























tion of the Viet Minh—this meant
literally millions of deaths of Vietnamese
workers and peasants and another 20
years of struggle to expel the imperialists.
Even scant hours before marching into
Saigon and Phnom Penh the Stalinists
were still trying to set up coalition
governments in an effort to avoid taking
power in their own name. But they found
nobody to coalesce with, as the extremely
weak and servile bouregoisie preferred to
flee with its imperialist masters.

There is nothing particularly new in all
this. The current abject submission of the
Portuguese CP to the Armed Forces
Movement only mirrors the action of the
French and Italian Stalinist leaders
following World War 1I, when they
entered governments of “national union”
and ordered CP-led resistance move-
ments to turn in their arms; when the

bourgeoisie had sufficiently stabilized the

situation, the Communists were uncere-
moniously dumped from the ruling
coalitions.

Nor are there substantial differences
between the several Stalinist bureaucra-
cies. The pro-Moscow Communist Party
paved the way for the bloody 1973
Chilean coup with its popular-front
policies of confidence in the “democratic”
bourgeoisie and “constitutionalist” offi-
cers. Fidel added his blessings to this
“peaceful road to socialism,” telling
Chilean copper miners to work harder
and demand less. While the Maoists
generally posture to the left of Brezhnev’s
acolytes, by their policies of support for
the nationalist Sukarno the Peking
bureaucrats were instrumental in lulling
the revolutionary will of the Indonesian
masses and thereby preparing the massa-
cre of hundreds of thousands of militant
peasants and workers in 1965.

The imperialists have suffered an
important defeat, but one battle is not the
war. As-inter-imperialist rivalries prepare
the way to a new imperialist war, the
bourgeoisie 1s still capable of plunging
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humanity into a nuclear holocaust in
order to preserve its oppressive rule. The
course of world history continues to hinge
on the crisis of revolutionary leadership.

Repeatedly it has been shown that it is
above all the class-collaborationist policy
of the misleaders of the workers move-
ment which permits a historically bank-
rupt social system to retrench. The urgent
task of revolutionaries throughout the
world is to forge a Trotskyist world party
of socialist revolution, capable of defeat-
ing the Stalinist bureaucrats and mobiliz-
ing the proletarian masses for the
conquest of power. Such a party must be
steeled in the fight against all manner of
reformist illusions and can only be built
through relentless exposure of the betray-
als perpetrated by the Brezhnevs, Maos,
Ho Chi Minhs and Castros. ‘

The fake-Trotskyist ““United
Secretariat,” however, has exactly the
opposite perspective. By tailing after such
counterrevolutionary fakers, apologizing
forand covering up their crimes, the USec
hopes to bask in their popularity and
seduce unwary left Stalinists. In Portugal
this has meant supporting the Commun-
ist Party’s drive to impose state control on
the unions, voting for the CP despite its
presence in a blatantly class-
collaborationist coalition “government”
and deepening illusions in the “progres-
sive” wing of the Armed Forces
Movement.

In Vietnam the USec (or at least its
European majority, led by Ernest Man-
del) goes even farther, labelling the
Vietnamese Stalinists “revolutionaries”
and hailing “the first victorious ‘perma-
nent revolution’ since the victory of the
Cuban revolution™ (Inprecor, 8 May
1975). Nowhere do they even mention the
massacre” of thousands of Vietnamese
Trotskyists by the followers of Ho Chi
Minh in 1945-47!

The rout of the bourgeoisie in
Indochina is attributed by Mandel & Co.
to a “new rise of world revolution™:

“...the counterrevolution has shown
itself incapable of halting the Indochinese
revolution, notably as a result of the
political autonomy of its leaderships, an
autonomy that is itself conferred by the
strength of the revolutionary upsurge of

the masses.”
—“General Political Resolution™
of the USec “Tenth World
Congress,” Intercontinental

Press, 23 December 1974

In a recent commentary on the world
situation following the taking of Saigon,
USec gnome Pierre Frank goes even
farther, alleging that “for the moment” a
“shift in the worldwide relationship of

forces between the classes, especially in

the major imperialist countries them-
selves” has made it “politically and
socially impossible for imperialism to
take the initiative again” (Inprecor, 8
May).

This dangerous objectivism is nothing
but an excuse for the USec’s decisive
abandonment of the Trotskyist perspec-
tive of building an authentic revolution-
ary leadership. It is the same reasoning
which in the early 1950’s led Mandel and
Frank to conclude that European Stalin-
ist parties could no longer betray, and
that the job of revolutionists was there-
fore to make a “deep entry” into these
parties in order to pressure them to the
left. Though the sets change-—from Tito
to Castro to Ho Chi Minh—the script is
the same: tailing after non-proletarian
leaderships who because of a “new world
reality” are miraculously able to substi-
tute for the conscious Trotskyist
vanguard.

This capitulationist policy led to the
organizational destruction of the Fourth
International and time and again has
sacrificed the development of potential
revolutionary militants for the fools’ gold
of a short-cut to achieving mass influence.
Only by politically defeating such Pablo-
ist liquidationism can the Fourth Interna-
tional be reforged and the road opened to
extend the conquests of the anti-capitalist
revolutions in Vietnam, Cambodia and
elsewhere, through political revolution in

the degenerated and deformed workers .

states and social revolution in the

capitalist countries. R
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U.S. Refuses to Admit Reds

Open the Borders to
All Persecuted
Chilean Refugees!

Workers' Power

of the bloody Chilean junta.

military junta—a problem which has been “under discussion’

government.

U.S. government. ,

the Chilean junta! :

\_

Chacabuco, one of the main torture centers and concentration camps

The U.S. government has announced it is prepared to admit
into the country political refugees from Chile. Having success-
fully relocated tens of thousands of Vietnamese reactionaries in
a few weeks’ time, the State Department has deigned to turn its
attention to the question of asylum for victims of the Chilean

since 1973! The reason for the delay, we are informed, is that the
U.S. “did not wish to encumber its relations with the Santiago
government” of General Pinochet. We can be sure that should
the Chilean workers follow the example of the Indochinese
masses and overthrow the reactionary butchers who rule in
Santiago, asylum for the fugitives from a Chilean revolutionary
regime wouid be far more speedily effected by the American

Lest domestic right-wingers should misunderstand, Assis-
tant Secretary of State William D. Rogers, in “secret” testimony
before the Senate Judiciary Committee, explained that “Chilean
prisoners would be screened to assure that no Communists
were admitted” (New York Times, 14 June). This little precaution
is undoubtedly responsible for the fact that only 19 Chileans
have been admitted into the U.S. since the coup! Chilean
workers are, virtually to a man, associated with one or another
“socialist” organization. Small wonder that among the many
thousands of Chilean militants who have been savagely beaten,
starved and tortured by the junta, only a handful can be found

‘who are deemed worthy of asylum by the “humanitarians” of the

While the Hitler-lovers, opium dealers and black marketeers
from Saigon are welcomed into the U.S. with open arms, our
class brothers from Chile are to be refused refuge. For U.S.
revolutionaries and class-conscious workers this cannot be a
matter of indifference. Return the Vietnamese reactionaries to
liberated Saigon—Open the borders to the persecuted victims of
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UNC Backs
Busing...

(cont‘inuedfrom page 5)

defending black people. An effective
answer has, however, been provided by
UAW Local 6, at an International
Harvester plant outside Chicago, which
set up a union defense guard to protect a
black member’s house that had been fire-
bombed by racists.

The motion for labor/black defense in

Local .6 was put forward by a class-

struggle opposition group, the Labor
Struggle Caucus (see WV No. 67, 25
April). However, a number of opportun-
istradical groups have tried to falsely take
credit for the Local 6 action and cover up
the action (or inaction) of their own
supporters. The IS’ Workers’ Power (24
April-7 May) reprinted the entire LSC
motion without indicating who put it
forward. The June issue of the OL’s Call
blatantly lied, claiming that the Chicago
Workers Solidarity Committee organized
the defense guard and got the motion
passed. Actually, this group has no
supporters in the plant, had nothingtodo
with the resolution and has refused to
deal with the Local committee in charge
of the defense guard.

Consequently, when a motion for
labor/black defense was raised at the end
of yesterday’s conference, Jack Wein-
berg, leader of the IS-backed wing and its
representative on the UNC executive
board, found it impossible to let the
motion die for lack of support from a
UNC member. To do so would have been
too compromising even for these profes-
sional social-democratic compromisers.

It was not one of the UNC “radicals”
who introduced the motion but Keith
Dodds of the Dearborn Assembly Unit of
Ford Local 600. Dodds was recently a
candidate in Local elections, where he ran
for unit president on a class-struggle
program including support to busing and
labor/black defense. Like the Labor
Struggle Caucus of Local 6, which had an
observer at the conference and presented
a motion condemning the “Buy Ameri-
can” protectionism to which the UNC
capitulates, Dodds is not a member of the
UNC because, he says, it is “an unprinci-
pled swamp” whose main aim is to put a
new clique of bureaucrats in office.

Since the UNC executive board, to
which the motion was referred, is domi-
nated by the bureaucratic elements who
tried to duck the issue, Workers Van-
guard may be the only paper to print the
motion for which the auto workers’ group
has nominally gone on record:

“Whereas the racist right wing forces
have made the anti-busing campaign
their focal point seeking to drive back
even the limited gains of black people,
and

“Whereas working class unity can be
achieved only by the most militant
defense of minorities’ rights to equality in
jobs, housing and education which can

only be achieved by labor struggle for

_intggration, and

- Q/(Tféreas busing represents atf:least a
“‘minimal step towards integration of the '’

" schools, and i :

“Whereas the anti-working-class forces

of repression—police, national guard,
and federal troops—cannot be relied on
to protect black people against vicious
racist attacks,

“Therefore be it resolved that this
meeting of the UNC commits itself to a
broad united front mobilization for: 1)
defense of busing; 2) extension of busing
to the relatively more privileged and
largely white suburban schools; 3) a fight
to make the UAW take leadership and
responsibility for the formation of city-
wide defense guards based on the UAW,
other labor unions, black and community
organizations to ward off and defeat
racist violence against blacks and all
school children.”

Weinberg insisted that this motion be
discussed and voted upon, although it
could have been “safely” ignored. This
sent the bureaucratic leaders into a
frenzy, using every kind of underhanded
argument and baiting against their
radical “allies.” Sims, who is black, race-
baited Weinberg by claiming he was sick
of guilty white liberals who “stick their

10

noses halfway into our business.” Calling
Dodds a hypocrite for proposing a mo-
tion to a group he disagreed with, Sims
castigated Weinberg for backing the
motion of “that Johnny-come-lately from
Ford's.” “You make me sick, Jack.,” he
raged at Weinberg, “You make me sick.”.

Fox, Simsand Kelley sought to prevent
the motion from passing primarily by
accusing Weinberg and his supporters of
hypocrisy rather than by outright opposi-
tion. But it was the substance they
objected to. A serious mobilization by the
UNC to ‘'promote UAW-organized
labor/black defense would endanger
their bureaucratic positions, leading toan
all-out battle with the gang in Solidarity
House which the UNC is neither willing
nor able to fight. The radical faction, on
the other hand. is increasingly feeling
pressure because the rightward drift of
the UNC leadership is becoming more
pronounced while the group’s popularity
stagnates or dwindles.

With such fundamental issues as
seniority/preferential layoffs and
labor/black defense wrenching apart the
already tattered UNC coalition, official
proposals coming from yesterday’s con-
ference, notably a campaign for a special
UAW convention to combat unemploy-
ment, are doomed to limited life-
expectancy. It remains to be seen if the
fractured and squabbling UNC will use its
position as the largest UAW opposition
group in Detroit to implement the

labor/black defense resolution it has so

tenuously adopted. ®

Boston Teachers’
Union Election

(continued from page 5)

during which it could plan further
sabotage of desegregation.
In the BTU election held on June 4 the

convergence of liberals and racists was -

underscored by the banal campaign
statements of the candidates. While a
number of candidates referred ominously
to “challenges,” “problems,” “turmoil,”
and other synonyms for busing, none
presented the semblance of a program or
openly discussed their position in cam-
paign literature. From George McGrim-
ley. a successful Executive Board candi-

LLres

date who opposes busing
unconditionally, to Robinson, the new
President who favors “metropolitan

integration” but wants to derail integra-
tion in Boston itself, all the candidates
stood on various combinations of “integ-
rity, experience, loyalty” and other
modified versions of the Boy Scout oath.

The only notable excéption to this
pattern was a high school teacher named
Robert Pearlman, who ran in several
delegate elections. Pearlman has a good
record of challenging the racist policies of
the Local 66 leadership. He has intro-
duced a number of motions over the year

supporting busing as a minimal step -
.+ toward equal education and calling for

the formation of integrated defense
committees based on the unions and
black organizations (labor/black de-
fense) to protect black school children.
He also fought the BTU bureaucracy’s
complicity with city attempts to force a
rotten contract on the union through
foot-dragging arbitration and renegotia-
tions to whittle down even the meager 9.5
percent salary increase recommended by
government mediators. (Local 66 has
gone through the entire year without
signing a new contract.) This militant
teacher was the only candidate to attack
the insipid and racist “professionalism” of
reactionaries who proposed segregating
the aides in a separate unit of the union.

Pearlman’s campaign for delegate to
the Massachusetts Federation of Teach-
ers; AFT and AFL-CIO conventions and
the Greater Boston Labor Council
centered on busing, the key question
which all the other candidates sought to
ignore, and on the social service cutbacks

and projected layoffs of public employ-
ees. His election statement, which in-
cluded a broad program for class-struggle
unionism and independent political
action, stressed the organic connection
between the democratic rights of black
people and the gains of organized labor:

“The racist anti-busing ROAR forces
must be defeated! While today that
movement is directed against the rights of
black people. tomorrow it will line up
with their friends on the School Commit-
tec against the BTU and the entire labor
movement. The anti-black. anti-semitic,
anti-labor scum of the Nazis and the Klan
have come to Boston to feed on and
encourage this movement. It is the
elementary duty of the BT U to defend the
democratic rights of black people for
equality in education. to defend citywide
busing and its extension into the suburbs,
and to initiate a defense of black school
children against racist attacks.

*“...The BTU and AFT must forge ties of
solidarity with state workers, welfare
recipients. oppressed minorities and all
sections of the labor movement—
otherwise this union will find itself
isolated and defenseless when our rights

" and livelihood come under attack.”

Pearlman’s program also opposed
government intervention - into union
affairs, calling for union control of hiring
and transfers, improved schools and
desegregation implemented by worker-
student-teacher committees. He called for
dumping the class-collaborationist
Shanker/Meany union bureaucracy and
the building of a workers party, based on
the trade unions, to fight for a workers
government. While the BTU bureaucrats
have clearly indicated their intention to
allow layoffs of aides, provisional and
non-tenured teachers (those with less
than three years’ seniority) in return for
paper assurances against layoffs of
tenured teachers, Pearlman’s program
called for strikes against layoffs and
reduced class size and teacher load at full
pay to provide jobs for all.

In an election where the new black
union members, alienated by the policies

- of the bureaucrats, generally did not vote,

Pearlman finished at or near the bottom
of the list for the various  delegate
positions. He did succeed, however, in
winning an average of 150 votes for each
post, was elected delegate to the Massa-
chusetts Federation of Teachers conven-
tion and came within eleven votes of
election to the state AFL-CIO conven-
tion. This small block of votes in support
of a clear anti-capitalist program is an
important beginning. As the economic
crisis eats away at'all the past gains of the
union and as the policies of the BTU
leadership feed the racial conflicts that

.are tearing the Boston schools apart, a

class-struggle opposition must be built in
the union which is capable of giving the
leadership and program for working-
class unity that the present racist and
defeatist bureaucracy is incapable of
providing. W
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Britain and the
Common Market

(continued from page 7)

question of Vietnamese refugees (accu-
rately described by a State Department
official as *“the rich, prostitutes and
killers™) because much of the opposition
to them reflected chauvinist prejudice and
outright racism? The Spartacist League/
U.S. did no such thing. We opposed
asylum for Indochinese counterrevolu--
tionaries, while criticizing the chauvinist

‘component of the widespread opposition

to Marshall Ky and his friends.

The other main argument for absten-
tion is that the anti-Market campaign was
a diversion from real class struggle. Thus
the RCG writes: “A brief inspection of the
left-reformists has shown that they divert
the attention of the working-class away
from the real issues facing it—issues such
as unemployment and inflation—into the
thoroughly bourgeois arena of the EEC
‘debate’” (Revolutionary Communist
No. 2). This view of the “real issues”
facing the working class is thoroughly
economist. Apparently Britain’s imperi-
alist alliances are purely a question for the
bourgeoisie. Does even NATO qualify as
a “real issue” for the RCG?

L’Express
British Tory leader Margaret Thatcher
at pro-EEC rally.

To be sure, it might be preferable for
the TUC and the left wing of the Labour
Party to mobilize against the “social
compact” (state wage control), for exten-
sive nationalizations or for withdrawal of
troops from Northern Ireland. But
sometimes important class battles are
fought over secondary, though princi-
pled, questions. Jules Guesde and his
wing of the French Socialist Party (except
for Paul Lafargue) considered the Drey-
fus affair—the victimization of a Jewish
officer of the general staff in the 1890°s—
to be a monstrous “diversion,” and
therefore abstained. But the Dreyfus
“diversion” led to the brink of a rightist
coup and possible civil war.

Communist tactics do not consist in
waiting for the “perfect issue.” On the
contrary, Leninists seek to use every
major political struggle to attack the
ruling class and reformist misleaders of
the workers movement. No one can deny
that the EEC referendum was a major
split between the capitalists and the
workers movement, as well as between
the right and left wings of the workers
movement.

—OQut of the Common Market—Out
of NATO! )

—Expropriate  the Bourgeoisie—
Toward a Socialist United States of
Europe!

WORKERS VANGUARD



Portuguese
Maoists. ..

(continued from page 12)

arrests was the discovery, by militants of
the MRPP and soldiers sympathetic to it,
of evidence that an official in the general
staff of the armed forces was involved in
the counterrevolutionary attempted coup
on March [1. After interrogating a
suspect (a marine) for two days, the
Movement turned him over to soldiers of
the First Light Artillery Regiment(RAL-
1), also known as the “red regiment”
because of the influence of the MRPP
among its soldiers. (RAL-1 was the object
of the reactionaries’ military action on
March [l and one of its soldiers was
killed by the plotters.) The regiment set
up a commission of inquiry to try the’
suspect, but COPCON forces arrived to
take him away by force (Le Monde, 6
June). o

There is in fact considerable unrest
among the rank-and-file Portuguese
soldiers and sailors, who are without
influence in the MFA. Far from represen-
ting in any way a body similar to the
soldiers’ committees in the Russian
Revolution, the Armed Forces Move-
ment represents the officer corps of a
bourgeois army. No amount of “leftist” or
“socialist” rhetoric will change its charac-
ter as a bourgeois formation. One of the
principal tasks of revolutionaries in
Portugal, as we have insisted for over a
year, is the formation of soldiers commit-
tees as a step toward the destruction of
this military arm of the capitalist class.
This, in turn, requires a sharp struggle
against the MFA which must seek above
all to maintain discipline in the ranks—its
only source of power.

The tremendous popularity which this
slogan could arouse was indicated by’an
incident last last year when cadets at an
infantry school in the town of Mafra saw
the Russian film “Battleship Potemkin.”
Following the film they drew up a list of
demands for better food, freedom of
assembly and discussion; when eight of
the militants were arrested, 400 of the
cadets went on strike. The “Mafra revolt”
was violently condemned by the MFA as
“a veritable crime against the esprit de
‘corps, the cohesion and discipline” of the
armed forces (Rouge, 10 January).
Unfortunately, the MRPP (which
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reportedly has influence in some army
and navy units) has not attempted to
organize such soldiers committees, but
rather seeks-to build only cells of its
sympathizers in the military.

More generally, the MRPP has been
under attack by the MF A leaders because
it 1s one of the few groups to declare
openly that the Armed Forces Movement
is a bourgeois enemy of the working
masses.

“The neo-revisionist grouplets, with their
opportunist policy of ‘being on the side of
the MFA as long as the MFA sides with
the people,’ in addition to rejecting. .. the
essence of Marxist theory—namely the
scientific theory of the state and the role
of the bourgeois armed forces—crawl on
all fours in front of the ‘progressive
officers,” imploring them to provide
leadership and reject... the Leninist
thesis that the working class must
exercise hegemony in the revolution.”
— Luta Popular, 23 May
Compared to groups like the Socialist
Left Movement. (MES), which is
constantly explaining in its press that its
slogans really are 100 percent in line with
the MFA’s program (even when they
aren’t), or the “Trotskyist” LCI which has
called on the “progressive” officers to join
the workers, this clear statement is a
breath of fresh air. The MRPP is one of
the few groups whose militants have not
been educated in cowardly grovelling
before the MFA’s threats. Consequently
it is frequently denounced by more
“mainstream” Maoists (e.g., the Guardi-
an’s Wilfred Burchett) for sectarianism
(Guardian, 30 April). To be sure, the
MRPP is indeed sectarian (refusing to
undertake joint demonstrations with
other left groups, even in their own
defense) and has engaged in many
adventurist actions (such as kidnapping
soldiers being sent to Africa last May).
But the MRPP draws the ire of the
Guardian at bottom, not for its mistakes,
but for its leftist impulse to oppose the
bourgeois MFA. And that is more than
one can say of most of the Portuguese “far
left.”

But while the Movement for the
Reorganization of the Proletarian Party
is quite left within the Maoist spectrum—
particularly these days, as these erstwhile
“left” opponents of the pro-Moscow
Stalinists dutifully fall into line behind
NATO—it has nonetheless failed entirely
to break with its Stalinist heritage. (The
MRPP is, in fact, aggressively pro-Stalin,
denying that he ever made any mistakes.)
It claims that “revolution is on the order

_ of the day” and the “dominant class is

now unable to govern,” but at the same
time “the working class is not yet in a
condition to take power.” '

“In the case of Portugal, the actual phase

of the revolution is the Democratic and

Popular Revolution and not, as the

Trotskyists and other opportunists would

have it. already the phase of socialist

revolution.”

—Luta Popular, 6 June 1974
With this line, the MRPP cannot

provide a clear class opposition to the
MFA. It is constrained by the “logic” of
its politics to look for an alternative
alliance with bourgeois forces for the first
stage of the two-stage revolution. And
while it is looking in vain, the lash of
counterrevolution will fall on it and the
class-conscious workers it refuses to
organize for proletarian revolution. This
is the road to abject defeat, comrades.

Right Maoists Capitulate to MFA

There are a number of right-Maoist
groups in Portugal, among them the
Party of Popular Unity (PUP) and the
Popular Democratic Union (UDP), an
electoral bloc of three smaller groups.
Both the PUP and UDP campaign
exclusively on “democratic” slogans,

favor a broad unity- for “Marxist-

Leninists” and in general are in no way to
the left of the Moscow-line Stalinists.
Typical of the attitude of the right-
Maoists toward the MFA was that taken
by the UDP toward the pact endorsing
the bonapartist role of the officers’
movement. It was up to the MFA to
choose: “...either you defend the interests
of the proletariat fighting against the
bourgeoisie or you defend the interests of

capital fighting against the working
masses. ... Either you play on one side or
another” (Diario de Noticias, 7 April).

The largest of the right-Maoist groups
is the Portuguese Communist Party
Marxist-Leninist (PCP-ML). Like the
MRPP, the PCP-ML has run afoul of the
MFA on several occasions, notably when
several union leaders who are members of
its labor front group, the Worker-Peasant
Alliance (AOC), were arrested by
COPCON troops in early March. The
AOC was also thrown off the ballot in the
April elections by the officers. Its reac-
tion, however, has been exactly the
opposite of the’ MRPP. In the elections
the PCP-ML called for a vote to the
social-democratic SP, and shortly
afterwards the AOC, in a cravenly class-
collaborationist move, announced it
would request that the MFA let it sign the
pact ( Diario de Noticias, 28 April}

Another key issue in Portugal is the
question of NATO. All the Maoist groups
in one way or another denounce NATO,
this being necessary in order to maintain
any kind of credibility with the masses.
The attitude of the Maoist bureaucracy in
Peking is quite different, however. “We
support the efforts of West European
countries to get united in this struggle”
against “superpower control” said Chou
En-lai to the Chinese National People’s
Congress earlier this year (New York
Times, 8 February). '

In Portugal the group which has hewed
most closely to this Chinese line of de
facto support for NATO is the PCP-ML,
which states: “German imperialism is
interested in guaranteeing that Portugal
does not fall into the social-imperialist
camp. And here the working class has
interests which coincide with those of
German imperialism...” (Unidade Popu-
lar, 16 January 1975). This is interesting
in light of the recent trip to China by
leaders” of the MRPP and the PCP-
ML, to negotiate over who should get the
official Maoist franchise for Portugal.
Apparently the PCP-ML got the nod. for
Hsinhua Weekly of 19 May reprints
excerpts from Unidade Popular which
“urges the European countries and people
to get prepared against a war which the
two superpowers may unleash.” This is
the first time that the Chinese have
mentioned any Portuguese group in their
news agency dispatches.

For a Trotskyist Party in Portugal

The Portuguese Maoists are caughtina
dead-end. Every move to the left of the
PCP must bring them into conflict with
the Armed Forces Movement. The
MRPP responds with impotent adven-
turism and sectarianism; the PCP-ML
and the rest of the right-Maoist coterie
respond by capitulating to the MFA’s
threats. Neither are able to mobilize the
mass of the militant workers around their
class interests because this does not fit
into the class-collaborationist schema of
“popular-democratic revolution.”

The Maoists candenounce the MFA as
a representative of imperialist interests,

but so long as they are tied to the interests .
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of the parasitic bureaucracy which

commands the Chinese deformed work-
ers state, they will be unable to separate
themselves from the imperialists. To take
a simple case in point: not one Portuguese
Maoist organization has demanded
independence for the colony of Macao.
The reason is simple: when MFA officials
visited Peking last month, the Chinese
opposed the return of this center of the
international opium trade to China, just
as they have consistently favored the
maintenance of the British “crown co-
lony” of Hong Kong. Submitting to the
dictates of such narrow, nationalist
bureaucracies means to renounce all
pretense of proletarian internationalism.

To find a way out of this dead-end,
aspiring revolutionists among the Maoist
groups must directly confront the Trotsk-
yist bogey they fear so much. Without the
Trotskyist perspective for proletarian
revolution they cannot hope to prepare
class-conscious workers to defeat the
attacks by the military.

—Down with Press Censorship! Down
with the Anti-Strike Law! Down with the
Trade-Union Regulation Law! Down
with the Anti-Democratic Laws of
Associations and Parties!

—Immediate Independence
Angola! Portugal Out of NATO!

~—~For the Formation of
Democratically Elected Factory Com-
mittees! For Soldiers Committees in the
Army and Navy! Toward a National
Council of Workers Commissions, Fac-
tory Committees and Soldiers
Committees! )

—Expropriate Industry, Finance and
Large Landholdings—No
Compensation!

—Break with the Bourgeois Parties
and the MFA—For a PCP/SP Govern-
ment! Toward a Workers Government
Based on Democratically Elected Work-
ers Councils (Soviets)!

—Break with Maoist Class
Coliaboration! Toward the Rebirth of the
Fourth International!

for

CIA...

(continued from page 2)

feller report. It is a question of imperial-
ism itself,

All the congressional committees like
the Rockefeller Commission have one
objective—to streamline the CIA in order
to avoid further exposures. So the Cl1A’s
important friends have begun an anti-red
campaign hoping to protect it from more
exposure and claiming the spy agency is
needed to defend against the “Communist
bloc.” Some members of the House
investigative committee are now trying to
scuttle its work on the grounds that the
committee has been “taken over” by those
unconcerned with “national security,”
etc. Averell Harriman said that the Soviet
intelligence and secret police outfit, the
KGB, must be “dancing with glee.” To the
extent that exposures of the CIA make it
more difficult for the CIA to carry out its
filthy work, revolutionaries the world
over can also applaud.

Capitalist politicians certainly will not
fully expose—much less dismantle—the
murderous, anti-communist covert oper-
ations required by the imperialist foreign
policy they shape and administer. Foster-
ing no illusions in the present three-ring
cover-up, communists demand a ruthless,
thorough investigation including those
areas which never seem to be examined:
We demand to know the full story of the
assassination of Malcolm X, the coun-
terrevolutionary terror campaigns in
Indochina and U.S. subversion of trade
unions around the world. We demand
that all “classified” CIA/FBI/Pentagon
documents and files be disclosed fully in
open televised hearings and that all
criminals thus exposed be prosecuted.

Only the victorious proletarian revolu-
tion which smashes the capitalist state can
sweep away the CIA, a justly despised
instrument of imperialist tyranny. @
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Free the MRPP 500!

Dead End for
Portuguese
Maoists

JUNE 16 -Following sham elections for
a phony “constitutent assembly™ on April
25, the first anniversary of the overthrow
of the rightist Salazar;Caetano
dictatorship, the political situation in
Portugal remains chaotic and without
direction. The leftist leaders of the Armed
Forces Movement (MFA) want to play a
role “above™ the classes. arbitrating
between competing political factions
while imposing order and discipline. But
there is not the slightest consensus among
the officers on what policies to impose.
The MFA continues to oscillate sharply
in its day-to-day conduct, first attacking
and then conciliating the Socialists, at
one moment nationalizing various im-
portant trusts and on the day after
guarantecing private property. In the
prevailing atmosphere of confusion. a
new right-wing coup attempt from within
the armed forces is possible at any
moment.

The Portuguese Communist Party
(PCP) has banked everything on being
the most unconditional supporter of the
MFA, vet it is under heavy pressure from
its proletarian base to move against the
bourgeoisie.  Their weak electoral

strength clearly shown in the elections
(where the PCP received 13.9 percent and
its petty-bourgeois satellite. the MDP,
won 4.3 percent of the total vote), the
Stalinists must repeatedly take to the
streets to demonstrate their continued
ability to mobilize masses of workers at
crucial moments. At the same time. the
PCP has sought to usc the state against its
left opponents, having Maoists arrested
and militant unions put under military
control. On several occasions it has itself
directly assumed the role of cop and
strikebreaker.

Above all, there is in Portugal today no
clear-sighted Marxist leadership capable
of exposing the PCP’s treacherous role as
the guardian of capitalism and of drawing
to its banners the most advanced elements
of the several tens of thousands of class-
conscious militants who place themselves
to the left of the PCP. Widespread
syndicalist sentiment in the factories is
reinforced by workerist groups. while the
Maoists wander aimlessly. unable to
unite due to bureaucratic organizational
squabbles and incapable, because of their
Stalinist ideology, of taking a consistent
class stand against the bourgeois MFA.

Council of the Revolution” awarded Cousins a medal late last month.
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Diario de ticias
Portuguese President General Costa Gomes greets U.S. Admiral Ralph
Cousins, supreme commander of air and naval forces of NATO. The “Supreme

While the situation cries out for an
aggressive  policy of revolutionary
regroupment -through putting forward
a sharp programmatic alternative to the
treacheries of the present misleaders and
the lack of a coherent perspective on the
part of the many smaller leftist groups—
the main “Trotskyist” organization in
Portugal. the Internationalist Commun-
ist League (LCl. a sympathizing group of
the “United Secretariat™). insists on
acting as a totally impotent and inconse-
quential left cover for the PCP and
“progressive officers.”

Institutionalizing Bonapartism

The April 25 elections only demon-
strated the existence of a confused
“moderate™ majority. The largest vote
totals were received by the Socialist Party
(SP). the most right-wing of the workers
parties, with 41.5 percent, and the
“liberal™ capitalist People’s Democratic
Party (PPD), with 28.8 percent. (Both the
SPand PPD refer to themselves as social-
democratic and work as a mini-coalition.)
Two left-socialist groups, the FSP and
MES. together received 2.4 percent: three
right-Maoist groups won 88.000 votes, or
2.1 percent. between them; and the LCI
got 13,000 votes or about 0.3 percent
{Diario de Noticias. 28 April).

Ignoring the election results, the MFA
is continuing its attempt to institutional-
1ize a bonapartist position for itself. The
main content of the “constitution™ to be
worked out by the . “constituent
assembly”—conceding power to the
officers for a “transition period” of three
to five years—was already laid down in
the so-called MFA  parties pact signed in
early April. Some of the more “militant”
MFA leaders, however, are now talking
of junking the parties altogether. and
setting up “Cuban-style” committees for
the defense of the revolution directly
linking the masses to the armed forces.

An important confrontation over the
role of the parties and Armed Forces
Movement came with the closing of the
newspaper Republica in late May. A
bourgeois paper with an SP editor,
Republica was originally shut down by its
CP-led printers who objected to anarticle
concerning confrontations between the
Socialists and Communists on May Day.
The MFA then moved in, occupied the
premises and officially closed the paper
pending court settlement of the “labor
dispute.” Marxists must oppose such
arbitrary restrictions of freedom of the
press by the bourgeois state, even if the
newspaper in question is a capitalist

Luta P |
MRPP militants and soldier supporters demonstrate at Light Artillery Regiment No. 1 ;)r:L;)sDtL;Srn

following defeat of March 11 reactionary putsch.

paper. The same laws used to repress
bourgeois opposition (even when it is
more rightist than a left-leaning regime),
will be used against socialists and the
workers movement with infinitely greater
ferocity. (Asaresult of protests by the SP,
Republica was reopened earlier this
month.)

The most dramatic expression of the
MFA’s determination to preserve capital-
ist “law and order.” however. came with
the massive arrests of 500 militants of the
left-Maoist Movement tor the Reorgani-
zation of the Proletarian Party (MRPP),
the largest political party in the country to
the left of the PCP. In coordinated
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RALLY AND
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Free the MRPP
Political Prisoners!
Full Democratic Rights
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Workers Movement!
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\ Committee to Free the MRPP 500 J

nationwide raids before dawn on May 29,
troops of the Continental Operations
Command (COPCON)—an elite unit of
shock troops loyal to leftist leaders of the
MFA—struck at the central and neigh-
borhood MRPP offices, arresting all
present and confiscating files and equip-
ment. The Maoist militants are currently
being held at the same Caixas prison
where many of them spent time as
political prisoners under the Salazarist
regime,

MRPP Under the Gun

The military authorities have given
several explanations for their action. One
report speaks of MRPP “assassination
plans.” others speak of “criminal aggres-
sion against the public order™ and still
others raise the need to prevent embar-
rassing  anti-NATO  demonstrations
planned for May 31 when U.S. president
Ford visited Spain. Clearly ali of these are
pretexts. The immediate cause of the

continued on page 11
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