, they
defined the strike as part of the struggle of the black

cost of operating the buses - so that the bondhold
don't have to work at all.

“Depreciation”

The second pap::r "expe:ﬁé" is called a “deprecia-

_ tion fund". Every year, CTA is supposed to put 8 per-

cent of its revenue into this fund. The "depreciation

fund" sounds as if it were used to buy new equipment.

In fact, new equipment is usually financed by new bond
issues. The fund actually guards against the "deprecia-
tion” of the investment - it is a cash cushion in the

bank, which guarantees that the value of the bonds
doesn’t fall too much. Here too the rider is forced to

pay extra to help the investor make his profit. -

In the past, CTA has actually taken in more money
in revenue than it paid out in operating costs. In 1966,
for example, operating costs were $129 million, revemue
$148 million, But when $9 million in interest and $11
million for the "depreciation fund” were counted in,
CTA came out on paper $1 million in debt, This was
used as justification for raising the fare in 1967 - so the
riders paid not to keep the buses running, but to keep
CTA profitable for the First National Bank.

However, the situation is more complicated than this.
Even without bond interest and "depreciation, " CTA
would be in trouble. According to one estimate CTA
will only clear $1 million over operating costs this year
(even without a fare increase); according to another, it
will lose.

CTA blames labor costss And; although they use this
argument to create public sentiment against their work-
ers, the argument is true. Last year labor costs came to
82 percemt of CT A operating expenses. This was mese
than in 1964, and nearly 90 percent of the rise in oper-
ating expenses since 1964 hds been due to labor costs.

Needless to say, this doesn't mean the bus drivers,
mechanics and office staff are rolling in dough. The
basic wage is high - now about $4.10 anour for bus
drivers - but high wages are needed to hire drivers to
work 11-hour split shifts with defective buses and, until
the recent adoption of an exact-fare system, the dan-
ger of being robbed. Until 1963, management was able
to use sell-out union leadership to drive hard wage bar-

ity for equality - but the basic demand was still
for rank-and-~file control of the union, and still in the
interest of all the workers. Support was high in the black
community but white drivers scabbed again, and the
strike collapsed after three weeks.

Both strikes were lost not because the blacks "went
too far” - although errors were made - but because white
drivers were too blinded by the race issue to fight in
their own interest alongside the blacks.

But though the workers' determination was broken for
the moment, the two strikes won an indirect victory. It
was a contract year. CTA and the union leaders were
both so scared that a bad contract would provoke another
strike that they negotiated a good one. Wages advanced,
_split shifts were reduced, new equip was [ d.

* All this CTA and the union did not because they were
kind-hearted, but becausé they were up Agntnn the wall.
CTA figured to pass the costs on to the public, inthe
process creating resentment 1|gnlnn the drivers, The-
month after the they d a fare
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But they were still hurt, The new contract, as well as
the losses in revenue from almost a month of strikes,
wiped out most of the benefit of the fare hike, Asa -
result, less than a year later CTA was desperately try-
ing to get itself a subsidy from the legislature.

A subsidy is m:ccss'ary, City transit simply can't pay
for itself, and even if it could, there is no reason why
the cost should be paid by people who must ride in
order to get to work. For them, transit fare is just ano-
ther kind of tax. <

But who will pay the subsidy? In a capitalist econo-
my, business runs for private profit; the state - far from
shifting the balance in favor of working people - creates
the best conditions for private profit, The theory is that
this is good for everyone. In fact it means that the bus-
inesses which make a profit stay in private hands - while
the state steps in to subsidize the businesses which lose
mm{cy, like transit - and because the state is controlled
by business interests, it subsidizes not just the costs, but
also a tidy profit.

The CTA has proposed that the 8 percent "deprecia-
tion" payment be stopped. The state won't do this, how-
ever - that would be interfering with business. The de-
cision rests with the bondholders, and First National
Bank, speaking for the bondholders, has refused to give
up its 8 percent. CTA of course isn't going to do any-
thing so revolutionary as refusing to pay. The result is
that if a subsidy is passed, it will cover not only opera-
ting costs, but also bond interest and "depreciation”
payments. r

In addition, the subsidy will be paid out of taxes,
probably a gasoline tax. Like all sales taxes, this will
fall most heavily on working people - many of whom,
even in Chicago, have to drive to work because the
CTA takes up to two hours for a ride across town.

The subsidy will restore the banks' profits, and be
paid for by working people. The only change may be
that some of the tax money will come from outside
Chicago - but downstate legislators want to limit the
new tax to Chicago. The fare will not rise, and thus
CTA will not lose riders. It will gain the subsidy, and
come out ahead. But the rider will pay the extra cost
anyway, through a tax, Part of his gasoline tax will
build new highways to get the bondholders to their of-
fices, and another part will go into "depreciation” pay-
ments for them to count when they get there,

So CTA's campaign to have riders "yell and scream™
is in the bondholders' interest, not the riders" at all. At
most, the bondholders’ profit will be paid for by a
larger numbes of working people. At the same time,
by taking the lead in organizing the campaign, CTA
has avoided the danger of a genuine protest by riders,
directed against:CTA and the bondholders.

\ el

‘Protests have occyfred when the fare was raised in
the past. But the protests were run by libcrals,‘ who saw
thern as a way to pressure for a subsidy and did not ask
who would pay for the subsidy, so they were no real
danger to CTA. But the potential danger is there.
Chicago's problems are like those of other cities. In
New York'subways have been subsidized for 20 years,
but the fares rise to keep up interest payments to bond~

holders, and to pay for labor costs. Working people can't

be expected to stop fighting for wages they need, and
they can’t be expected to like having to pay higher
transit fares - or new taxes for a subsidy.

The solution is not to "yell and scteam” under the

tions in general, Demands like these should be raised
in the workplace - workers should form rank-and-file
organizations which can fight both for their own needs
in their own factory or office, and for demands which
are in the' interest of all working people.

This cannot be done just through strike action, or just
in one factory or office. Rank-and-file organizations
will succeed only if they join together on a city-wide
basis - and later on a-nationai basis. City-wide groups
could not only strike, byt also rally in the streets to
back up their demands. They could not only fight the
employers, but also present workers’ demands to the
government. Organizations like this would be a step

leadership of the transit company. It's not to oppose a
subsidy - transit can't pay-for itself. The solution isn't
even simply to call for cancelling the bonds, although
that should be done. And it certainly isn't to condemn
transit workers who strike for higher wages. As long as
the economy is run for profit, business will try to keep
wages down and workers will fight to raise them. The
solution is to insist that the raise comes out of profits.

For transit this means demanding (1) that bond interest
and "depreciation fund" payments be cancelled, and
(2) that the transit subsidy come from a tax on corpora-
tions, including the banks,

These demands cannot be won by an organization of
transit riders. The riders are split up - impossible to
reach or to unite. This is true of consumers’ organiza-

towards a workers' party, which could fight both in the
legislature and in the streets, steadily opposing working
people's interests to the interests of-business.

Such a party is a long way ahead, But the transit is-
sue is just one example of the many ways in which cap~.
italism, acting through the Republican and Democratic
parties which are both controlled by business, uses the
government to take back what is won in wages and col-
lect it in the form of a tax. This shell game shows the
need for new forms of organization, based in the work=
place, but able to fight outside it; it shows the need to
start now to form the rank-and-file groups and build the
city-wide alliances that will make such a fight possi-
ble.

® 1L NEED You FOR A WITNESS — You SAW THAT BUS RUN RIGHT OVER MY Toge
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A Liberal Film
About Homosexuals .....co

In the last year a new, militant movement of homosexuals has sprung up.
Unlike older homosexual organizations, which sought quietly to improve
the public "image" of homosexuals, Gay Liberation has taken shape as a

direct action movement against social discrimination and police harassment.

In about the same period, the movie industry has be-
gun to touch the formerly forbidden subject of homo-
sexuality; several films of incre. asing frankness have ap-
peared, culminating in the release of The Boys in the
Band. What are we to make of this coincidence? Is the
;Earanc& of homosexual films a rip-off of a new so=
cial current, a personalization and vulgarization of so-
cial issues, like Che! or Zabriskie Point? Or are these
films honest? And if
picion that honest movies don't get made in technicol~
or and for distribution to downtown theatres?

The reaction to The Boys in the Band among people
in Cay Liberation has been mixed. In Chicago, a pick-
et was considered, on the grounds that The Boys in the
Band portrays homosexuals as unhappy, and indeed, as
cruel and destructive,

The film takes place at a birthday party attended by
seven men, all gay. (The movie was adapted from a

they are, what of oyr inbred sus-

An outline will make this clear.

play, hence the single scene; in technical terms this
may be a limitation in a movie, but this reviewcr was
not concerned about technical questions. ) Unexpectedly,
a college friend of the host turns up, with a secret to
confide,

e never does confide it, but the seven gay people
and the viewer soon have the impression that his real
secret is repressed homosexuality, The host, Michael,
begins to needle and probe him, trying to make him
realize he is gay. There's mothing friendly about this -
as Michael gets more drunk, he gets more and more
openly hostile.

The hostility spills over onto his gay friends; Michael
goads them into a "truth game” in which each is to tel~
ephone the one person whom he most truly loves. This
is a recipe for humiliation and the first calls turn out
that way - the homosexual telephones the man he has
always loved, who has never known it or has forgotten
him.

Then the game goes wrong: Alan, the colinge friend,
calls not the man he is presumed to love, but his wife,
and tells her that he loves her and is returning to her.
‘{is mind cleared, he exits, and it is his host who is
left humiliated.

Then the birthday guest, Harold, who has stood aloof’
from the game, tells Michael his truth: he does not
want to be a homosexual; that is why he attacks others
and himself. "But you will always be a homosexual,”
Harold continues inexorably. "You may-be attracted to
women; you may ever marry,But'you will always be a
homosexual. "

Barbed Jokes

Thus The Boys in the Band seems to say that homosex=
uals are at worst savagely destructive, at best desperate=
ly unhappy. In many places it is brilliantly funny, but
the jokes are barbed, jokes gay people make at each
other's expense. "Show me a happy homosexual, * Mi=
chael quips, "and I'll show you a gay corpse. ™ Parti=
cularly objectionable is Alan's smug departure, which
seems to say that if only you finally turn out to be
straight, all is rosy. It would be easy to conclude that
this was why the picture made first-run theatres,

But that conclusion would not be correct. The first
and most important quality of The Boys in the Band is
Emory, the

that it is true - almost unbearably true.
queen, recalling his adolescent love for an older stu=
dent, his declaration of love, recalling with tears on

his face the older boy's promise of friendship and betray -
al; Bernard, who has grown up from boyhood loving an-

other and never telling him: Michael, in his final col-

lapse at the end of the picture, likening himself to Old
Man River, "tired of living, and scared of dying" - these
are ourselves; all homosexuals have lived at least in

part like this, we have all thought more than once of
the-irony of the word "gay”.

But there are other truths in The Boys in the Band.
One of them is love. Not just that of Alan for his wife -
in fact, Alan's triumphal departure is the only part of
the film that doesn't come off '~ but also that of the two
roommates, lovers, who have been quarrelling all ev-
ening and finally discover, almost in surprise, that
they do in fact love each other.

Love is handled with great delicacy and dignity. The
roommates make their discovery by telephone (in Mi-
chael's game) and nowhere in the filny is there a hot
kiss, none of the screen devices of easy, "daring, "
cheap drama. Love in The Boys in the Band is intermit-
tent and difficult, but it is there.

Finally, there is dignity. As foils to Michael, there
is not only the prig Alan, but also Donald (once in love
with Michael, still sometimes his lover) and Harold,
the birthday guest. They are contrasting types - Donald
youthful (and attractive), Harold by his own description

a 32-year-old ugly pock-marked Jew fairy. " Both are
acted with great sensitivity.

Donald presents an alternative to Mu:had s game
simply by staying out of if, and comforting Michael in
the last moments of the film, !larold, mincing and ef-
feminate and at first seeming ridiculous, also stays out
of the game, and gradually gains dignity by his aloof-
ness, -until his very mineing walk is stately. Both char-
acters suggest the possibility of health - Donald by his
capacity for kindness, Harold because he can face what
he is. If I seem ridiculous to you, he seems to say, that's
your problem, not mine.

. ted at the theatre: "

The fault with The Boys in the Band isn't that it is un
true. Rather, it is liberal, There is no sense that the
laceration it portrays is not inevitable, that this lacer-
ation has anything but personal causes, that it is caus™
éd by being a homosexual in this society. This point
was made in a leaflet Chicago Gay Liberation distribu=-
The pain and cruelty typified by
‘The Boys in the Band' should be understood as the ex=
pression of human lives damaged by an environment of
condemnation, suspicion_ job discrimination, and le-
gal harrassment, '

There is no suggestion, cither, than non-homosexuals
also lead lacerating, cruel personal and sexual lives -
that all sexual relations in this society are more or less
sick. .

Two further problems reflect the film's personal focus
It is about middle-class, male homosexuals. Fine; pre=
sumably this is the playwright's experience. But the
film is also to be seen by a large "straight" audience
who know little of homosexuals, To such an audience
there's nothing to suggest that there are working -class
homosexuals - a majority - or women homosexuals -

a minority, according to statistics, but a substantial
one,

Least of all does The Boys in the Band 'sugge:t that the
pain and cruelty it portrays, and the condemnation and
suspicion which they reflect, can be changed by collec~
tive struggle. In this respect, for those active in Gay
Liberation, the film was no longer true of ourselves =
we felt our identity with the people in the film, but
felt we were looking not at ourselves, but at our pasts.
The Boys in the Band is liberal, then, in that, focussing
on personal pain and courage, it does not show them as
inadequate responses to conditions which are not person-
al, but social.

Thus, to a straight audience, this film is likely to
come off as a portrayal of how unhappy it is to be queer. .
At the same time, The Boys in the Band is not essential
ly written for a straight audxcnce To the homosexual
viewer, the content is still only personal, and therefore
not sufficient - but it is necessary, and dignifying, for
its target is our denial of ourselves, " You will always
be a homosexual. You may be attracted to women; you
may even marry. But you will always be a homosexual,
to the end of your life. " It is the first lesson we must

learn, and therefore the key to our liberation.

AT ROESS

4 ] T

'
NA HO‘\IAL SO("IALXSI IUNE.\Q’H) l’




Women
and Mao

CONTINUED FROM PAGE 6

that women still have responsibility for their-individual
household and for their children:

"Wu Lan-ying works in a cotton textile mill in Peking,
does family shopping and !3'393"@5 her children at a kind-
egarten while she works. "

In the rural areas, the Creat Leap Forward initiated
huge irrigation projects, incorporating hundreds of

. thousands of workers to compensate for the lack of ma-
chinery. As a result, there was a shortage of manpower
to work the farms. Women now took over primary res-
ponsibility for farming, while their husbands worked on
irrigationiand iron-smelting. For women in the North,
who had not done field work, historically this represent=
ed a sharp break from tradition.

In order to release rural women for agricultural work,
the communes initiated the collectivization of many
household duties - mammoth communal dining rooms
were set up and childcare becamé a collective effort;
in some cases children only saw their parents on week-
ends, Felix Greene reports, however, that in the com-
mune he visited in the early 1960's, only about 40% of
the children were actually provided for by nurseries, and
kindcrganeru,aamile the rest were cared for by their
grandparents.

While the subject of socialization of children in
China is beyond the scope of this paper, it is worth not-
ing that the reising of children by their grandparents
created problems of discipline among the youth, and
was one of the reasons behind the Party's temporary re-
turn, in 1957, to the emphasis on the child-raising res-
ponsibility of women. The Communist Party hopes to
eliminate this problem and still utilize its womenpower,
through collective child g in the

1f the communization experiment succeeds in the rural
areas, this will signal a new stage in the development
of the Chines&ﬁ{uly structure” child-rearing and house=
hold obligations becoming a collective rather than in=
dividuat-responsibility. Form, however, should not be
mistaken for content. Collectivization of work which
was historically performed by women is not, in itself,
the answer to the liberation of women, just as collecti~
vization of the means of production through nationali~
zation does not, by itself, mean soeialism (Chiang Kai-
shek was on his way towards complete nationalization
of industry in the 1940%).

The nationalization of industry on a bureaucratic bas-
is has usually meant a more efficient method of con=
trol from the top in order to fit the economic develop=
ment plans of the ruling class. Nationalization is only
socialist when political power is democratically con-
trolled, not centralized in a ruling elite. Similarly,
the mere presence of collectivized forms of household
work or childeare in China does not necessarily mean
that women are now liberated, but simply that a more
efficient method has been developed for utilizing
womenpower in the work forces.

The latest indications are that Chinese women still
assume responsibility for household work in the rural
communes so that the collectivization and usurpation

of family obligations is not as pervasive s originally
I Jan Myrdal's Report
with a pea
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between men and women still exists, In fact,

"Women work more than men. We have 5{:0 jol
work both in the field and in our caves. "

This testimony was confirmed by interviews with
othér peasant women in Women of China. For exam-=
ple:

"Liu Yu Cheao is proud of the commune and holds
dear the interests of the collective, She works well in
the fields and is indygtrious and thrifty in the manage-
ment of her home, "

Despite the regime’s empliasis on collectivization,
it is clear that the commune has not displaced the in-
dividual family, in either urban or rural areas, and
that the centuries-old division of labor still exists be=~
tween "women's work" and "men's work".

Summary

The emancipation of womeri'is not an abstraction,
nor does the struggle for it take place in a vacuum: it
is configured by the social struggles of the society. For
centuries, Chinese women lived in a patriarchal socie-
ty where they had an inferior social status, and were,
in fact, virtually slaves. The patriarchal hierarchy was
itself based upon the broader social relations of the so-
ciety and was a vital institution in its maintenance.

The struggle of women against this tyrannical system
is parallel with and incidental to the struggle in the
society for the break-up of the semi-feudal 1and rela-
tiohs and the rise of an industrial-based class. This de-
velopment has its analogue in Western society with the
break-up of feudalism and subsequent rise in the posi=
tion of women.

However, because of the retarded nature of the de-
Velopment of the Chinese bourgeoisie in the epoch of
imperialism they were unable to carry through a suc-
cessful revolution. In fact, they turned against the only
class capable of destroying the old society with which
they were bound up - the proletariat. Their way was
cleared by the betrayal of the Chinese Communist Par-
ty which under Stalin's orders, supported the Kuomin-
tang until it turned upon them.

It was left years later for the Communist Party, 4t
the helm of a peasant-based fighting force, to finally
destroy the old system and carry through the social rev-
olution, which included the destruction of the patriar-
chal family. Women in China were then given equali~
ty - lagal and to a great extent social and economic
equaliiy.

However, it would be a mistake to believe that this
completes the emancipation of women as the Maoist
regime claims. Equality with men is certainly a neces-
sary requisite for emancipation, but it.is only one com-
ponent, for without "freedom to choose™ the liberation
of women is not complete. Just as it is the unity of :
collectivism and democracy which defines socialism,
similarly it is the unity of equality and freedom which
will signal the emancipation of women.

In China, the liberation of women has now become
subordinate to the needs of the state and specifically
to industrialization. Although the old family structure
has been broken, a new one has béen fashioned with
rigid rules for marriage, sexual behavior, child rear-
ing and reproduction, as well as an accompanying ideo=
logy which defines the role of women in the society.
The once dynamic women's movement, which played
an important role in freeing Chinese women from the
old forms of family tyranny, has become a subordinate
arm of the State.

The bourgeois revolution in Europe "freed” women
so that they could be more easily exploited in accord
with the needs of the new society. This was accomplish-
ed within the general context of freeing the plebian from
the old serf relations so that he was able to become a
worker. The "free" worker, made necessary by the cap-
italist mode of production, forms the basis of the des-
truction of that very mode.

So too in China the new society has "liberated” wom-
en so that she can be more easily exploited in the fash-
ion diotated by a new and quite different mode of pro-
duction and ruling class. The emancipation of women
in China awaits a new social revolution in which the
working class, conscious of its own ability to rule,
conquers power in its own name.

In such a revolutien Chinese women, through both
their participation in a general workers' movement and
ents will parti=
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patriotism, and male chauvinism are not in their in-
terest in the deepest sense.

The new outward turn raises the possibility that exists
of building a new, pro-workingclass radical movement,
which seeks to win people to militant struggle toward a
new soclety. But the success of this outward turn depends
on the success of our on mrm struggles to turn the
universities of this country into anti-war org.

nzing
centers, Our effectiveness in reaching working p\:n;lu
in the community hinges on our ability to close down*
the universities, take them over and run them ourselves.

Already the nationwide student strike has had unpre=
cedented political repercussions. The Nixon Adminis=
tration is running scared, as is evidenced by the fact
that popular pressure has caused even Cabinet members
like Finch to turn on the President in public criticism,
Nixon himself, obviously caught unawares by the breadth
and depth of the protest evoked by his sudden invasion
of Cambodia, was réduced to babble about how he was
@ally on the same side as the anti-war protesters, since
Phe desired peace as ardently as they, Nobody is fooled
by such nervous rhetoric any more.

No Business as usual

The significance of the student strike lies in its sym=
bolic challenge to governmental authority. The poli=
tical message’ conveyed is "No Business as Usual Until
the War Ends. " The dynamic of a militant strike againét
government policy sets in motion the social energy that
can make it possible to begin to relay this message to
the community and spread the strike through example,

To maintain the initial strike momentum, it is ab-
solutely crucial to.establish a clear policy that 'No Bus-
iness as Usual' means just what it says: all normal func-
tioning of the university must cease. Mass pickert lines
and mass demonstrations and rallies are needed to en=
force this policy and build the morale of the strike.

Where this has not happened, the strike is beginning
to peter out. On campuses where students have not or-
ganized to confront ant -strike professors in their clas-
ses, the old authoritarian classroom pattern prevails.

On some campuses where the strike has become invis-
ible, all that remains of last week's explosion is a
flurry of extracurricular anti-war activities, and even
these will die down as students realize that the strike
itself is sagging.

When the strike movement begins to waver - swayed
by faculty liberals who veer off into academic reform,
and the hard-core academic mandarins, who want only
business-as-usual - one would expect radicals and rad-
ical organizations to play a key leadership role in re-
viving the movement. By and large, however, .this
has not occurred. Campus radicals had become so de=
cisively isolated from the mass of students that they
could not adapt to the exigencies of a new and enor-
mously volatile movement,

Many radicals have succumbed to elitist ideologies
that preclude their playing any leadership role in the new
anti-war r . On some camp radicals dis-
tinguished themselves from liberals not by attempting to
provide radical leadership, but merely by waving NLF
flags at mass rallies. Students for a Democratic Socie~
ty plodded ahead with its pre-planned anti-ROTC cam-
paign as though the invasion of Cambodia had never
occurred.

The overall sectarian response of radicals to the na-
tional crisis points toward the necessity of reconstitu~
ting a new radical movement rooted firmly in a commit-
ment to democracy and a pro-workingclass orientation.
The possibilities posed by the new anti-war movement
are too immense to let its 1cadershﬂ?$l@gimo the hands
of liberal college prcsidcmsgfnipg}rrb/crati.c Party doves,

News From |

The Irish Socialist Liaison Committee is an
informal organization ‘formed by members of the
National Association for Irish Justice from four
cities, who functioned as the "Left Opposition”
at the New York National Convention of the NAIJ
in November 1969,

The ISLC is devpted to informing the American
Left about the activities and objectives of the
various democratic and revolutionary Left move-
ments in [reland, including the People's Demo-
cracy, the left-wing of the Northern Ireland La-
bour Party, the Young Socialists, the Dublin-bas-
ed League for a Workers' Republic, and some left

~sections of the Republican Movement-Irish Re-
publican Movement.

Elements in most of these groups are presently
discussing the establishment of a common news-
paper; People’s Democracy, in addition to its
newssheet, “Free Citizen, " is planning a social-
ist theoretical journal. The periodical publica~-
tions of these groups can be obtained from the
ISLC.

The ISLC - witieh includes members of the In-
ternational Socialists and the Labor Committee,
but mostly independents - seeks the support of
democratic and revolutionary socialists in this
country for the same movement in Ireland.

ISLC's first public activity was the sponsoring
of Eamonn McCann's American tour in March,
which was co-sponsored by IS, AIM in New Haven,
the Labor Committee and several others. McCann
is chairman of the Derry Branch of NILP and a
leading figure in NILP's left-wing (see IS, "Feed-
back, " April). The committee is presently pro-
viding speakers for student and left audi

the Irish Left -

(or rather its "official" section - as opposed to
the "provisional council” split-off of 1969), or-
ganized some 150 youngsters into the Derry Youth
Qrganization. These included some of the lead-
ing rioters of recent months against the British
forces.

Their immediate goal is to protest the harrass~
ment of the youth by "pacification forces" (some=
thing which the Catholic bourgeois leadership is
reluctant to tackle idering their depend:
on these troops) and the lack of oppom}nl.\ies,
occupational and recreational, for young people
(the average age of school drop-outs is 15),

People’s Democracy began similar organizing
efforts among the youth of Ballymurphy. On Ap-
ril 26 a football match was arranged between the
Bogside and Ballymurphy “hooligans, " which was
played in the street to dramatize the lack of ad-
equate facilities. The organizers hope that these
groups will pave the way for militant class action
- as opposed to the present sectarian conflict.
Sadly, the pattern of religious segregation and
hostility is so great that inter-communal games
are unthinkable at this time,

In the next riot, however - and in Ulster this
is never far off - the members of these youth or=
ganizations will hopefully be able to act to re-
channel sterile sectarian passions into constructive
political directions.

Rightward Drift

The Northern Ireland parliamentary by -elections
of April 16 returned lan Paisley, leader of the pro-
to-fascist Protestant Unionist Party, from the Bann-
side constituency formerly held by "liberal” ex~

For further information on the Left in Ireland,
contact; Robert St-Cyrt\ 93-24 Queens Blvd., NY
. 11374; (Boston) Paul McNulty, Ashdown House,
MIT, Cambridge, Mass. 02139; (Connecticut)
Donal Hurley, 47 FirstAve., Branford, Conn.
06405; (Philadelphia) James Creegan, 4801 Lo-
cust St., Phila. 19131,

In the first week in April, Belfast, Ireland's
industrial metropolis and the North's capital, wit-
nessed street-fighting which approached the fer-
ocity of the August days and resulted in almost as
many casualties to the British Army (now number-
ing about 12, 000 on duty in Northern Ireland) as
that shocking weekend in October when the UVF
(i.e., Ulster \olunteer Force, or Protestant fas-
cists) attacked them with fire power.

The fighting began when an Orange demonstra-
tion deliberately sought to provoke the Catholic
residents of the Ballymurphy housing estate. As
a result, some Ballymurphy residents got into
clashes with the army, while others managed to
exacerbate communal tensions still further by atr
tacking the homes of Protestant neighbors across
the road.

It is the firm conviction of the ISLC and all
Irish Marxists that the communal warfare in Ul-
ster can only be overcome by a revolutionary ,

- working-class movement“which honestly recon-
ciles the legitimate cultural-historical differen-
ces between the Catholic and Protestant commun-
ities. This reconciliation cannot be achieved by
a program solely for equal rights, which fails (or
deliberately avoids) to confront the limitations of
a depressed capitalist economy. The stark econo-
mic situation accounts for much - admittedly
not all - of the vicious reaction of Protestant work-
ers to the Catholic demand for "simple” demo-
cracy (see "Ulster”, Feb. IS).

With this in mind, McCann's branch of the
Labour Party, along with the Derry 2epublicans

p Terence (now Lord) O'Neill, plus one of
his sidekicks, Rev. Beattie.

Paisley's victory represents the further disinte=
gration of the "bloc of Protestant solidarity”
which has dominated Ulster politics for at least
60 years under the hegemony of the aristocrats

.and big capital, If this movement of the Protes-

tant masses to the right continues, the British Ar-
my may well assume direct control before the sum-
mer is over,

CP Reconstitution

The Northern and Southern [rish Communist
Parties have recently reconstituted themselves as

“=the Communist Party of Ireland.

The CPI had dissolved in 1941 following Hit~
ler's invasion of Russia. Its anti-war position had
been popular with Catholic)and Nationalist Irish
who saw Britain as a greater enemy than Germany.
(The Irish Free State remained neutral throughout
the war.) Among the pro-British Protestants, how~
ever, the opposite was true,

After the entry of Russia into the war, the Sou-
thern CP felt it could not carry out the new pro~
war line and dissolved. In order to increase its
influence among the pro-partition, Protestant
workers, the Northern section then renamed it~
self the CP of Northern Ireland. Their Southern
comrades re-emerged in the *50's as the Irish
Workers' Party, Now they are back together un-
der the old label. 5

The CP and the IRA ("officials”) now dominate
the Northern Ireland Civil ights Association and
are building the National Liberation Front which
other "progressive national forces” are invited to
join.

The CP, which tolerated the Special Powers
Act and other repressive legislation during the
"great anti-fascist war, " is now vehemently in
support of full civil rights in the North. Eager not
10 offend Catholic nationalists, however, it does
not apply the same vigorous criticism to similar
inequities under the Dublin regime.
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OnMorgan

In a footnote to his first-rate piece on Marx and
Engels on Women, H al Draper refers to the pléce
of L.H . Morgan in modern anthropological theory,
further suggesting that Boas, along w ith his school,
“rescues established institutions from the subvers-
ive conclusions suggested by an evolutionary ap-
proach to-man's prehistory. " In this Draper seems
to endorse Leslie White's evaluation of Morgan and
Boas, and fails to clarify which aspects of Mor-
gan's work have stood the test of time, and which
have not.

It is somew hat ironical that many Marxists be~
lieve that in order to defend our general method
and world outlook we must defend the whole body
of the work of a 19th Century businessman from
upstate New York, who holds the franchise on
Marxist anthropology. It is precisely this dogmat=
ic adherence to the rigid evolutionary scheme of
Morgan-Engels that accounts for the weakness of
Soviet anthropological theory (aside, of course,
from the social situation underlying this dogma-
tism).

While it is true that Morgan and Engels made
important contributions to the development of an-
thropology, neither was immune from the influ-
ence, often deleterious, of the intellectual mil-
ieu of the 19th Century, and both made major
errors in methodology and on substantive questions.
It is, furthermore, a canard to dismiss Boas and
his pupils as reactionaries and apologists for "es-
tablished institutions. " v

For those who wish to explore this question more
fully, Irecommend Marvin ifarris’s Rise of Anth-
ropological Theory, the only recent full-scale
history of the field, and an explicitly materialist
work. At the moment I will confine myself to
some assertions on the most politically relevant
aspects of the subject:

(1) Neither Morgan nor Engels was free from the
tendency, prevalent in the 19th Century, to bio-
logize history. For example, Engels, following
Morgan, explains the putative rise of incest pfo=
hibitions by their beneficial racial effects. Mor=
gan believed that cultural innovations could be
transmitted in the blood. In any sense remotely
approaching Morgan's formulation, we know to-
day that this is sheer nonsense.

(2) There is no evidence for group marriage as
the dominant type in any society, nor for a uni-
versal progression of types of marriage. Nor did
matrilineal inheritance (mother -right) universally
(or even generally) precede palrilincal/ﬁﬁ:i:zme
(father-right), There is no correspondence between
matrilineal descent or inheritance and matriarchy
(rule of the society by women). In fact, there is'
no documented case of a society in which the sexes
are fully equal, let alone one run by women. There
is, however, widespread variation in the way tasks
are allotted by sex, the degree of sexual inequal-
ity, the dominant personality structures of the
sexes, elc., suggesting that sex roles are highly
‘malleable and that culture is probably more im=
portant than biology in determining their form.

(3) There is every reason to accept the potion
that the production system and property relations
are crucial for determining the nature of family
organization and sex roles, This emphasis of Marx
and Engels, and to a much lesser extent, of Morgan
on the relevance of the material base is undoubted-
ly their chief contribution to the social sciences.

(4) In the ear]y 20th" Century there was indeed
a reaction against "evolutionism” in American,

<

British and French anthropology. While in part this
reaction was directed against the highly specula-
tive and arbitrary systems of many evolutionists,

it was in fact even more a reaction to the consid-
eration of material conditions as relevant to an-
thropology. The period did see a general empha~
sis on strict empiricism and a revival of idealist
explanations.

It was only in the late Thirties and Forties that
evolutionary concerns began to be revived on a
large scale, but far more important was the revi-
val of interest in the material conditions of life as
essential parts of anthropological explanations. ‘But
this is the only sense in which we can say Morgan
is not outmoded - aspects of.his approach (which
was far from his alone) have been revived in the
work of some contemporary anthropologists. The
substantive conclusions that were refuted by Lowie
and the other "Boasians” remain, to a considera-
ble degree, refuted. g

(5) The effort to depict Boas as a villain is mis-
guided, and even, in the case of White's criticism,
tainted by genteel anti-Jewish prejudice, While he
can legitimately be criticized for his methodolo-
gically anti-materialistsstance, Boas made impor-
tant contributions to clarify,ing the distinction be-
tween racial and cu]tural}ﬁheritance, and to dem-
onstrating the importance of environmental fac-
tors (e. g., to the growth and development of the
children of immigrants in the U.S. ).

Boas was responsible for the establishment of
anthropology as a reputable scientific discipline in
the U.S. Among other things, he fought (against
fierce opposition) the use of anthropological re-
search as a cover for espionage, in World War 1!

- For this sin, anthropology was relegated 1o a base-

ment at Columbia University by arch-reactionary
Nicholas Murray Butler. It took the department
thirty years to reach the grourd floor, and after
the 1968 strike, so the joke goes, the administra-
tion wanted to send the department back to the
basement, Boas, furthermore,_along with his fol-
lowers, fought courageously against the racialism

of the Nazi period on scientific and political grounds.

(6) Leslie White, on the other hand, is so strict
a determinist that he argues for total abstention
from politics - since, in his view, individual vol-
ition counts for nothing. This position, while "ev-
olutionist”, has even less to do with Marxism and
humanism than does Boasian anti-materialism.
The general question of the validity of evolution-
ism in social science and politics is extremely im=
portant, bat must be dealt with at another time.

- David Epstein

Rejoinder

If Comrade Epstein will take the trouble to re-
read my footnote, he will find that almost all of
his often-interesting letter has little to do with
what it says. i

1 am more or less aware of the controversies
and views (including Epstein's view) which his let-
ter refers to. As a non-anthropologist myself, 1 do
not set myself up as a judge on them; nor diu I
think that the footnote (for we are discussing a
footnote) should embrace an exposition of the pres-
ent troubled state of anthropological theory.

The footnote was directed to the far larger num-
ber of people (also not anthropologists) who believe
--as I have heard said flatly, time and again - that
Morgan is "now simply ‘outnioded’, like Ptolema-
ic astronomy. * This is the myth which my footnote

...feedback...

challenged.

On the confrary, certain aspects of Morgan's
work are a continuing and fruitful subject of con-
troversy in anthropology, not settled at all even in
the minds of "modern anthropologists, " One: would
never gather this fact from the completely one-
sided dismissal of Morgan made, .for example, ev-
en'in Sidney Hook’s Towards the Understanding of
Karl Marx, not to speak of scores of other books
on Marxism [ could cite. In fact, in books on
Marxism (written by non-anthropologists) this is
the overwhelmingly common myth.

As the briefest footnoted way of indicating where
a non-specialist could find that myth impugned,

1 pointed to Leslie White's artic le and bibliogra-
phy in the prestigious International Encyclopedia
of the Social Sciences. If - because White both
helped to destroy,. and documented the destruc=
tion of, the myth about Morgan - it follows that
I have to endorse White's positive views on anth-
ropology or anything else, then scientific thinking
is in a bad way.

Furthermore, my note asked the reader to dis-
tinguish the "separate issue, " viz. "the extent to
which particular conclusions by Engels are based
on particular details in Morgan. " The next note
referred the reader to where Engels made this
point himself. I have never seen a book on Marx-
ism which, in its igndrantly contemptuous dispos-
al of Morgan, took this into account,

In fact, the disappointing thing about Epstein’s
letter (to me) is that he does not devote any of
his space to discussing this more relevant question,
on which he may be able to make a contribution.
In fact, he complains that Draper (who is not an
anthropologist) "fails to clarify which aspects of
Morgan's work have stood the test of time, and
which have not. " I find this utterly astonishing. I
would urge Epstein to attempt the task, not mere-
ly of clarifying how much of Morgan is living or
dead, but of discussing how much of Engels" con-
clusions depend on this or that in Morgan, and
the other anthropologists of the time whose work
Engels used.

1t should be clear then how very careless Ep-
stein is in writing about "Marxists” who think "we
must defend THE WHOLE BODY OF THE WORK"
of Morgan, as well as some other ill-advised lan-
guage in his letter. It is well-known there are such
"Marxists”; but Epstein was presumably discussing
my footnote, not the whole planet.

# Then there are Epstein’s remarks on my state-
ment that the Boas anti-evolutionary school "ges-
cues established institutions from the subversive
conclusions”, etc. I regret io sa} that Epstein
shows no comprehension of what this statement
means, but substitutes other ideas for it, which he
proceeds to "refute”.

He first makes my statement equivalent to cal-
ling Boas a "reactionary”. I am afraid he thereby
reveals that he does not understand LIBERALISM,
and the role it plays in rescuing established insti-
tutions in its own sincere liberal way. He further
mgkes it equivalent to calling Boas "an apologist”
for established institutions. I am afraid Epstein
does not understand that LIBERALISM acts to res-
cue established institutfons (etc. ) precisely by
sincerely presenting itself not as an apologist for
the system but as a critic of it. Thirdly, he makes
it equivalent to calling Boasia "villain"; which
means he does not understand that LIBERALS are
effective only insofar as they are really not "vil-
lains” but honest, sincere, high-intentioned peo-
ple who have even sometimes been "heroes",

In fact, I'm afraid Epstein shows no comprehen-
sion of the social -ideological role played by the
Boas-type anti-evolutionary school in anthropolo-
gy: nor, in general, of the relationship between
the objective effects of a certain ideology on so=
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ciety, on the one hand, and, on the other, of the
particular acts, ideas and character of particular
individuals who spread that ideology. He seems to
assume a very vul_‘;.arly mcchamcai correspondence
between the two, though I am confident he would
repudiate this methodology on thinking about it
a little. <
It is also the same methodology which makes
him assume that if one gives due credit to Leslie
White for'his useful work in destroying certain
prejudices and myths about Morgan and the evol-
utionary school in general, then one also has to
be sympathetic with White's positive views on
anything else, including apparently "genteel an-
ti-Jewish prejudices" and other red herrings. (Ep-
stein, 1 hope, is acquainted with Marxist discus-
sions of mechanical -materialists, for example:
their great contributions AND their great defects, )
This is the sort of thing which often makes me
suspicious, as I read anthropological literature,
of the anthropologists ability to distinguish be-
tween whatever scientific research they carry on,
on the one hand, and, on the other, their abili-
ty to think through this material in terms of so-
cial theory. For anthropology is a social science =
it is not physics or chemistry. If it is true (as it
is) that Engels was not "immune from the influ-
ence” of the 19th century milieu, then it would
be well, even for would-be radical anthmpologis(s,
to understand that they are not immune from the

deleterious and all-pervasive characteristics of
the 20th century and American milieu, including
its virulent and unscientific anti-Marxism and
distortion of Marxism.

As for Epstein’s flat and very dogmatic state-
ments about the hismry of marriage and women,
he will have to argue it out with Robert Briffault,
not Morgan and certainly not me, I referred read-

.

ers to Briffault, where they will find a brilliant
polemic against the orthodoxy of "modern anthro=
pologists”. I note that Epstejn's letter does not
mention him.

Briffault was an "outsider” - like Morgan,

_whom Epstein sums up, in a very interesting dag-

ger-thrust, as a "businessman from upstate New
York. " In other words, he was not a scientist like
us. This is the kind of falsification that Leslie
White makes into small pieces of mincemeat.
Candor compels me to state that, out of every-
thing else in his letter, this little touch tends to
convince me that Epstein approaches the question
with a certain lack of that dispassionate search for
scientific verity which social scientists pretend to.
In sum:

(1) The "principle conceptions” of Morgan - not
this or that view or conclusion - are still contro-
versial among "modern anthropologists”. Morgan
cannot be dismissed along with Ptolemy aad phlo-
giston.

(2) The degree to which particular views in

Engels are necessarily based on (stand or fall with)-

particular views of Morgan's, is almost never tak-
en at the real point at issue - rather than any gen-
eral evaluation of Morgan himself.

(3) THE most basic conflict in anthropology is
between evolutionism and anti-evolutionism.
(Surely, anyone must realize that both big schools
break down into differing varieties?) On this con-
flict, there are as usual two separate questions:
(2) Which is scientifically correct? (b) What is
the social-ideological impact of each on the "es-
tablished institutions” of society? It is obfuscation
unless one discusses the place of Morgan primari-
1y within this context - whatever views one ex-
pounds. i

Now: if Epstein will read iy footnote again, he
will find that these are the issues I raised, not
most of what he discussed.

Hal Draper

KARL MARX?2 NEVER HEARD OF HIM.

Independent
Socialist -
Press: -
New '
Publications

Following is a report to IS readers on new publications
of the Independent Socialist Press--which, I should men=
tion, ‘is my private-enterprise sector, dedicated to re-
publishing (now and then) important Independent Social=
ist and Marxist educational materials of the past.

Two new numbers in the "Independent Socialist Clip-
pingbook" series have just been published; and two more
are under way for publication later this year.

Unlike the first three Clippingbooks, new Nos. 4 and

are intended mainly for sale to university and research
libraries. A number of university libraries now have
standing orders for the Clippingbook series, and one of
the objectives of the Press is to increase this number.
The price of each of the new numbers is $9,75 (high!);
the format is large (lettersize) and well over 200 pages.

No. 4 is Indexesto Independent Socialist Periodicals.
About half the book supplies for the first time a complete,
cumulative and detailed set of indexes to the important
Marxist journal The New International (1934-1958)--by
author, subject, and country, and a book-review index,
This new index is not based on the inadequate annual
indexes published by the magazine itself. The volume
then reproduces the annual indexes to Labor Action
(1949-1978) which were published in that paper. This *
section is neither new nor cumulative, but it does assemn-
ble the material in convenient form - with the exception
of the 1958 index, which is new, none having been pre-
viously published, Finally, a cquple of dozen pages
provide author and subject indexes to two of the important
socialist student magazines of the 1950"s: Student Parti~
san_(before its merger with Anvil) and Anvil itself,

No. 5 (Marx and Engels: Articles in the New American
Cyclopaedia ) collects and republishes for the first ime
the &7 articles which the two men wrote for that Dana
enterprise, and which can now be found only scattered
through several volumes of the old enclopedia, unsigned
and unidentified, (Except of course for their publica-
tion in German and Russian translation in the respective
collected works. ) A long introduction assembles all the
facts about the writing of these articles, mainly from the
Marx-Engels correspondence and from the editorial ma-
terial in the German Werke edition. In addition, some
dubiosa are reproduced, and some supplementary mater=
ials like the articles about Marx in two later editions
of the same encyclopedia. These articles, mainly on
military and biographical topics, are not of great in-
terest or value for the general reader; hence the small
library edition only.

Quite different are upcoming numbers 6 and 7, now
in the works, which should be of considerable interest
and usefulness for current political education. L

No. G (tentatively titled How Mao Conquered China,
by Jack Brad) reproduces a series'of articles published
from 1948 to 1950, analyzing the events as they were:
taking place, All of it adds up to a socio-political in~-
terpretation of the nature of Maoism, and its relation to
Russian Stalinism, ylhich is as relevant now as it was
then. This one will be pamphlet-sized (only 30-40 pages)
and correspondingl)" inexpensive,

No.7 (The Permanent War Economy, by T. N. Vance
et. al.) is mainly devoted to republishing the germinal
work which, in my opinion, still represents the key Marx~

ANNOUNCING 2 SPECIAL , 96 PAGE ISSUES

Surrealism 1970: Current American surrealists on U.S. culture
and literature, plus writings from Artaud, Breton, Crevel, Calas,
Peret, Carrington, Mabille, etc.

Women's Liberation articles on Women in the Movement, Com-
pany Kinderganens, Women's Struggle in American Radical His-
tory, The Disintegration of the Family, Women’s Union Activism,
and an extensive annotated bibliography. 75¢ for each, or $1.25
for both with this ad (by mail only). Sub: $5/10 issues (one year).
1237 Spaight St., Madison, Wi 53703.

NEW PAMPHLETS: f. periman, “The Reproduction of Daily
Life,” 25¢; rbt head & darlene fife, “Beyond Weird is Word,” $1.

ist app h to the analysis of contemporary late-capi-
talism, as against the approaches taken by such others

as Baran/Sweezy, Gorz or E. Mandel. In addition to
integral reproduction of Vance's six -part series which
appeared originally in 1951, the volume also includes
parts of three later articles by Vance, plus ®me short
informational and theoretical supplements on the same
subject, In large format gnd under 200 pages, the volume
will be relatively low-priced.

No. 1 of the Clippingbooks (lntroduction to Indepen-
dent Socialism) is now completely out of print; a sec-
ond edition, considerably shortened, in large format,
and lower-priced, is under consideration. No. 2 (In=-
dependent Socialism and War ) and No. 3 (Zionism,
Israel and the Arabs) are still available.

Finally: Independent Socialist Press has a2 new mail-
ing address--Box 6332 Albany Station, Berkeley, Cal.,-
94706, Business correspondence should be add¥essed there.

°
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The Russian _
Environmental CriSiS ......

The environmental crisis is a world-wide problem,
The pollution of air, water, and food, the destruction
of wildlife, the wastage of natural resources: these do
not recognize the boundaries set by national govern-
ments. Every social system must be judged by its response
to this problem, because the survival of the human spe~
cies is in danger.

How have the so-called "Communist” nations meas=
ured up? After all, their economies are supposedly run
for the public welfare, not profit. Their protagonists
have argued that these nations cannot have the problems
of market capitalism, because their economies are Plan~
ned. This argument merges with the similar thinking of
many “ecological” theoreticians, some of whom are
very anti-Communist. These pro-Western thinkers see
Planning as the big solution--right after population con-
trol.

Bureaucratic Planning

The Russians have long claimed that they prevented
pollution by automobiles, factories, ete., by careful
research and regulation, In 1965, they gave examples:

*Asked about the possibility that a new plant could
affect existing housing (with air pollution), Dr. Izmer-
ov explained the system of approval for new plants or
products. No new substance can be introduced without
prior approval health authorities. If a new factory or
shop is planned, all documents are submitted to sanitary
officers of a state commission. They study the plans for
purifications systems and estimated discharge into the
atmosphere, The chief will not sign the approval form if,
according to his calculations, the concentrations will
be hazardous to health (NY Times, 1/9/65). "

This sounds good, but it turned out that these and
many other such regulations have not had any better ef-
fect than American conservation and consumer protec-
tion regulations.

Just this year, a campaijgn has developed in which con-
servationists have exposed the ecological crisis in Russia
and demanded new laws. A particularly revealing arti~
cle appeared in a recent issue of the journal Ekonimika
Selskovo Khozvaistve (Agricultural economy). It was '
written by Boris N. Bogdanov, head of the Ministry of
Agriculture's deparment for the protection of nature
(reported in NY Times, 4/9/70).

Besides showing the extent of the envimnmental
problem, he also demonstrated the m-aucnal nature of
bureaucratic planning:

"* The damage being done to the economy through
improper use of natural resources and environmental pol-
lution is immense, ' Mr. Bogdanov said, adding that cur-
rent regulations, drafted by republics and ministries,
had proved inadequate. 'A nature-protection law cover-
ing the entire country must be passed....! ..Scientists
have calculated, he said, that 'if wind and water ero-
sion would be completely eliminated, the country could
benefit to the tune of 4.5 billion‘iiible.g annually' (a
ruble is officially valued at $1. 11)s” A scientist was quo-
ted as having said that erosion control could give the
Soviet Union an additional 250 million tons of grain an-
nually. Last year's harvest amounted to:160 million tons.

"' .. Much land is wasted through its being allocated
to industry, ' he went on, 'Hundreds of thousands of acres
of land in the Soviet Union have been lost to the mining
industry. Open cut mining alone causes some 75, 000
acres of 1and to be wasted annually. Losses due to wa-
ter pollution are estimated by scientists at 6 billion ru-
bles a year. Rivers are polluted by industrial and muni-~
cipal sewage that is not subjected to purification. ...

"'Smoke and dust control is becoming a pressing ne-
cessity. The use and contrel of detergents and pesticides
that pollute the water, air and soil are becoming serious
problems. Far-reaching measures are needed to deal with
mountains of refuse and industrial waste accumulation in’
the cities and towns. ... 7

"'Only about 50 to 70 per cent of the money allocated
for purification work is actually spent’ (NY Témes, April

9, '70)."

Minister Bogdanov's account of a society in conflict:
with nature has been repeated in many places. Articles

in national and local publications have warned of increas-
ing pollution of the Volga and every other major river,
of the slow drying up of the Aral and Azov Seas, of the
declining water level of the Caspian Sea and its pollu-
tion by the oil industry at Baku., The scientists have
claimed that the lowered water level of the lakes is due
mostly to the divegsion of the rivers that feed them to
provide water for irrigation and for hydroelectric stations.
This has caused the salt proportion to increase, and des-
troyed the plant life that fish require (NY Times, 4/28/
70).

Another Russian conservationist has written of the de-
struction of wildlife. Vladimir Peskov, writing in the
nawspaper'l(omsolskaza Pravda, told how two farmers
killed more than 50 cranes, 200 rare great bustards, 11

‘Eray geese, and 50 foxes by misuse of chemical pesti-

cides.

This is only a "small part” of the abuse of pesticides,
he said, "It happens everywhere. This question is worry-
ing us more and more every year. Why do we see almost
no flocks of geese and cranes in April? Almost all the par-
tridges are gone. Our woods, gardens and fields are be-
coming quicter and quieter” (NY Times, 4/27/70). This
sounds like a Russign Silent Spring . Meanwhile, Rus-

sian fishers have been killing whales faster than the
whales can reproduce. Together with Japan and other
capitalist countries, the Russians are exterminating the
whales (Look, 4/21/70).

The conservation “movement” is not just the crea~
tion of outraged citizens, but is plainly being promoted
by leading officials. They even had a movie made, by
a leading Russian director, all about pollution at Lake
Baikal (NY Times, 3/2/70). Their concern is not for
a new relationship between human beings and the natural
environment. They simply wish to prevent waste and
keep costs down (perfectly proper goals, of course), £

A new law has been announced which will provide for
national controls and local sanitation organizations. It
covers industrial pollution, sewage disposal, contami-
nation of lakes, conservation of water, and fish breed~
ing. It sets up criminal and administrative penalties for
any individuals or agencies which violate the law (NY
Times, 4/28/70). (Actually the new law has not yet
been passed, It has only been printed in the government
paper Izvestia, taking up a whole page, as an announ-
cement that it will be presented to the Supreme Soviet
at the next session. However, we conﬁdently predict
that it will be accepted unanimously. )

By passing this law, the bureaucrats admit to all the
accusations of pollution and waste, but promise to do
better. One Moscovite woman, upon reading the law,
was quoted as saying that it was needed since "every
few days I have to wash out my teapot because of the
sand that comes in with the tap water. ” The question
is not whether the law is needed but whether it will do
much good. :

It is doubtful that the new law will do much more
than the previous conservation regulations, all of which
were supposed to protect the environment in the inter-
est of all the people. It is doubtful that the new ruling
will work any better than the new "environmental”
laws proposed by politicians in the U.S., and for the
same reason. Just as in the U.S. the basic nature of the
Russian state system puts it in conflict with the envir-
onment,

s

; Socialism and Ecology

{

The Russian riers need to maintain a military bal-
ance with the American armed forces; they want Russia ti -
serve as an attractive alternative to the U.S. ; they give
economic and military aid to Egypt, Cuba, North iet-
nam, and so forth; and they try to compete with Ameri-
can businesses in limited parts of the world market. All
this impels the bureaucratic ruling class to place tre-
mendous stress on building up the productive plant of the:
nation as rapidly as possible, regardless of the long-rangéf
overall effect on the environment, or on the workers. &

That is why great forests are cut down faster than they g
can be restored, chemicals are used recklessly for large
crops, rivers are dangerously drained for irrigation, and
the unique scientific value of Lake Baikal is destroyed
for. .. wood pulp factories. 'As in the U.S., conserva- #
tion laws may lessen the damage, but cannot end it, ;
because the economy as a whole is geared in a destruc= *
tive fashion. 3

Russia demonstrates that Planning per se is not enough.
It is planned, but by the bureaucracy for their power,
which requires a quantatively expanding economy -
regardless of the quality of goods and services. Bureaucta
tic planning inevitably is bad planning. A relatively :
small elite of rulers, no matter how bright, cannot pos-
sibly run all the activities of a huge national economy.

_The people at the top may be committed to preventing

environmental waste, but a local factory manager with
a quota to meet will not worry about pollution. In 1954,
for example, Khriischev announced a new program that
was designed to increase agricultural output. The idea
was to plow up and sow 32 million acres of grassland

in Siberia and Kazakhstan. This was supposed to pro-
vide the Russian empire with an additional 18 to 19, 5
million tons of grain.

From the beginning, the"Virgin Lands” campaign
ran into trouble, as officials involved in the new "con-,
sumer goods" program competed with " Virgin Lands”
officials for labour and material. The main problem was
the ecological stupidity of large-scale plowing of grass= {
lands without any attempt at conservation.

Novy Mir, a major magazine, published a dramatic
description in 1964 of the dust bowl conditions that had
been created. "In the reports the area of arable land
had increased. But in reality thousands of hectares are
by now so eroded that they could not even grow a crop
of weeds." It even praised a local agronomist who had
saved lands from this fate by sending in false reports!
(See R. Conquest, Russia After Khruschev; and W. Leon-
hard, The Kremlin Since Stalin.)

Saswoar, T ni

Many liberals refer to the evidence.of Russian pollu-
tion as proof that " soc1a.lxsn' won't sol‘ée polluuon i
They see this argument as a counter= weight to the |
plentiful scientific evidence that capitalism cannot |
solve pollution. However, all that Russia's example
proves is that - regardless of the character of their res-
pective elites - societies run by exploitative ruling mi-
norities cannot plan the environment in the interest of
all the people. Capitalist businessmen and "Communist”
bureaucrats are both guilty of despoiling the environment

Russia is not "socialist’or " communist”. Socialism
means a society in which the working people - white-
collar and blue-collar, black and white, men and wom-
en - own and control the fields and factories, Plans in
a socialist society would be developed and carried out
from below by all the people, through elected national
economic managers, elected factory committees and
shop floor workers® councils.

Of course, elected officials would use scientific ad=
visors to help in drawing up possible plans, but only the
workers could decide, for example, between a plan
with more spare time but fewer goods produced, and a
plan with more goods but less leisure. Such societies
would coordinate national planning in order to solve
the problems of the international environment.

The environmental crisis is total. It will kill us if
it is not resolved, It can be ended only by a total trans=
formation of all the social systems that poison the peo=
ple of the world.
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