























Soviet Cops
Bulldoze
Art Show

We strenuously protest and condemn
the smashing of Moscow's "First Au-
tumn Outdoor Art Show" on September
15. As a legally sanctioned but unof-
ficial art exhibit was being set up,
plainclothes cops attacked with dump-
trucks, bulldozers and water-trucks,
destroying paintings and beating and
chasing away the artists and spectators.
At least five artists were arrested by
the official police, after being roughed
up by their disguised cohorts, for "re-
sisting authorities.”

Although Russian bureaucrats have
laughed off the incident, it is a brutal
state warning that no deviations what-
ever will be tolerated from the confin-
ing straightjacket of official "Socialist
Realist" art, For those who find it hard
to understand how a purely visual ex-
pression can be "subversive,” the logic
of state censorship presents the irre-
futable argument: Anything whichdevi-
ates from approved art is subversive
simply because it is not the approved
line.

This censorship creates muchunof-
ficial art that actually is veiled political
polemic (a good example: the operas
feverishly cranked out by sundry
cliques in the Chinese CP, complete
with veiled allusions to Mrs. Mao, Liu
Shao-chi, etc.). Since allovert political
debate is stifled, this is the only chan-
nel remaining open for even disguised
dissent. Thus the inevitable result of
state censorship is the stifling of all
artistic creativity, while the political
battles rage underground. -~

Meanwhile, in the capitalist world
the artist has his "freedom" to either
turn his work into asaleable commodi-
ty (or a hedge against inflation, these
days) or starve to death. Political re-
pression of art is not unknown in the
U.S. either. During the McCarthy pe-
riod, exhibits of abstract expressionist
art were abruptly cancelled, critics
censored and artists blacklisted as the
result of demagogic rantings of poli-
ticians that modern art was a plot to
overthrow democracy by "soldiers of
the revolution—in smocks" (New York
Post, 21 September 1974).

Art in a Workers State

A workers state must support scien-
tists, artists and other cultural
workers without in the least attempting
to influence the content of their work.
A democratic soviet state would, of
course, have to make decisions about
competing social, economic and cultur-
al priorities relating to scientific and
artistic endeavors. This is something
quite distinct from political censor-
ship or determination of the content,
style or theoretical principles of sci-
ence and art. Where social decisions
are necessary even in these areas
(what paintings to exhibit, what sci-
entific theory to pursue), they are best
left to self-administration by bodies of
qualified workers in those fields.

Trotskyists stand for the absolute
freedom of artistic expression! Marx-
ism is a science of economic and polit-
ical life which applies only indirectly
to other disciplines. The self-
righteous, vulgar, philistine egomania
of Stalin (whose idea of "greatart" was
the stuffy excrescences of thedecadent
late 19th-century West European
"Academy," which he thenforcedonthe
Russian people as "Socialist Realism")
stands totally opposed to the views
of Marx, Lenin and Trotsky, whoallin-
sisted on the essential autonomy of cre-
ative artistic activity.

For Full Freedom of Artistic Ex-
pression: For State Support to Scien-
tists, Artists and Other Cultural Work-

> ers: For the Self-Administration of Ar-
tistic Activity! For Political Revolution
in theDegenerated and Deformed Work-
ers States—For WorkersDemocracy: =
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San Francisco

Waterfront Scandal
Mushrooms

outdeals paved the way for erosion of job
standards and tremendous speed-up
through automation, resulting in soar-
ing productivity for the bosses in the
Pacific Maritime Association (PMA).

In the last Local elections, the mem-
bership put into office a slate consist-
ing of opponents of Bridges with mili~
tant reputations. The Local 10 leader-
ship, headed by Frank Stout and Herbert
Mills, is supported in partby a group of
radicals formerly associated with
"Longshore Victory," a paper which
claimed militancy but refused to criti-
cize Bridges.

The Stout-Mills regime hasbehaved
similarly by refusing to raise the root
cause of the problem, the speed-up and
loss of jobs due to Bridges' bureau-
cratic betrayals. Stout and Mills have
attempted to fight on the same bureau-
cratic ground as Bridgesand Chester,
leaving the membership divided, con-
fused and unprepared.

Thus when Bridges made a first
attempt to sell the hall, Stout and Mills
countered with a law suit, The suit re-
vealed that Bridges was trying to sell
the hall to Alioto interests at roughly
one half its actual worth, but this was
not enough to stop Bridges. R

The erosion of Local 10's financial
condition proceeded apace withthe con-
tinuing loss of work due to automation
and speed-up. Stout and Mills proposed
a dues increase and special assess-
ment to temporarily alleviate the Lo-
cal's debt and advocated a referendum
to decide to lease rather than sell the
hall.

With the hall property about to slip
out of their grasp, the Alioto interests
turned to their well-paid friends
Bridges and Chester for help. The ILWU
tops immediately proposed a special
monitorship over the Local in order to
return it to solvency. This was approved
by the membership despite its onerous
terms, because Stout and Mills failed
to offer an alternative for fear of
raising the basic issues and opposing
Bridges openly.

Meanwhile, Alioto and Co.'s attempt
to grab the hall comes at a convenient
time for Bridges, who may have a
large fine to pay soon. The suit of B men
(second-class members) led by Stan
Weir, who was expelled by Bridges in
1963, is nearing final determination in
court. Bridges may need the money
from the sale of the hall to meet the
settlement.

Thus the "tactic" of going to the
courts of the bosses to redress griev-
ances and settle disputes within thela-
bor movement threatens to backfire as
usual and hurt the membership. Local
10 members voted twice to reinstate
the B men, only to be overruled by the
International! If they are nowmade to
pay the fine through loss of their hall
an irreparable blow to solidarity will
inevitably be felt.

Thug Attack on Local 10
Leaders

The appointed monitors were given
the power to approve or veto local
rules. In addition, the financial terms
of the monitorship are directly in the
interests of the Alioto clique.

The International directive stipu-
lates that all of Local 10's funds—
strike fund, welfare fund, etc.—shallbe
combined to pay off the Local indebted-
ness; and that "interfund indebtedness™
be cancelled. This means that money
owed by the Local to the technically
separate hall corporation for upkeep
of the hall cannct be paid. The moni-
tors then ruled in a letter to the Local
that the regular monthly assessmentto
the hall corporation could not be paid.
Thus the terms of the monitorship and
the actions of the monitors are geared
to maneuver the Local into sale of the
hall.

Meanwhile, the PMA was pleased
with Bridges' victory in the vote for the
monitorship. It voluntarily waived a
contract provision which would havede-
prived the membership of its pay
guarantee for that week (since the vote
was held at a stop work meeting).

Normally the PMA uses this pro-
vision to intimidate the membership
against any work interruptions. No
doubt the PMA's pleasure was largely
due to the fact that the terms of mon-
itorship meant that members could be
directed to be available for workseven
days per week. The 1973 contract had
provided Saturdays and Sundays off for
the first time. :

Despite the vote for monitorship,
however, the ranks demonstrated their
continuing will to resist by voting in
favor of the plan to lease the hall in a
referendum held after the monitorship
was in force. Fear that unnamed
"friends of the International™ were try-
ing to profit from the sale of the hall
was cited by the Local leaders as
reason for the vote, which wasdeclared
invalid by Chester. In the subsequent
week the monitors demanded the resig-
nation of the Local officers, and a
dozen goons showed up at the hall to
demand that the officers "turnintheir
keys and get out" (Chronicle, 14
September)!

At the subsequent membership
meeting held yesterday (September 20),
a massive turnout of angry members
induced the International to drop its
demands that the Local not pay the
regular assessment to the hall corpo-
ration and that the leadership resign.
However, Stout and Mills are still
unwilling to come out openly against
Bridges and expose the purposes of the
International's maneuvers before the
membership. Thus they opposed thede-
mand raised by business agent Larry
Wing that all the monitors' orders and.
the entire basis of the monitorship it-
self be declared invalid.

Bridges and Chester can remain
confident that they will succeed in im-
posing full receivership over the Local
in a short while. Stout and Mills,
meanwhile, are counting on maneuvers
at the top, by getting other locals
(Los Angeles and Seattle) to call for an
International executive board meeting,
to stave off the Bridges-Chesier
offensive.

Need for a Class-Struggle
Alternative

The refusal by the Local 10 leader~
ship to mobilize the members and link
the monitorship question to the struggle
for jobs only plays into the hands of
Bridges and Co. Alioto's boys on the
docks are prepared to use any pretext
to divide the ranks. Already they have
sought to foster racial animosity as
part of the offensive against Local 10.
A group of black workers around one of
the dispatchers with links to Chester
was used by the International to form
the goon squad against Stout and Mills
in order to give the impression of a
racial incident,

The same clique is trying to pro-
mote its chances of rising into the bu-
reaucracy by conducting correspond-
ence with black locals of the Interna-
tional Longshoremen's Association. If
the International gets its way, Local
10 is smashed and the entire union is
swallowed up by its old parent and
adversary, the ILA (Bridges has re-
peatedly advocated merger), these
goons hope to profit as a result.

Only the struggle for a shorter
workweek at no loss in pay (such as
through four six-hour shifts), coupled
with demands for no layoffs and no
reduction in manning scales, can
provide a basis for uniting all seg-
ments of the union and defeating the
International-imposed  receivership.
Already the loss of jobsis creating new
frictions between the full members (A
men) and second-class members (B
men) which may prevent several hun-
dred B men from getting full member-
ship and lead to new erosion of the work
force. This will simply serve tofurther
strengthen the PMA and lead to mass-
ive layoffs and more speed-up in the
future.

The Communist Party, afterdecades

of building up Bridges as a great hero
of labor, after supporting the contracts
of 1961 and 1966, after supporting
Bridges' persecution of the B men in
1963, is now meekly trying to join the
opposition to the International. Yet, in
typical fashion, its supporters in the
recent Local meeting spoke in favor of
Stout and Mills' moderation of the de-
mands against the monitorship.

Through its many twists and furns,
the CP has progressively whittled away
its support in the Local during
the recent years. With its class-
collaborationist policy of working with-
in the Democratic Party for the "lesser
evil," the CP is incapable of exposing
and fighting the main cause of Local
10's looming destruction. And radicals
like the ex-"Longshore Victory" sup-
porters, many of whom were disgusted
former CP supporters, have only
served to create a new bureaucratic
clique (Stout and Mills) which opposes
Bridges only for the purpose of ad-
vancing their own careers.

Militants in Local 10 and throughout
the ILWU must form a class-struggle
opposition to the pro-capitalist policies
of Bridges. It is the alliance with Alioto
and the companies which has led to the
loss of longshore jobs to automation
and the scheme to swindle Local 10
out of its property.

Without a fight throughout the union,
linking the struggle for jobs to smash-
ing the alliance of the bureaucracy with
the capitalists and their politicians, the
situation of Local 10is hopeless. Labor
struggle, including industry-wide
strikes, must be used to stop the lay-
offs and runaways (including the pine-
apple growers on Hawaii planning to
run away from ILWU contracts).

The demand for a shorter workweek
at no loss in pay must be raised to-
gether with the demand for a workers
party based on the trade unions, to
fight for a workers government. The
key to stopping Alioto and his shipping
company friends is replacing the re-
formist union bureaucracy with a mil-
itant new leadership committed to
class-struggle policies. »
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Defeat Anti-Busing
Terror Campaign
in Boston

poor and working people." Thus they
give it no support, just as the RU op-
poses the Equal Rights Amendment to
the U.S. Constitution, on the grounds
that it doesn't do much for women's
rights. Marxists, in contrast, would
support the ERA and busing as embody-
ing democratic principles, while point-
ing out the need to take the struggle
further, to united class struggle for
socialism. R

The Maoist October League (OL)
and Youth Against War and Fascism
(YAWF) joined with local groups in
a September 20 rally at Boston City
Hall around a series of demands, in-
cluding: "End White Boycott" and "Sup-~
port Black Boycott of Boston High Until
the Government Breaks Up the Fascist
Gangs!" As in the case of the PWP, a
black boycott of South Boston High
couldn't serve the racists better.

Moreover, with this reformist de-
mand the OL and YAWF lead militants
to believe that the bourgeois govern-
ment could somehow smashfascismor,
to be more accurate, the racist poli-
ticians behind the white school boycott.
The events of the last weekhave clearly
shown that this is a total illusion.

The cops and liberal Mayor White
are incapable of defeating the anti-
busing racists—nor do they realiy want
to. The present policies of the PWP,
OL, RU and YAWF amount to uncon-
ditional surrender (without a fizi
Hicks and the Ku Klux Klan., What
needed now is a mass mobilization of
black organizations, trade unions, so-
cialist groups and all other forces pre-
pared to defend black school chiidren
against mounting racist violence. =
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Detroit Cops...

in Detroit for many years. Last year
the DPOA took it to court; the Michigan
Supreme Court ruled that residency
could not be enforced through legisla-
tion, but was to be a bargaining issue
between each union of city employees
and the city. Thus if the requirement
is dropped for cops, it will be as a
result of the "bargaining strength" of
the cops—i.e., the intimidation tactics
of the DPOA.

The residency requirement was
blown into the headlines early last
month when Detroit residents were
treated in their morning papers to the
ludicrous spectacle of DPOA chief Gary
Lee sneaking out of his house in the
white suburbs. Lee claims that the
house belongs not to him but to his
wife(!) and that his residence is in the
city, as required by law (the landlord
at his supposed city address had never
heard of him). Inthe face of the massive
publicity, Lee instituted divorce pro-
ceedings in order to technically satisfy
the present rules.

Nobody likes living in Detroit. It is
crime-ridden, ugly and oppressive. Yet
more than a million blacks and working
people are forced to suffer these con-
ditions due to economic reasons and
pervasive racial discrimination in the

lily-white suburbs. The cops' organized

resistance to the residency require-
ment stems from racist revulsion
against living among the black popula-
tion they oppress. It is also anexpres-
sion of their desire to maintain a caste-
like existence separated from the
concerns and pressures thatface work-
ing people.

Socialists do not take a position on
how the capitalists should administer
their police force (e.g., foot patrols
vs. patrol cars, mini-precinct sta-
tions). But in this situation of sharp
polarization we must give critical sup-
port to the maintenance of the residency
requirement for cops.

This does not mean calling for a sen-
sitized police force more "in touch”
with its victims. In fact, the residency
requirement—even if it leads to awave
of resignations and the hiring of more
black police—will not protect Detroit
working people from the arbitrary ex-
ercise of "cop power."”

We give critical support to the De-
troit residency requirement for cops
not because it will alleviate the oppres-
sion of blacks (it won't), but because
success for the DPOA's campaign
against it would be a victory for the
cops' bonapartist appetites, an invita-
tion to ever more blatant terrorization
of working people and racial minori-
ties. The current battle has symbolic

significance far beyond the question of '

where the bosses' armed thugs will
live: the controversy is essentially a
"referendum" on racism and copbona-
partism. We are notneutralinthis con-
flict. With the lines thus sharplydrawn
we come down against the police and in
support of the residency requirement,
while pointing out that it is in itself
worthless as a measure against police
brutality.

On other issues ahigherdemocratic
or class principle may take precedence.
Thus it is contrary to the principle of
proletarian class independence to call
on working people to administer (or
take responsibility for)the repressive
forces of the bourgeois state. Conse-
quently, we do not call for or givecrit-
ical support to the preferential hiring

of black cops and "community control”
of the police.

Another example: The Detroit Fed-
eration of Teachers is also facing im-

position of a residency requirement in *

its contract next year., For this legiti-
mate section of the labor movement we
are firmly opposed to residency re-
quirements. The DFT is a real union,
and such requirements are a club which
the state can use to bust unions, as
well as to attack the democratic rights
of teachers.

UAW Off the Police Commission!

The new civilian Police Commission
set up by the mayor has also been a
target of the DPOA's protest. The cops
insist that Young's appointees are "too
liberal.” The only Commission member
the cops like, according to DPOA head
Lee, is Doug Fraser, head of the Chrys-
ler Department of the UAW and prob-
able successor to Woodcock.

The Detroit News (26 June) claims
this is due to Fraser's "reputation of
being solidly law and order.” That rep-
utation is undoubtedly based on Fras-
er’s mobilizing of the 1,000-man goon
squad used to smash the August 1973
Mack Avenue strike. More recently he
was in the process of organizing a re-
peat performance for Dodge Truck when
the strike there ended.

The Commission is not simply are-
view board to hear complaints of citi-
zens against the police, but has policy~
making powers and budgetary controls.
UAW militants must demand that Fras-
er immediately resign from the Com-
mission: labor's representative has no
business administering and taking re-
sponsibility for the policies of the hired
guns of the class enemy!

Having campaigned as a "community
control™ advocate, Young since his
election has begun to reassess his
former stance. According to the De~
troit News (27 August) he is not about
"to embrace a plan that requires him
to relinquish power to community coun-
cils.™ Young will certainly oppose any
measure which could undercut the
strong centralized force he needs to
"do his job"—i.e., maintain capitalist
law and order. B

In the racially inflamed situation of
Detroit, it is the responsibility of or~
ganized labor to put forward aclass al-
ternative to bourgeois politicians like
Young who now pose as the only "de-
fenders™ of the black masses. Recently
a black family which moved into anall-
white neighborhood in Detroit suffered
attacks from its white neighbors, who
threw rocks through the windows. A
UAW local sent rotating patrols to de-
fend the house and repulsed the attack-
ers. Not the union bureaucrats on
Young's police boards, but the ranks of
the labor movement must be mobilized
to defend the rights of working people
against racist harassment and copbru-
tality.

Cop terror will always accompanya
rise in the class struggle, whether it
is manifested in strike waves or ghetto
rebellions, for the unambiguous func-
tion of the cops is to preserve the
"rights" of the Chryslers and Fords to
make their profits. Especiallyina per-
iod when the ruling class and its gov-
ernment are seeking to inflame racial
antagonisms to deflect resistance to
galloping inflation and unemployment,
only united working-class action can
defend the oppressed against cop atroc-
ities. DISARM THE COPS—ABOLISH
THE RED SQUAD AND DECOY UNITS!
ABOLISH THE COP3—~FORRACIALLY

UNITED WORKERS MILITIAS! SMASH

THE DPOA OFFENSIVE! »

[ NEW YORK
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Boycott Military Goods to Chile!

Socialist League participated in the
picketing.

Unloading of the Prudential Grace
Lines ship Santa Maria was prevented
for almost three hours as a result of
the appearance of the protesters at the
Long Beach wharves. When a Federal
arbitrator arrived and ruled that the
picket was not a "legitimate labor dis-
pute” as defined by the ILWU contract,
and that the union would have to send
the men back to work or face heavy
fines, the longshoremen still refused
to budge. The demonstrators, they
claimed, had been angered by Pruden-
tial Lines' aid to the Chilean junta and
therefore the picket line, legitimate or
not, constituted a "health and safety
hazard"; obviously, they still could not
cross the line.

While this was being considered by
the arbitrator, who doubtless would
have rejected this claim also, a call
came in from none other than ILWU
President Harry Bridges, ordering lo-
cal officials to send the men back to
unload the ship forthwith. He promised
that a complete boycott of the ship was
being prepared inSan Francisco. Faced
with Bridges' orders to move the cargo
the demonstrators decided to end the
picket, but promised to initiate similar
actions in the future.

During the picketing comic relief
was provided by the arrival of the Long
Beach Police Department. The hostile,
openly pro-company cops at first tried
to supplement their own bullying by
references to what the longshoremen
would do to the demonstrators if the
latter tried to keep them from working.
The police were quickly shut up, how-
ever, when union members present
made it clear that "the Long Beach
cops don't have any business here,"

and that any more police harassment.

would result in all the union members'
going home.

L6hgshore Ranks Active in S.F.

Delayed in part by the SL-initiated
picket in L.A., the Santa Maria arrived
at Pier 30-32 in San Francisco on
Thursday, but Bridges' promised well-
organized boycott was nowhere in sight.
Despite the decision of the Local 10
executive committee toorganize a mass
demonstration at the pier to publicize
the boycott, nothing was ever done about
this.

Moreover, when members of the
Committee to Enforce the Boycott in-
spected goods being p:epared for ship-
ment they found three trailer loads of
chemicals to be used for mining in
Chile! Union officials were duly in-

formed of this violation of the boycott
and a business agent was finally sent
down who announced that union men
would not touch these goods. .

While the cargo was stopped, if
there had been no action by the ILWU
militants, nothing whatever would have
been done. The next day, as the ship
was being loaded, the Spartacist League
(joined by the Class Struggle League)
arrived to picket, calling for enforce-
ment of the ITF boycott. Again there
was no demonstration organized by
Local 10 leaders. The only publicity
about the longshore boycott in the S.F,
press was the result of coverage of the
SL-initiated demonstration.

Although invited to participate, a
number of "socialist” organizations
otherwise active in Chile defense work
failed to show up at the docks, ap-
parently for fear of offending Bridges.
Their "contribution™ was made on
Tuesday with a small picket in front
of the Grace Lines offices after which
Archie Brown, a well-known CP sup-
porter in ILWU Local 10, asked a
representative of Prudential Grace to
stop handling cargo to Chile!

Begging the capitalists to stop trad-
ing while refusing to participate in a
demonstration of solidarity with labor
action—this is the pathetic result of
the perennial opportunism of these fake
lefts. Needless to say, neither Brown
nor any of his friends inside or outside
the ILWU was to be seen at the
Prudential-Grace pier during the two-
day boycott period.

Enforce the Boycott.

The maneuvers around the Septem-
ber 18 and 19 ITF boycott were only
the latest in a long line of subterfuges
by ILWU officials to avoid implementing
an anti-junta resolution passed by Local
10 in November of last year.

Under the impact of daily press re-
ports of mass executions in Santiago's
National Stadium, the same Archie
Brown who today is doing everythingto
avoid industrial action against the junta
actually authored a resolution calling
for a boycott of Chilean shipping: "Lo-
cal #10 goes on record to boycott all
goods and cargo to and from Chile
until such a time that the junta or
government in Chile restores full rights
to the trade unions, their membership
and leaders...." The Local 10 execu-
tive committee, however, passed the
buck to the International where it was
stopped dead.

As usual Bridges was more con-
cerned about his arrangements with the
shipping companies than about "ab-
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stract™ questions of international labor
solidarity. And due to the reformist
communist Party's long-time policy of
supporting Bridges, CP supporters in
the union also did nothing toimplement
the resolution.

In late February of this year, after
learning of the Local 10 resolution, the
Spartacist League organized a picket
at the docks calling for a boycott of
Chilean cargo. Longshoremen refused
to begin loading the Santa Maria for
about an hour until a business agent
arrived to tell the men that, while he
was "in sympathy with the aims of the
group demonstrating here,” the con-
tract required that the ship be loaded.

At two united-front demonstrations
initiated by the SL in April alongshore
militant from Local 10, Stan Gow, spoke
about the resolution, thus giving the
first general publicity to a motion the
union leadership would prefertoforget.
Subsequently the SL was the only group
to publicize the Chile boycott resolu-
tion at Chile defense demonstrations
and planning meetings in the Bay Area,
calling for pickets in support of its
implementation, Interest in the resolu-
tion was widespread in the Bay Area,
but the Communist Party, which was
rapidly consolidating its hold over the
local Chile coalitions, made it clear
that it wanted nothing done that might
offend the ILWU bureaucracy. :

At a planning meeting for the May 11
Chile demonstration, for instance,
Archie Brown (who alsoheadsa"Trade
Union Committee for Democracy in
Chile" and is now the de facto head of
the local Chile action coalition) opposed
any action in solidarity with his own
resolution!

Following the May 11 Chile demon-
stration, ILWU militants who supported
the Local 10 resolution and wanted to
see it implemented joined together to
form the Committee to Enforce the
Boycott. With members in Local 10
(longshore), Local 6 (warehouse) and
Local 34 (clerks), the committee has
been able to circulate its leaflets widely
in the union and win broad support for
implementing the Local 10 resolution.
Their petition calling for implementa-
tion of the resolution has already ob-
tained more than 450 signatures. Brown
reluctantly signed the petition but re-
fused to circulate it! In addition to the
petition campaign the committee got the
clerks'local to set up an official com-
mittee to work for implementing the
boycott resolution.

Opportunism and sectarianism

Over the last year there has been
a sharp division between reformists
and revolutionaries in the U.S. Chile
defense movement. The reformist wing
is led by the Stalinist CP, which wants
to "defend" Chilean militants while con-
cealing that it was the Chilean SP and
CP which paved the way for the
bloody coup by preaching reliance on
the "democratic" bourgeoisie as an
ally on the "peaceful road to social-
ism."™ A principled policy in defense
of the Chilean militants is put forward
by the Spartacist League, the only or-
ganization consistently calling for
united-front action to defend the vic-
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United-front picket of Prudential Grace Lines Chile ship in Long Beach,
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tims of junta repression while refus-
ing to hide its own revolutionary Marx-
ist politics. Predictably, the CP's zeal
to "defend" Chilean militants is ex-
pressed first and foremost in its bu-
reaucratic efforts to exclude the SL
and other leftists from Chile solidarity
work.

Last spring, while the "respectable”
SWP-led U.S. Committee for Justiceto
Latin American Political Prisoners
(USLA) and CP-led Chile Solidarity
Committees concentrated on defending
liberal intellectuals and personalities
of the Allende government, the SL initi-
ated a campaign to save the lives of
two leaders (Van Schouwen and Romero)
of the Chilean Revolutionary Left Move-
ment (MIR). In demonstrations, when
the reformists chanted "Chile si, Junta
no," the SL responded with "Workers
sf, Junta no™ and "No popular-front
illusions—for workers revolution:™

The Stalinists are driven to frenzy
by these principled revolutionary pol-
itics. CPers have attempted to exclude
SL contingents from Chile marches and
regularly refuse to let SL speakers
appear on the platform. The reformist
SWP also consistently votes against
SL proposals to give all participating
groups equal speaking time. This same
pattern of opportunist sectarianism was
expressed even more clearly at recent
Chile demonstrations in the Bay Area.

At yesterday's Chile rally Bob Man-
del of the Committee to Enforce the
Boycott asked to speak but was re-
fused by the Stalinists who controlled
the microphones. Incensed at this bu-
reaucratic suppression, the Committee
members wrote on the back of their
picket signs, "We stopped the cargo
but they won't let us speak:™ and held
them up in front of the speakers’ plat-
form, As members of the crowd shouted
"Let them speak!" the Stalinists lined
up a goon squad on the platform and
threatened to physically attack Mandel.

Later in the evening, another mem-
ber of the Committee to Enforce the
Boycott, Bob Carson of ILWU Local 34,
asked to speak at an SL forum on Chile.
Speaking for almost 10 minutes, Car-
son told the audience what the Stalin-
ists refused to let him say during the
demonstration: He described how the
Chile goods were stopped, condemned
popular fronts and also noted caustical-
ly that many of the goons atthe demon-
stration were ILWUers who had done
nothing to implement the ITF boycott.

Last week's Chile boycott by trans-
port workers around the world under-
lines the wurgency of the Spartacist
League's call for labor actions of soli-
darity with junta prisoners. As against
the sectarian exclusionism and pathetic
begging from the capitalists which are
the policies of the reformists, the SL
calls on labor and socialist militants
to undertake united-front action around
the demand, "Hot-Cargo Military Goods
to Chile!™

This revolutionary perspective
means combating not only the junta
and its apologists, but also the labor
bureaucrats and "left" fakers who stand
in the way of effective proletarian ac-
tion. This is the only road which can
lead to victory. m
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Thugs Seize Keys to Union Hall

San Francisco Waterfront
Scandal Mushrooms

Bridges Connives with Alioto
in Land Grab

SAN FRANCISCO, September 21 —Rich-
ard Nixon was a murderer, ¢crook and
cover-up artist, but even he could learn
a few tricks on the San Francisco
waterfront. S.F., Mayor Joe Alioto,
reputed to be a "friend of labor,™ and
Harry Bridges, who is his chief friend
in labor as well as head of the Interna-
tional Loongshoremen's and Warehouse-
men's Union, seem to be trying to
prove to all concerned that the Repub-
lican Party has no monopoly on scan-
dals, violence and anti-labor swindles.
‘At the heart of the rapidly emerging
docks scandal in San Francisco is an
attempt by capitalist friends of Alioto
to get their hands on the dispatch hall
of ILWU Local 10, the S.F. longshore-
men's union, which sits on waterfront
property valued at 5 to 8 million dol-
lars., Bridges and his crony, ILWU
Vice President Bill Chester, last
month put Local 10 under the virtual
dictatorship of International "moni-
tors" in order to maneuver the Local in-
to selling its hall tothe Alioto interests.
The seriousness of the power strug-
gle going on behind the scenes was in-
dicated when Sheldon Osborne, a re-
tired Local 10 member and long time
socialist militant, received a death
threat after trying to expose the swindle
in a leaflet to the membership. Sub-
sequently a goon squad of a dozen
Bridges supporters was organized
within the Local to seize the hall by
force from Local officers, who are
opponents of Bridges within the ILWU
hierarchy. The attempt failed, but not
without injuries administered to Larry
Wing, a Local 10 business agent.

Struggle for Power on the
Waterfront

Control of the waterfront has clearly
been foremost in Alioto's mind from
the beginning. Shortly after his election
as mayor in 1968 he backed a proposal
to turn the Port of San Francisco over
to the city from its previous status
under state ownership.

During his years in office Alioto's
friends and relations prospered as eco-
nomic powers in commercial devel-
opment and lucrative Fishermen's
Wharf establishments. Now Alioto has
apparently decided to "get his" and is
moving in with amazing arrogance.

Having lost a bid for the governor-
ship in the recent Democratic primary
(where he was strongly supported by
the ILWU tops), Alioto appears to have
decided that his future lies in finance,
not politics: he's decided to join the
ranks of the fat cats and doesn't care
who knows it.

Outstripped by the Port of Oakland,
which boasts the most modern con-
tainer equipment in the world, the Port
of San Francisco teeters on the brink
of bankruptcy. Alioto wants to push it
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over the brink to make way for com-
mercial development,

In late August it was announced that
American President Lines, one of the
last major shipping companies using
the S.F. port, was moving its opera-
tions to Oakland. The announcement
came after "tense and unsuccessful”
negotiations with Pacific Far East
Lines, its major competitor, over joint
use of the port's only modern container
facility (Pier 96).

Pacific Far East Lines had justbeen
purchased by Alioto's son John, who re-
portedly told American President Lines
to "get the hell out" of Pier 96 (San

SAN FRANCISCO CHRONICLE

Local O officiai Larry Wing, injurké\
in goon attack on union hall.

Francisco Chronicle, 31 August)! Ali-
oto's own direct involvement has re-
cently been revealed in the press: he
put up 1,318 acres of land in Placer
County as collateral for his son to
purchase PFEL and reportedly visits
the shipping company's headquarters
every morning before coming to work
(Chronicle, 19 September).

Contractors and Patronage

Chief among Alioto's allies is Al
Maisin, a construction contractor and
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the largest bidder for development of
the Pier 45-Fishermen's Wharf area,
in which sits the coveted Local 10
hiring hall. With the loss of American
President Lines, Alioto's immediate
response was that the Port of San
Francisco will need new commercial
development in order to remain solvent
without using city tax money.

This is the threat (aimed to hurt
working-class and small petty-
bourgeois property owners) which Ali-
oto needs to pave the way for commer-
cial development of the Pier 45 area.
Alioto interests are now therefore in a
position to enjoy both a monopoly of
the port's most modern facilities and to
clean up on the high-rise office build-
ings, hotels and commercial establish-
ments they want to build.

Alioto protects his interests by pad-
ding official bodies with his cronies.
The significance of this is lost on no
one. Bernard Orsi, the temporary Port
Director, in office during the "nego-
tiations" with American President
Lines, is described as "a close poli-
tical aide and family friend” of Alioto
by the Chronicle (31 August). Port
commissioners Cyril Magnin and Mi-
chael Driscoll and airport commission-
er John Sutro were forced toresignre-
cently because they were intoo obvious
violation of anew "conflict of interests”
law. However, two Planning Commis-
sion members were allowed to stay on
by District Attorney O'Connor.

At one point two members of the
S.F. Board of Supervisors representing
bourgeois interests counterposed to
Alioto's threatened a major investiga-
tion of the Port over the loss of Amer-
ican President Lines. However, pro-
Alioto forces on the Board managed to
quash the proposal.

D.A. O'Connor did his part for the
Mayor by coming up with a specious
excuse which he claimed madeitillegal

. SAN FRANCISCO CHRONICLE
ILWU President/S.F. Port Commissioner Harry Bridges: "the devil with who (benefits), Alioto or anybody else,”

for the Board to even investigate the
appointment of Alioto's friend Orsi as
head of the Port Commission! For his
part, Alioto has dispensed with all
pretense: he argued for Driscoll to
stay on the Port Commission in direct
violation of the law.

One of Alioto's appointees on the
Port Commission, at $35,000 a year
($10,000 more than he makes as union
president) is Harry Bridges himself.
Chester, meanwhile, is Alioto's ap-
pointee (at $50,000 annually) to BART,
the Bay Area's non-functional "rapid”
transit system. A number of smaller
ILWU fish occupy lesser city posts.

This alliance is no secret in S.F.
political circles. Bridges was suffi-
ciently open about being an Alioto man
to hold a press conference recently,
in his capacity as Port Commissioner,
where he advocated special favors to
Pacific Far East Lines, including lower
rent and using tax money to improve
the port. This was affer American
President Lines had already decided to
leave. Clearly APL might not have left
had similar inducements been offered
to it. Yet, "...the devil with who [ben-
efits], Alioto or anybody else," said
Bridges (Chronicle, 12 September)!

Bridges vs. Longshoremen

Alioto has long had eyes onthe Local
10. hiring hall but has been stymied
for over a year by the ranks and lead-
ership of Local 10 inhis attempt to gain
control. Bankrupted by risingtaxes and
membership loss due to containeriza-
tion, the Local has tried to hang onto
the hall in order to maintain some fi-
nancial cushion for the members.

The loss of over one third of the
Local membership since 1959 is di-
rectly due to the "Modernization and
Mechanization" contracts signed by
Bridges in 1961 and 1966, These sell-

continued on page 9
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