




















Anti-Racist
Militants Framed
in East Boston
Police Gourt

BOSTON --Last week eight people were
sentenced in East Boston District Court
to draconian jail terms ranging from six
months to a year for the “crime™ of self-
defense against racist attacks.

The one-day kangaroo-court trial on
October 8 was part of a pattern of vicious
repression unleashed by local authorities
against black tenants in East Boston's
Maverick and Sumner Street housing
project. In recent months the tenants had
organized an integrated defense force to
prevent gangs of racist youths from
driving them out of the project in this
nearly lily-white section of the city. On
several occasions the black residents,
aided by a city-wide tenants’ coalition and
East Boston People Against Racism (a
group supported by Youth Against War
and Fascism). had faced down these
hooligans and stopped their rock-
throwing rampages.

On the night of August 25, however,
the police (who had allowed the vigilante
attacks to continue) moved in to arrest
not the racists but their victims. One of
the cops at the scene that night comment-
ed about the would-be lynch mob, “These
are nice kids. We grew up with them here
in East Boston.”

The defendants were railroaded on the
testimony of the racist cops in District
Court Seven. notorious as a “police
court” which convicts on whatever
charges (fabricated or otherwise) the state
dreams up. The main witness for the
prosecution, Sgt. McNamara, testified
that he had made the arrests because the
defendants were “creating a disturbance™
by their presence. allegedly used “loud
and abusive™ language and refused to
disperse when ordered. Of course. the
only 1nstance of such language that he
specifically recalled was when the defend-
ants “loudly and abusively” demanded
that he “arrest the people causing trou-
ble.” i.e., the mob of racist rock throwers.
Under cross-examination, McNamara
stated that he was unaware of any “racial
problems™ in the project.

Defense witnesses gave a vivid picture
of the racist terror and police attacks
which oppressed minorities have experi-
enced here. Mrs. Lucille Roberts, a long-
time East Boston resident and wife of one

of the defendants. testified that the tenant
guard was mobilized when a mob of white
youths wearing hoods and waving bats,
iron pipes and knives started to stone the
homes of black project residents. When
the police arrived. they accosted several
members of the defense guard who were
clustered in a hallway after one had been
struck in the head by a rock.

The other defendants were arrested
when cops broke into the home of Mrs.
Anna Mae Lewis, a member of the East
Boston bi-racial council set up under the
court-ordered busing plan. Even the
prosecutor admitted that the police didn’t
have a warrant. Following the conviction,
the prosecutor (satisfied that he had
legitimized this cop atrocity) urged
presiding Judge James Mellen to go easy.
Instead. Mellen cut the prosecutor off
and threw the book at the defendants.

Since August 25. the racist attacks in
the project have continued and one
family’s home has been firebombed twice.
These frame-up convictions and the
pattern of repression against black people
in East Boston are not isolated incidents.
In another case. 74 supporters of the
Committee Against Racism (CAR). led
by the Progressive Labor Party (PL).
were arrested on September 8 on charges
of “disturbing the peace™ for attempting
to demonstrate in favor of busing in
South Boston on the opening day of
school. Eighteen of the defendants were
acquitted on October 2 after the prosecu-
tion failed to deny that the site of the
PL..CAR demonstration was suggested
by a police official. and that the police
never forbade CAR to demonstrate there!
In contrast, a “mothers’ march™ held by
racists the next day in Charlestown tried
to break through police lines to get at the
buses, vet not one arrest was made.

These incidents should underscore the
racist and thoroughly treacherous char-
acter of the capitalist police and courts, to
whom liberals and reformists (such as the
NAACP and SWP) appeal for protection
of black people. The outrageous convic-
tions of the eight East Boston anti-racist
militants must be answered with vigorous
protests from the left, black organizations
and the labor movement.®

Berkeley Teachers...

(continued from page 2)

teachers’ unions, which negotiated con-
tracts throughout the Bay Area during
September.

But the bureaucrats were not alone in
engineering this defeat. Atevery step they
were cheered on by the ex-Trotskyist
Socialist Workers Party (SWP) and its
supporters in the union. In an article in
the October 3 issue of the SWP’s Militant,
Dave Warren, a Berkeley teacher, had no
criticism of the unions’ leadership and
raised no demands beyond the call to
return to the conditions of the April 15
agreement. In a pitiful endorsement of the
bureaucrats’ no-win strategy, the SWP-
dominated National Student Coalition
Against Racism tssued a leaflet stating:

“TEACHERS ARE NOT STRIKING
FOR MORE MONEY.... they are on
strike to stop these cuts and maintain a
zero percent wage increase agreed to last

-8

April 15th.... We call on the board to
return to the April 15 Agreement.”
According to these so-called socialists,
unions should be proud when their
leaders knuckle under to wage freezesina

period of skyrocketing inflation!

What was lacking in the Berkeley
teachers strike—as in New York, Boston,
Chicago. etc.—was a resolute leadership
committed to a class-struggle program. A
winning strike strategy would be pre-
pared to face the government's strike-
breaking efforts with a broad mobiliza-
tion of the labor movement in militant
strike actions. The pathetic defeats
suffered by teachers across the country in
the past month reflect a serious weaken-
ing of the unions in the face of massive
cutbacks in education. health and other
social services and a continuing high level
of unemployment. Reliance on bourgeois
politicians, such as the bureaucrats’
support to the Dellums and Riles plans,
paves the way for such defeats. ®

British Labour
Party...

(continued from page 4)

trade unions.

The ability to influence any leftward-
moving centrist current will depend, not
on the date of BLP membership cards,
but rather on the capacity, breadth and
cohesiveness of an organization’s cadre
and the credibility of its politics within the
left. When the Spanish Socialist Party
moved sharply to the left in 1934-35,
significant sections of that party (e.g.. the
official youth leadership) openly invited
Andres Ninand the Trotskyists tojoin the
SP and take on leading roles within it.

Likewise, a genuine leftward-moving
centrist current in the BLP would be open
to and attracted by what it viewed as the
“revolutionary left.” Ted Grant’s Militan:
group, despite its many vears of toil in the
local branches, will have no monopoly at
all on the attention of forces breaking to
the left from British social democracy.
We maintain that a necessary precondi-
rion for a small Trotskyist organization to
take advantage of serious left factional-
ism in the BLP is the growth and
development of its cadre through struggle
within the “revolutionary left.”

Are the most advanced workers in
Britain today supporters of the Labour
Party left? On a numerical scale relevant
to a small Trotskyist group, the answer is
no. If one includes the International
Socialists (which claims to stand in the
Trotskyist tradition), there are in Britain
more than 4.000 ostensible Trotskvists in
about adozen organizations. It is obvious
that only in this political milieu could a
small, newly-formed Trotskvist organiza-
tion achieve significant growth.

There are perhaps 1.000 Maoists in
Britain. The official. pro-Soviet CP has
about 20,000 members, substantially
proletarian and with many, many trade-
union officials. There is a large. heavily
proletarian Irish population in Britain.
Among this population are many sympa-
thizers of left Irish nationalism (e.g.. the
IRA Officials, Irish Republican Social-
1sts). In general. a left Irish nationalist will
be more open to communist politics than
a typical supporter of the BLP Tribune
group.

There i1s also a large population of
foreign workers, mainly from South Asia
and the Mediterranean area, in Britain.
Thousands of these workers consider
themselves revolutionary socialists and
have no loyalty at all to Harold Wilson’s
party. Thus in Britain today there are
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several thousand workers, students and
other political activists standing outside
and to the left of the BLP. It is from
among this political population that a
small Trotskvist propaganda group can
grow and develop to a point where it can
make serious gains among the left-
Labourite masses.

Having rejected the entrist tactic, we
defend the position of standing parlia-
mentary candidates against the BLLP. We
should clarify two points. We suppert
clectoral opposition to the Labour Party
as such, not limited to right-wing BLP
candidates. It is obviously tactically wiser
to run against a right-wing rather than a
left-wing Labour candidate, but that is
not a matter of principle by any means.

In the article which our correspondent
criticizes, we noted that for a very small,
weak propaganda group to contest a
parliamentary election may be a gross
misuse of resources. However, it would
seem that Comrade Colin P. is, in general,
opposed to a revolutionary propaganda
group contesting parliamentary seats
against the BLP.

What is the purpose of the Leninist
tactic of critical electoral support to a
mass reformist party? It is designed to
destroy the masses’ illusions in such a
party by actually placing it in power. Ina
more immediate sense, critical support
allows a communist propaganda group to
get a more sympathetic hearing for its
views among the majority of workers.
Critical support is designed to aid
supporters of a reformist party in gaining
a clear appreciation of that party in the
context of presenting a revolutionary
program. Critical electoral support is not
a self-sufficient tactic. It is. in a sense.
only half a tactic.

The question arises of what to do with
those who are already disillusioned with
left Labourism and drawn to a revolu-
tionary program. It is here that electoral
opposition to the reformist party is a
necessary complement to critical support.
Electoral oppostion to the BLP is a means
by which those moving left from British
social democracy can be encouraged to
make a decisive commitment to a revolu-
tionary program and place themselves
under the organizational influence of the
communist vanguard.

To support Labour electorally, raise
certain left criticisms of the BLP, but
never stand independent candidates
against Labour is to act as a left pressure
group upon British social democracy. In
effect, one is telling someone who agrees
with one’s criticisms to fight for a
revolutionary program through the La-
bour Party, to transform the Labour
Party into a revolutionary instrument.
Such a policy is equivalent to actingasan
external, but loyal, faction of the BLP.

Because of the inclusive nature of the
BLP and because British social democra-
cy has never been seriously challenged by
a Leninist or Stalinist party, the attitude
of the Labour leadership to the “far left”
is quite different than in most other
countries. Inthe U.S., West Germany and
France, the leaderships of the mass
workers organizations are violently hos-
tile to the “revolutionary left,” often using
state repressive measures against them. In
contrast, the British Labourite bureauc-
racy tries to co-opt and neutralize the “far
left” through friendly social intercourse,
through an attitude of chumminess (*1
completely agree with what you want—I
was a red once myself —but your tactics
are unrealistic”).

A Michael Foot or a Hugh Scanlon 1s
quite willing to treat Ted Grant, Reg
Birch (Maoist union official) or even
Tarig Ali as “one of the boys.” This
posture of chumminess is one of the
methods by which social democracy
retains its dominance, despite the catas-
trophic worsening of the conditions of life
for the British working people. The
family-of-Labourism attitude, the left’s
desire for respectability in BLP circles
and the pervasively friendly social inter-
course between the counterrevolutionary
social-democratic bureaucracy and the
“revolutionary left” are major obstacles
to the construction of a genuine commun-
ist vanguard in Britain today.®
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Socialist Party Wins Majority in

Austrian Elections

VIENNA --Contrary to predictions, the
Socialist Party of Austria (SPO) led by
Chancellor Bruno Kreisky has emerged
from the elections held on: October 5
again holding an absolute parhamentary
majority (93 out of 183 seats in the
Nationalrat, the same as after the 1971
elections). The conservative Austrian
People’s Party (OVP) won 78 seats. a loss
of two. and the extreme rightist Freedom
Party of Austria (FPO)obtained I seats,
for a gain of one. The Communist Party
of Austria (KPO). with only 1.2 percent
of the vote. remains as before unrepre-
sented in Parliament.

The elections came at an opportune
time for the SPO government: though
unemployment, at an official 1.3 percent,
remains low and inflation has hovered at
a “tolerable™ (!) 9 percent, there are
ominous signs auguring a spread to
insular Austria of the international
capitalist recession and price spiral:
foreign workers are being discharged
from all branches of industry in large
numbers, while short workweeks and
compulsory “vacations” are becoming the

Bruno Kreisky

rule rather than the exception. Already
bourgeois economists are cheerily pre-
dicting 100,000 out of work by winter
(triple the present number). This prompt-
ed the president of the Austrian National
Bank, who is also a high SPO leader and
official of the labor federation. to declare
that even 3 percent joblessness would be
“full employment” and that recent rates
have meant “overheating the economy.”

Impending Social Crisis

The bourgeoisie read the handwriting
on the wall and, worried about the social
democrats’ reliability, had assiduously
promoted expectations of a Socialist
defeat. Despite the largest profits since
World War 11 under the incumbent SPO
administration, ruling-class strategists
saw that a sharp attack on the living
standards of the working class would
shortly be necessary. For this the bour-
geoisie considered a “government of
national salvation.” including, along with
the social democrats, the two Austrian
bourgeois parties, to be the best guaran-
tor of tranquility and continued stable
bourgeois rule. The People’s Party wooed
the Socialists with the slogan of a
“concentration government.” But while
the SPO was not averse to a popular front
(it had been in one with the OVP from
1947 to 1966) should it fail to win a
parliamentary majority, federal Chancel-
lor Kreisky indicated a preference for
coalition with the ultra-right Freedom
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Party (whose leader is a former SS
officer). The latter solution was less
agrecable to the bourgeoisie. since the
minuscule FPO in their view lacked the
social weight to guarantee class peace and
restrain “wild-eyed™ Socialists.

For its part. the SPO did everything
possible to convince the bourgeoisie of its
reliability in instituting and policing an
austerity program: the just-submitted
1976 draft budget foresees a massive
increase in  overall taxes, a radical
cutback in social cxpenditures, an in-
crease in postage costs and transit fares, a
wage freeze for civil servants- -all this
coupled with new tax handouts to
employers. De facto collaboration be-
tween the OVP and the SPO already
exists: during the campaign the OVP
pointed to the fact that in the last
Parliament some 75 percent of the laws
represent a joint effort by the two major
parties. The People’s Party also claimed
(truthfully!) that it could fully accept the
electoral platform of the SPO.

Moribund Social Democracy

Although adopting a left social-
democratic posture (“Austro-Marxism™)
in the inter-war years, the SPO since
World War Il has become one of the most
right-wing parties in the Second Interna-
tional. The SPO party program drawn up
in 1958 meekly advocates “a system of
living conditions and inter-human rela-
tions which is aimed at the free develop-
ment of the individual personality™; “class
distinctions™ should be “removed” in-
stead of classes being abolished. and the

“rewards of labor™ should be “justly

distributed™ rather than the bourgeoisie
expropriated. '

But despite its readiness to carry out
the dictates of the bourgeoisie, despite its
history of throttling strikes in collabora-
tion with the trade-union bureaucracy (to
which it is closely linked), the SPO
remains what Lenin termed a bourgeois
workers party, organically part of the
working-class movement. In the absence
of a credible revolutionary counterpole
that could unmask the SPO's socialist
posturing, the working class still regards
the SPO as “its” party.

Faced with a large reformist party,
revolutionary propaganda groups under
certain circumstances can employ the
tactic of critical electoral support as a
means of exposing the pro-capitalist
leadership and splitting the base from the
top. However, in the recent elections the
SPO's explicitly proclaimed readiness to
form a popular-front government, prefer-
ably with the FPO, and the setting up of
local “test coalitions™ meant that it was
not possible to draw even a minimal class
line by urging Austrian workers to vote
for candidates of the SPO. Because
“critical support” would have in fact
constituted support for explicitly planned
class collaboration, the Osterreichische
Bolschewiki-Leninisten (OBL— Austrian
Bolshevik-Leninists). sympathizing sec-
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tion of the international Spartacist
tendency. came out against a vote for the
SPO.

Other “Alternatives”

What. then. should be the attitude of
revolutionaries to the Austrian Commu-
nist Party? Like the DKP in West Ger-
many. the KPO lacks any significant mass
base and is really only a largish propagan-
da group. To call for a vote for the KPO
would only build illusions among the
working masses in what is a reformist
party of the second mobilization. While
the KPO rejects the policy of “social
partnership” propounded by the SPO
and talks of extra-parhamentary action,
these tinges of verbal radicalism are
attributable only to the former’s minute
size. Were the SPO to be totally discredit-
ed. the KPO would instantly leap into the
breach to stam any proletarian upsurge
and tie the workers once more to the
bourgeoisie. No votes for the KPO!

The only other socialist tendency to run
in the parliamentary elections was the
Gruppe Revolutiondre Marxisten
(GRM), Austrian section of the United
Secretariat (USec). Only in one electoral
district. in Vienna, was the GRM able to
obtain the required number of signatures

s ™
SPARTACIST LEAGUE
LOCAL DIRECTORY

ANN ARBOR...... (313) 662-1548
c/o SYL, Box 592
Ann Arbor, Ml 48107

BERKELEY/

OAKLAND ........ (415) 653-4668
Box 23372
Oakland, CA 94623

BLOOMINGTON .. (812) 332-3235
Indiana 47401

BOSTON.......... (617) 492-3928

Box 188 (617) 436-1497

M.I.T. Station

Cambridge, MA 02139
CHICAGO ........ (312) 427-0003

Box 6441, Main P.O.
Chicago, IL 60680

CLEVELAND ...... (216) 621-3379
Box 6765,
Cleveland, OH 44101

DETROIT ......... (313) 881-1632

Box 663A, General P.O,,
Detroit, M| 48232

HOUSTON ........ (713) 926-9944
Box 9054,
Houston, TX 77011
LOS ANGELES.... (213) 485-1838
Box 26282, Edendale Station,
Los Angeles, CA 90026
MADISON......... (608) 257-4212
c/o SYL, Box 3334,
Madison, Wi 53704
NEW YORK ....... (212) 925-2426
Box 1377, G.P.O,,
New York, NY 10001
PHILADELPHIA ... (215) 667-5695
Box 25601,
Philadelphia, PA 19144
SAN DIEGO
P.O. Box 2034,
Chula Vista, CA 92012
SAN FRANCISCO . (415) 564-2845
Box 5712
: San Francisco, CA 94101

TROTSKYIST LEAGUE
OF CANADA ”

TORONTO ........ (416) 366-4107
Box 6867, Station A
Toronto, Ontario

to appear on the ballot. The OBL. signed
the GRM’s petitions, just as we would
support the right of any organization in
the workers movement to appear on the
ballot. However, the -centrist GRM
carried out its electoral campaign on a
classically reformist basis.

The GRM’s main campaign brochure
asserted that “In an election every party
presents its overall perspective.” But the
GRM’s “overall perspective™consisted of
the time-honored social-democratic divi-
sion of its platform into a minimum
program f{or workdays (including demo-
cratic demands such as equal rights for
foreign workers, freedom of abortion, full
cquality for national minorities, etc.) and
a vague maximum program “For Council
Democracy and Socialism™ to be used in
Sunday speechifying at the University.

While rejecting “socialism & la CSSR
{Czechoslovakia],” the GRM “neglected™
to mention the Trotskyist demand for
political revolution~ in the deformed
workers states, or the indispensable call
for unconditional defense of these states
against imperialism. The GRM carefully
limited its “Trotskyism™ to economisti-
cally foreshortening the Transitional
Program’s call for a sliding scale of wages
and hours. All references to expropria-
tion of the capitahsts and socialist
economic planning were left out. And in
those electoral districts where the GRM
was unable to run, it called for a vote for
the KPO on the specious grounds that a
vote for the KPO was a vote against
“social partnership.” i.e., against class
collaboration. Thisisa typical example of
Pabloist illusions regarding the Stalinists.

For these reasons the OBL. refused to
give critical support to the GRM. Since
voting is compulsory in four provinces of
Austria and more than 90 percent of the
electorate regularly votes, the OBL, in the
absence of a supportable alternative,
called for casting invalid ballots.

Forward with the OBL to the construc-
tion of a Trotskyist party in Austria, as a
section of the reborn Fourth
International!®
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erry Healy's
Legalistic Underbelly

The British Workers Revolutionary
Party (WRP) of Gerry Healy has alwayvs
eagerly sacrificed its every ostensible
principle to the single-minded worship of
its one real god: publicity. Eschewing the
laborious task of building an organiza-
tion of revolutionary cadres and of
patiently working to establish and deepen
its authority among advanced workers.
the WRP is characterized by overweening
fondness for a high organizational profile
and for publicity stunts which it thinks
will dupe the working people into
crediting the WRP with mass influence.
Hence the WRP's strident crisis-
mongering, its unreadable and unread
daily newspaper, its concentration on the
volatile youth who do not long remain
with the organization but turn up for
suitably impressive demonstrations. its
penchant for celebrities.

But the WRP’s cynical tflamboyance
sometimes backfires and lately it has
found itself on the receiving end of some
much less welcome attentions. as a
consequence of sensationalist and anti-
communist coverage in the bourgeois
media. On September 27 the British cops
staged a raid on a WRP center in
Derbyshire; they claim to have dis-
covered, among other things, “nine .22-
cal. bullets in a stairway cupboard (but no
guns)” (Time. 13 October 1975).

The English press had splashed the “red
menace™ of the WRP across a goodly
number of pages, assisted by the “true
confessions™ of an embittered former
WRP supporter (English left and ex-left
circles crawl with unregenerate cynics and
other graduates of Healy's school of
political banditry and Stalinist organiza-
tional methods, who have taken refuge in
“softer™ groups, apolitical demoraliza-
tion, or worse). Actress Irene Gorst's tale
of her alleged grilling by WRPers who
accused her of working for Special
Branch (Britain’s counterpart to the FBI)
got front-page coverage in the 28 Septem-
ber 1975 London Observer.

The Healyites  well-deserved
reputation  for  browbeating  their
members—as well as their apocalyptic
and increasingly paranoid political
" style-—facilitated the media’s scandal-
mongering campaign. But what really
made the “Red House™ affair front-page
material was the prominence of its
participants. The WRP was hoping to
become a household word by capturing a
clique of entertainment personalities. the
best known being Vanessa Redgrave. It
was the defection of one of these hoped-
for shortcuts to fame and fortune which
catapulted the WRP into the headlines.

Squirming Toward Respectability

In response to the threat of repression,
the WRP has crawled for cover. A recent
issue of the American Healyite press
(Bulletin. 7 October) has printed a
declaration by the WRP baldly promising
the bourgeoisie that “If anvone in the
WRP was found to have a firearm. they
would be expelled at once.™ We certainly
defend the WRP against this recent police
raid on its premises. But a Marxist
defense against red-baiting and witch-
hunts has nothing in common with the
dive the WRP is taking.

Marxists do not engage in mock-
terrorist sabre-rattling. There would be
nothing objectionable about putting
forward a critique of petty-bourgeois
adventurism, in the context of explaining
the strategy of preparing the mass of the
toilers to resist the onslaughts of brutal
reaction which the capitalists will unleash
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when their stranglehold on society is
challenged by the revolutionary action of
the class-conscious workers. But for self-
stvled Trotskvists to issue  gratuitous
guarantees of toothlessness is disgraceful,

Marxists are not terrorists. But so
often. “anti-adventurism™ is found to
dovetaill with  anti-Marxist  reformist

legalism. When the U.S. Socialist Party
cxpelled Big Bill Havywood in connection
with its 1912 “anti-sabotage referendum.”
what was really involved was a ruthless
political purge of the left wing. Marxists
are not gun nuts but neither do we run
around disarming worker militants.

The  Healyites may  believe,  as
reformists explicitly posit. that the British
legal structure (“bobbies™ without guns,
for instance) is god-given and cternal, or
that the armed fist of the class enemy is
reserved for faraway places like Palestine
or India (or. most distant of all for the
Healvites. Ireland). But we would remind
the WRP of Lenin’s adamant view that
the proletarian who does not know the
use of arms is a self-willed slave.

For Marxists. the idea of a pacifistic
bourgeois state is a criminally dangerous
ilusion which virtually invites the capital-
ist class —~to say nothing of ultra-rightist
extremists —to attack the workers move-
ment with impunity. The WRP rips up
the core of Lenin’s teaching in Stare and
Revolution with the same touching faith
in a high-minded, benevolent bourgeois
state that the Socialist Workers Party
manifests when it calls for the American
armed forces to protect blacks.

The English left milieu makes much of
the third-period sectarianism and obtru-
sive organizational beastliness of the
Healyites as a convenient horrible exam-
ple justifying its own pervasive squishy-
soft chumminess. But the WR P’s cringing
rush for respectability is not a new or
isolated phenomenon. The surface super-
leftism of the Healy group has never been
much more than skin deep.

In 1966, the Healyites found them-
selves widely scandalized on the left for
the exercise of their usual practice of
physically intimidating political oppo-
nents, in this case Ernie Tate of the
English United Secretariat group. To
silence Tate’s protests, the Healy organi-
zation ran to the bourgeois courts to sue
Tate under Britain’s harsh anti-libel laws,
then explicitly justified and generalized
this criminal crossing of the class line.
Healy's International Correspondence (6
February 1967) defended the use of the
courts against opponents within the labor
and left movements. putting forward the
bourgeois state machinery as the proper
arbiter to defend revolutionaries against
expulsion-minded union bureaucrats or
“slanderous™ criticism by fellow leftists.

The WRP’s sanctimonious pacifism in
the attempt to deflect provocation today
is not different in kind from the panicky
piety of the SWP in 1963, when Farrell
Dobbs dashed off a telegram of condo-
lences to the widow Kennedy following
the assassination of America’s chief
imperialist executive. Healy has always
relished the SWP’s embarrassment over
this revealing display of reformist
cowardice.

The current gutless “defense” by the
notoriously ultra-“hard™ WRP against
the threat of repression may come as a
surprise to impressionists, but Marxists
have always recognized the grovelling
opportunism which lurks at the core of
Healyism. This incident reveals the
legalistic underbelly beneath the brittle
ultra-left veneer of the WRP.R

Defend Porto
Barracks Revolt!

(continued from page 1)

grave crror by subordinating  their
struggle to the MFAL the FUR called for
strengthening the "MFEA-Pcople  Alli-
ance™! These counterposed positions ona
Key question of the revolution  what
policy toward the bourgeois officer corps
represented by the MFA - are character-
istic of the contusion reigning in the “lar
left™ linc-up.

Shortly after the formation of the
FUR. the CP departed from this class-
collaborationist alliance in order to
secure a cabinet seat in the popular-front
sixth government - hcaded by Admiral
Azevedo. It also appeared to lack
influence in the SUV. However, the pro-
Moscow Stalinists are currently plaving a
game of semi-opposition. and have kept
tics with the “far left™ groups through the
intermediary of the Popular Democratic

Vida Mundial

Admiral Antonio Rosa Coutinho . .

Movement (MDP), a CP electoral front
group which continues in the FUR. And
in early October the Communist Party
moved to create its own SUV, this one
supporting the MFA_ in the south.

Barracks Revolts Spread

A leftist anti-government demonstra-
tion in early October drew several
hundred soldiers from throughout the
southern region, The regional command-
er promptly moved to transfer 49 airmen
from a base in Beja for participating in the
protest. The ranks thereupon took over
the base. While the chief of staff sent in
five planeloads of parachutists to restore
order. the presence of 1,000 civilians and
armed troops from other units surround-
ing the barracks convinced the regional
commander to withdraw his transfer
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order (Le Monde. S-6 October).

[he CICA revolt had similar origins.
Early this month the northern regional
commander. General  Antonio Pires
Velosoo ordered  the transfer of two
officers and hive enlisted men suspected of
being active in the SUV. When the CICA
unit delegate assembly voted to oppose
the purge. Pires Veloso sent paratroopers
to take over the buildings and cxpel the
soldiers. Two davs later (October 7) the
dislodged troops joined with the artillery
regiment in open rehellion. ITmmediately
the regimental grounds were surrounded
by civilian leftist supporters.

I.ed by the bourgeois Popular Democ-
ratic Party (PPD), a mob of several
thousand rightists moved on the unit but
were dispersed by gunfire and tear gas.
Pires Veloso then tried his hand with five
armored cars. which were countered by
two armored personnel carriers. The
regiment continues to be surrounded by
makeshift civiian-manned  barricades,
and the government has backed off from
a direct assault. But the stand-off will not
fast forever. As virtually cveryone in

Informations Ouvrieres

-Major Dinis de Almeida

Portugal realizes, the country is on the
brink of civil war.

The left-wing officers have not been
aloof from this turmoil. and some have
begun to denounce the government. UPI
reported on 6 October that Admiral
Antonio Rosa Coutinho, the second-
ranking officer of the Navy, told a Lisbon
workers conference that “You should
suspect paternalistic attitudes of those
who want to first impose discipline and
order before they make revolution.”
Another leading officer, Major Dinis de
Almeida, commander of the Lisbon Light
Artillery Regiment (RALIS), stopped a
rightist commander from removing sever-
al thousand automatic rifles from the
main arsenal in Beirolas, in spite of a
written requisition by General Carvalho
authorizing the transfer. (Almetda and
the rightist commander are both part of
Carvalho’s COPCON security force.)
Almeida reportedly said the arms would
be distributed to civilian leftists in the
event of a fascist attack.

Not Putschism But Workers
Revolution

The right wing of the MFA is now
worried about its ability to emerge on top
in a battle with leftists. There are reports
of up to 30,000 weapons disappearing
from government arms dumps during the
last vear, allegedly distributed to civilian
leftists or in the hands of “insecure™ units.
A new Military Intervention Group was
created last month to replace the unreli-
able COPCON. but has had great
difficulty finding units which will join it.
And at a marathon meeting of the
Supreme Revolutionary Council, the
leading body of the MFA, the military
chiefs discussed the possibility of a leftist
coup. making plans to withdraw the
government from the capital in the event
of a “Lisbon Commune” (Expresso, 4
October).

But while the “far left” military units
seem to have a preponderance of firepow-
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Leaders of Portuguese Armed Forces Movement.

~erin the key Lisbon and Porto districts, a
left-wing putsch would not bring about
the workers republic fervently desired by
tens of thousands of Portuguese socialist
militants, nor could it even guarantee the
military suppression of counterrevolu-
tion. Only the tremendous power of a
united proletariat, mobilized in organs of
soviet power and around a revolutionary
program, can transform resistance to the
“moderate™ generals’ attempts to reim-
pose military discipline into an insurrec-
tionary assault on capitalism.

Unfortunately, the “far left” groups of
the FUR have never put forward a
Marxist program of working-class inde-
pendence which could bring this potential
power into play. Instead they have
cheered allegedly “progressive” or “revo-
lutionary™ sectors of the bourgeois MFA.
Nor have they proved capable of assem-
bling the multitude of workers commis-
sions, neighborhood commissions, popu-
lar  vigilance committees, soldiers
committees, etc., into a unitary organ
which could serve as the base for a dual
power to challenge the capitalist state
apparatus. The most left-wing officers
continue to cling to the MFA in part
because they see no alternative.

In the course of the last year and a half,
thousands of left-wing soldiers—and, no
doubt, even some officers who are sincere

“in their professions of socialism—have
come to profoundly distrust their dema-

gogic superiors’ willingness_ta - fight
against a festoration of the bestial
conditions of the Salazarist “New Order.”
But their political education to date has
consisted of a series of coups and
attempted coups (last year’s April 25
overthrow of the Caetano dictatorship,
the defeated “silent majority” power-grab
by General Spinola six months later, the
frustrated rightist putsch of March 11).
Thus it would not be surprising if the
most audacious among them should
think in terms of yet another coup, albeit
with “support™ from civilian leftists.

Yet this would still place power in the
hands of the bourgeois armed forces. A
more-left-than-ever MFA cannor carry
out a socialist revolution! As Trotsky
wrote of Spain in the 1930s:

“...at the approach of the proletarian
revolution the officers’ corps becomes the
executioner of the proletariat. To elimi-
nate four or five hundred reactionary
agitators from the army means to leave
evervthing basically as it was before. The
officers’ corps. in which is concentrated
the centuries-old tradition of enslaving
the people, must be dissolved. broken,

crushed in its entirety. root and branch.”
“The Lesson of Spain.” July 1936

Audacity and Timing

There is another ominousdanger in the
prospect of a left-wing coup, namely
isolation of the most advanced elements.
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The process of radicalization has been
extremely uneven in Portugal, and there
is no doubt that soldiers of certain
military units. the industrial red belt
around Lisbon, and agricultural workers
in the south are well inadvance of the rest
of the country. It is necessary to deepen
and-broaden the working-class mobiliza-
tion, and to give it unity.

However, the right wing of the MFA is
attempting now to crack down on
“indiscipline.” It is necessary to resist the
sallies launched against the left by the
government, but evasion and maneuver
must be employed when the terrain is
unfavorable. The workers movement
must show that it has teeth without being
provoked into premature actions. At
present the top generals are seeking to
avoid massive casualties, butany incident
can be seized upon to launch a bloodbath.
Thus tactics like the stationing of a
defenseless “human barricade” in front of
the Porto artillery barracks are criminally
dangerous. The enemy is not a bleeding-
heart liberal—this is an invitation to him
to turn ill-prepared confrontations into
demoralizing defeats for the workers.

But when the showdown comes it is
essential to strike with audacity and
ruthlessness. Hopefully this will come
when the revolutionary forces are ready.
Yet there is no revolutionary party in
Portugal today which has prepared such
favorable conditions. It is still necessary
+o resist;:'even under adverse circum--
stances. The proletariat which goes down
without a fight will not rise again for a
long time. The experience of Hitler’s
unopposed march to power—and the
utter destruction of the workers move-

Demonstration by “Revolutionary United Front” in Lisbon.

ment which followed - should be alesson
in this regard.

In the Moscow uprising of December
1905, for instance, conditions were not
favorable to the revolutionaries: the
strike movement in Petersburg was losing
momentum; the army had not yet been
decisively won over, despite a number of
barracks revolts; the Bolsheviks were a
minority in the soviets. But when the
artillery units opened fire on the barri-
cades and crowds of strikers, the Moscow
Bolsheviks nevertheless threw themselves
into the struggle. In the aftermath of the
defeat Lenin analyzed the struggle,
pointing to weaknesses and errors. But he
never concluded, as did the Menshevik
Plekhanov, that “they should not have
taken to arms™! “On the contrary.” wrote
Lenin, “we should have taken to arms
more resolutely, energetically and ag-
gressively” (“Lessons of the Moscow
Uprising,” August 1906).

Today the latter-day Mensheviks are
already preparing to condemn the Portu-
guese masses for their heroic will to resist.
The ex-Trotskyist and now cringingly
reformist Socialist Workers Party (SWP)
has gone to new lengths in its endless
cowardly blubberings against what it sees
as tens of thousands of Portuguese “ultra-
leftists.” Having acted as shameless
apologist for the Socialist Party (SP) as
the latter was fronting for a vicious anti-
communist mobilization of rightist terror
in late July and early August, the SWP
was understandably embarrassed by
revelations last month that the CIA has
been sending $2 to $10 million per month
to finance Mario Soares’ operation.

Ever resourceful in the cause of licking
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the boots of the bourgeoisie and its

Portuguese lackeys, the SWP has found a

way out: the European social democrats

are to blame!
“No one has claimed that the CIA simply
gave the SP a check cach month. The
money. it is said, was channelled to the
SP through the European Social Demo-
cratic partics and unnamed European
unons., .
“Thus, unless one wishes to arguethat the
Portuguese SP has no right to accept
funds from Social Democratic parties
and unions in Europe. responsibility for
giving the ClA an entry belongs in the
first place with the conduits that agreed to
‘launder’ Washington's money.”

Militant, 17 October

Mario Soares’ press agents are not fazed

by anything.

The SWP* reformist dedication to
bourgeots law and order is so profound
that, after describing the diversion of
1,000 automatic rifles from the military
arsenals to a “far-left” group and the
freeing of two soldier members of the
SUV from a military prison by a crowd of
several tens of thousands, it mutters
disapprovingly about “direct action”
which “isolated the left still more”
(Intercontinental Press. 6 October).
Instead of surrounding the fort and
demanding the liberation of their com-
rades, the SWP thinks the demonstrators
should have mounted a “broad cam-
paign™! The trouble, you see, is that the
Lisbon workers haven’t got an NPAC.

No -the problem is that the Lisbon
workers do not have a revolutionary
party! In the July Days during 1917, the
Bolsheviks counseled caution to the
angry masses, but they did not abandon
them or stand on the sidelines clucking
their tongues in disapproval. If there has
been any oscillation in the SWP's
despicable counterrevolutionary policies
in Portugal it has been between the
posture of Plekhanov, who wanted to
hide in the face of danger in 1905, and that
of Kerensky in July 1917 as he lined up
with the darkest forces of reaction in
secking to drown the revolution in
blood.®

NDP...

(continued from page 5)

This is not the
communism.

It is, however, the methodology of the
reformist League for Socialist Action
(LSA), “official” Canadian representa-
tive of the ostensibly Trotskyist United
Secretariat, a group with many years of
practice in the art of building, not
destroying, illusions in the social-
democratic misleaders. Thus just three
days after the NDP government had seen
Bill 146 through the legislature, the LSA
proudly announced at a public forum its
intention to call for the re-election of the
same government in the coming election
campaign!

The social-democratic cretinism of the
NDP and their bootlicking fellow-
travelers in the LSA cannot show the way
forward for the Canadian working
masses. Only the program of intransigent
class struggle and exposure of the
working-class misleadership, fought for
in Canada by the Trotskyist League,
sympathizing section of the international
Spartacist tendency, can mobilize the
proletariat for socialist revolution. @

methodology of
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PDC Press Conference

Bail
Revoked.
Allen’s
Life in
Danger

OCTOBER 13- Ellery Allen, mother of
Philip Allen, spoke at a press conference
held by the Partisan Defense Committee
(PDC) today at New York's Diplomat
Hotel. Attending were “reporters from
CORE. Liberation News Service. the
International Workers Party. Workers
Vanguard and others. Philip Allen, a 20-
vear-old black college student. is the
victim of a vicious racist frame-up by Los
Angeles-area courts and cops. He recent-
ly received the maximum sentence of five-
years-to-life for assault with a deadly
weapon on a police otficer. The state
alleges that on New Year's eve, the 5737,
135-pound Allen overpowered four bur-
lv. fully-armed L.A. county deputy
sheriffs and disarmed one of them, killing
one deputy and wounding two others. All
this is alleged.to have occurred while
Allen was lying on the ground. receiving a

Philip Allen WV Photo
beating so savage that he had to be
hospitalized following the arrest.

“There is blatant racism in the system.”
Ms. Allen said. “Dailv. policemen beat up
blacks. Puerto Ricans. Mexicans. hippie-
looking types. ... A simple arrest is almost
never effected. ... They have to get their
punishment and aggression out before
taking the chance that the court will do
justice sometimes and let the people go.”

Ms. Allen explained that bail was
revoked for her son after he spoke in his
own defense at a rally on the Los Angeles
City College campus October 1. The

NSGAR Gonference
Backs Philip Allen

BOSTON. October 12 —-The National

Student Coalition Against Racism
(NSCAR). dominated by the ex-
Trotskvist  Socialist  Workers Party

(SWP). held its second national confer-
ence this weekend at Northeastern Uni-
versity. One of the few positive steps
taken. by the conference was to support
the defense of Philip Allen. the voung
black student framed by Los Angeles
county cops.

The conference was boycotted by the
Communist Party. the Maoists and most
black nationalist groups, and the atten-
dance was considerably smaller than at
last vear’s founding conference. The SWP
maintained its organizational hammer-
lock and. for the first time. put its creation
on record for the use of federal troops to
“protect” black school children. One
leading NSCAR spokesman, Rasheed
Al even called for use of tactical air
strikes and A-bombs to pacify South

12

Boston!

The only political opposition at this
otherwise sterile gathering came from the
Spartacus Youth League (SYL). which
presented major resolutions counter-
posed to the SWP’s reformist reliance on
“educational campaigns™ and liberal
marches to pressure the bourgeois state
into defending black people and their
democratic rights. SYL spokesmen re-
ferred to the testimony of black students
from Boston high schools who vividly
described to the conference the racist
treatment they had received at the hands
of the cops who are supposed to defend
them.

While the SWP rammed all its motions
through with little difficulty, a significant
division occurred on an SYL amendment
which delincated the difference between
the SWP’s manipulative. sectarian prac-
tices in defense work and the united-front
defense activities of the SYL and the

FREE PHILIP ALLEN NOW!

American Civil - Liberties Union  has
cntered the case in his defense against this
blatant violation of his constitutional
rights to free speech.

On October 2 Allen had been granted a
continuation  of bail. But when  his
fawyvers arrived the next morning. they
were told that bail was revoked. The
reason: the prosecutor had intormed the
Judge that Allen had spoken in his own
defense at LACC and planned to appear
at an October 4 rally for the San Quentin
Six. At the October 7 bail hearing Allen
was labelled an
risk  for the supposed crime of continu-
ing to proclaim his innocence!

Now in Chino state penitentiary.
Allen’s life is in constant danger. He is
accused of kilhng a cop and is being
subjected to the naked brutality of the
racist prison system in which savage
beatings are part of the daily routine.

Ms. Allen thanked the PDC for help in
publicizing “these grave injustices perpe-
trated on myself and my son.” In a
moving account she described her ou-
trage about this grotesque frame-up:

“Philip Allen professes his innocence. 1
will alwayvs say openly and whenever I get
a platform that he did not touch that gun:
he could not have touched that gun: it was
not proven that he touched the gun:and |
am of the belief by past experience of
reading the papers that had he touched
the gun they would have killed him —-

“We have weekly accounts that the
L.A. law enforcement people murder
suspects, people who they go to appre-
hend sometimes for minor offenses and
then the report comes out. . .*he seenied to
have a gun,” or *he moved his hand and his
bracelet looked like a gun.” or *he had a
cigarette’—and right away they kill this
person.”

Partisan Defense Committee (PDC), an
anti-sectarian legal defense organization
which stands for working-class defense
policies in accordance with the political
views of the Spartacist League.

The SYL and PDC supported all the
numerous resolutions introduced for
defense of class-war prisoners and victims
of racist frame-ups with one important

rPartisan Defense
Committee Motions
Passed at NSCAR
Conference

This conference condemns the
vicious, racist frame-up of Philip
Allen and also condemns the
subsequent gagging through
imprisonment of Philip Allen’s
constitutional right to speak and
campaign in his own defense,
and this conference demands
freedom for Philip Allen.

This conference supports the
Committee to Defend the SYL in
its struggle against the witch-
hunting Los Angeles City Col-
lege administration’s threatened

‘agitator” and poor bail”

\ suspension.

No fingerprints were found on the gun,
no paratfin or other tests were ever done
to determine who shot the gun. and no
one. she pointed out. could testify to
sceing Allen take the gun from Deputy
Sherttt Grimes. including Grimes himself.
Ms. Allen recalled the deputy assaving in
court, " HHost my gun.” *And how did vou
know vou had lost the gun? came the
question from  the  defense  attorney.
Grimes said. "By nstinct’.”

“He would have had to somehow take
the gun.” she continued. “turn around
for the fellow who was holding him from
behind was the guy who wasshot  he flat
on the ground. do the shooting. . .and
nobody saw him take the gun!™

Ms. Allen reported that the shootout
“investigation™ had been carried out by
the LA Sheritf's Office. It is clear that

continued on page §

WV Photo
NSCAR

Ellery Allen
conference.

addresses

exception. That exception was a motion
calling on NSCAR to “rake the lead in
working with the San Quentin Six
Defense Committee.” This obvious state-
ment of political confidence in NSCAR
was protested by the SYL. which offered
an amendment to change the wording to
“NSCAR must work with” the commit-
tee. So persuasive was the argument that
such a defense motion must not hinge on
support to any particular political group
that the first vote split the body evenly.
On a second vote the SWP leadership
appeared to succeed in imposing disci-
pline on their wavering ranks and in a
typical display of sectarianism voted
down the amendment, forcingthe SYL to
abstain on the original motion.

The conference did unanimously pass
two PDC motions, one condemning the
frame-up of Philip Allen and another
supporting the SYL’s struggle against a
political purge at Los Angeles City
College. Ellery Allen, Philip Allen’s
mother, addressed the conference this
morning, describing the legal atrocity
committed against her son. She referred
to the PDC who “were instrumental in
getting me here. These people have taken
up the defense of Philip Allen as a major
campaign. Theyare committed to see that
justice is done.” She was loudly ap-
plauded. and the PDC representatives
succeeded in collecting $79.91 for the
Philip Allen Defense Committee.®
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