


of the union’s members. It held off
pulling out the 5000 Llocal 1199
workers at municipal hospitals and
nursing homes. Even now, 1199 workers
at hospitals whose contracts have not
cxpired remain at work, even though
several delegates from NYU Medical
Center circulated a petition at the July 7
delegates assembly meeting specifically
requesting that they be called out. In
addition, despite much-touted *“demo-
cratic” institutions like the 138-member
negotiating committee (which has no-
thing to negotiate since the union has
promised to accept binding arbitra-
tion!), the Leon Davis/Moe Foner
regime has systematically resorted to the
use of goon squads against union
militants. During the strike, harassment
of union oppositionists distributing
leaflets was reported on several picket
lines.

Leon Davis’ efforts to “explore every
avenue possible...anything...anything
...rather than have a strike™ has led the
union down some pretty crooked
avenues lately. While relying on the
dead-end of arbitration, Davis is plan-
ning to lead thousands of union mem-
bers in a stroll down Eighth Avenue to
the Democratic Convention at Madison
Square Garden. In a pathetic imitation
of the “Fear City” slogan of the NYC
cops’ racist campaign last year, Davis
has initiated a “Sick City” campaign to
“welcome™ the Democratic delegates,
advising them to “stay healthy” while in
town. The demonstration is aimed at
embarrassing Governor Carey but in
fact will only embarrass the union. A
spokesman for the governor, whose
election in 1975 was also “welcomed™ by
Leon Davis, contemptuously dismissed
the union’s campaign as “utterly ridicu-
lous.” Significantly, two officials from
Local 1199, along with Victor Got-
baum, are delegates to the convention of
this capitalist party. Labor must break
with the bosses’ parties and form its own
party, to fight for a workers
government!

New Leadership Needed

As n Local 1199’s eight-day strike in
1973, no alternate leadership has
emerged within the union capable of
leading the struggle against Davis’
sellouts to a successful conclusion,
despite initial militancy and subsequent
widespread disillusionment of the ranks
with the official leadership.

Many of 1199’s leading officials have
well-known and long-standing ties with
the reformist Communist Party (CP),
which rewards the bureaucracy for its
Martin Luther King-style “progressiv-
ism™ with uncritical support. The CP
has been active in rallying community
support for the union’s demands at
Presbyterian Hospital, the largest
struck private institution, but its policy
of tailing the class-collaborationist
bureaucracy of 1199 backfired on at
least one occasion during the strike, A
Daily  World vendor, who regularly
drops off hundreds of free papers at
cach picket site, was threatened and
chased away from Mount Sinai by
union goons. Evidently having been
geared up to “protect” the ranks from
“ultra-left” influences, the goons mis-
takenly meted out their heavy-handed
treatment to the Daily World as well.

The 16 July Militant, organ of the
equally reformist Socialist Workers
Party (SWP), has made its hobby horse
the defense of CIR scabbing. It reports
that Dr. Jay Dolkin, head of the interns
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tor the defense campaign to save -
Mario Munoz to:
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Make checks payable to “Partisan Defense Com-
mittee.” earmark for “Mufioz Campaign.”

and  residents  group, “blasted™ the
hospital administrations’ attempt to
maintain business as usual during the
strike. The article goes on to applaud
1199 for having “taken relatively good
positions on important social issues,”
while significantly failing to explicitly

criticize what it terms the “risky”
decision  to submit to binding
arbitration.

Meanwhile. other left groups have
tail-ecnded the 1199 bureaucracy in
capitulating to “public opinion™ in the
guise of “serving the people.™ The
Medical Committee for Human Rights,
which includes supporters of the Maoist
Revolutionary Communist Party, is-
sued a leaflet condoning the crossing of
picket lines by doctors, nurses and
students, merely suggesting that, “Those
who fcel they must come in to
work...should do only their own work
and not the work of striking 1199
members.” The Maoist grouplet Work-
crs Viewpoint, in an effort to conjure up
a strike that would not inconvenicence
the public at all, went so far as to
advocate that “patients be transferred
out of striking hospitals.” This treacher-
ous suggestion ‘would require tHe em-
ployees of the municipal hospitals to do
the work of their striking union brothers
and sisters in Local 1199!

It is precisely by its threat to cut off a
necessary social service that a hospital
strike can be successful. A militant
union leadership would call for a joint
city-wide hospital strike, bringing out
the members of AFSCME Local 420
and the SE1U health workers as well as
Local 1199. Such a leadership would
build mass picket lines capable of
halting the widespread scabbing by
doctors, nurses, “volunteers™ and ad-
ministration personnel. Arbitration and
impotent appeals to Democratic Party
bigwigs must be rejected. Rather than
leaving the fate of the strike demands in
the hands of (not so impartial) arbitra-
tors and capitalist politicians, the
unions must fight for their just de-
mands. including a big pay boost with
full cost-of-living protection, an end to
all productivity agreements and jobs for
allthrough a shorter workweck at no cut
in pay. Toguard against the treachery of
the unton burcaucracy. a democratically
clected strike committee must be created
to coordinate the strike activities and
negotiations. @
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Mao’s |
“Socialism”: No
Electricity...

(continued from page 7)

regional  cconomic  autarky. Central
administrative and technical cadre were
among the chiel victims of the Cultural
Revolution  and  national  cconomic
planning was impossible for lack of
personnel, In 1971, Chou En-fLai told
Edgar Snow that the central govern-
ment had onlv 10,000 employees com-
pared to 60,000 before the Cultural
Revolution (New Republic. 27 March
1971). Another source reported that

~whereas in 1965 roughly 20 percent of

industrial enterprises were administered
at the Jisien (county) level or below,
during {969-71 the proportion increased
to about 50 pereent (Stuart Schram, ed..
Authority, Participation and Cultural
Change in China).

Local cconomic sclf-sufficicncy was
officially hailed as a desired result of the
Cultural Revolution and linked to the
Great Leap period:

“The experience of the Great leap
Forward in 1958 and the lacts since the
start of the Cultural Revolution prove
that the principle of giving play to both
the central government and the locali-
ties and letting the locahties undertake
more work is the only correct principle
lor developing China's industry...."
Peking Review. 25 Scptember
1971
Much of the attraction of Maoism for
pettv-bourgeots radicals in the West is
the myth that China, unlike Brezhnev's
Russta, 1s an cgalitarian society. Quite
apart from the considerable vertical
income differences (the wage system has
not fundamentally changed since the
1950°s). the principle of local economic
self-sufficiency produces the most ex-
treme  irrational income differences.
Because the existence and expansion of
small and medium-sized plants depends
on local agricultural surplus and local
demand. industrial production is con-
centrated in the richest regions. Even in
the absence of economic statistics. one
can safely assert that there is greater
regional economic inequality in China
than in any of the other bureaucratically
deformed workers states. except per-
haps Yugoslavia,

1he similarity in economic policy
between +the Lin Piao period and the
Great Leap Forwardidid not stop at
emphasis on local self-sufficiency. Mili-
tary commanders tried to extract a
greater surplus from the peasantry in
1969-71, through a guarded attempt to
reverse de facto liquidation of the
commune system. Direct pressure (as
distinct from economic inducements)
were used to curtail the private plots.
Production teams, responsible for basic
agriculture, were forced to supply
uncompensated labor for local industry,
social  services and  conservation
projects.

White these policies did not lead to
the disaster of 1959-62, the mini-leap
forward did lead to serious imbalances
between agricultural and industrial
production. Industry recovered from
the Cultural Revolution with extraordi-
nary rapidity: during 1968-71 manufac-
turing output grew over 50 percent. But
agriculture increased by only about 15
percent, and in 1972 food grain output
tell (Far Eastern Economic Review
Yearbook. 1975).

The relative weakness of agriculture
in the Lin Piao period had three main

causes. The local industry servicing

agriculture was too primitive to allow
for major technological breakthroughs.
Too much labor was deflected from
basic farming to glamor industrial
projects which were often bureaucratic
boondoggles, the equivalent of the
backyard blast furnaces of the Great
Leap. And not least important, the

peasants responded to the clements of
renewed toreed collectivization in 1969-
71 by voting with their productivity.

Post-Cultural Revolution China un-
der PLA dominance has had consider-
able regional autonomy, containing the
sceds  of warlordism. Mao, who s
committed above all to the unity and
strength of China, was naturally dis-
turbed at this situation. The PLA
commanders’ tendency toward parochi-
al *mountain-topism” was an important
source of friction between Maoand Lin.

Apart from the dangers of regional
disintegration -there were other impor-
tant reasons that Mao  was unhappy
about the predominance of the PLLA and
the untrammeled power of Lin’s circle.
The utopian strain in his pronounce-
ments is not primarily a primitivist or
even simply nationalist ideology; it is
above all an expression of extreme
burcaucratic fiat. (This is the sense of his
frequent references to past Chinese
rulers, when an all-powerful emperor
made China great.) To play the pre-
scribed bonapartist role, he requires a
broad-based party/government appara-
tus to scrve as a transmission belt to the
unorganized masses. As carly as 1969,
Mao pushed for and Lin resisted the
reconstruction of the civilian bureau-
cratic apparatus.

An astute emperor/bonaparte will
also keep a sharp eye out for palace
intrigues, preventing any one potential
usurper from gaining too much power,
while insisting on rigid hierarchy.
Appropriately, the specific focus of the
Mao Lin conflict was the state chair-
manship, a post left vacant by the purge
ol Liu Shao-chi. Lin Piao. who had been
named Mao’s heir as party chairman,
wanted to become formal head of state,
figuring that he would naturally inherit
the position when the Chairman went to
his final reward. Mao insisted on
keeping the position vacant, leaving
open  the  possibility of appointing
someone as a counterweight to Lin,

The. contlict between Mao and Lin
was essentially one of personal power,
which accounted for its unusually
violent outcome. There were no signifi-
cant policy differences between the two
other than those inherent in the locus of
governmental po®er, such as the degree
of regional autonomy. Neither Mao nor
Lin's alleged factional statements go
bevond questions of personal power,
with Lin denouncing Mao as a cruel
tyrant and Mao accusing Lin of inflated
ambitions and PLA encroaching on
legitimate party functions.

With Lin outmaneuvered in
conventional clique fighting in the
Heavenly Palace, there are allegations
that he plotted a military coup which
was aborted at the eleventh hour. If he
did indeed have contact with the
Kremlin, it would not represent a more
pro-Soviet  stance against China’s
cmerging alliance with Nixon's Ameri--
ca. Lin was simply a desparate man
groping for allies. '

In any case, whatever ill Lin may have
wished Mao in his.last year as officially
designated “close comrade-in-arms,” his
fiery death in a plane crash in Mongolia
more than made up for it. He was the
perfect scapegoat for the Mao/Chou
regime. The humiliation of veteran
cadre during the Cultural Revolution,
the assaults on foreign legations during
1967, the abuses against the peasants in
1969-71 could all be laid to Lin's
unprotesting corpse.

The fall of Marshal Lin was followed
by a massive. if bloodless, purge of the
PLA. Of the PLA officers elected to the
CCP central committee at the ninth
party congress (1969), 86 percent were
not reelected at the tenth party congress
in 1973, The political bureau was
composed of 55 percent PLA officers at
the ninth congress and only 29 percent
army men at-the tenth congress (China
Quarterly. April-June 1974). In 1974,
the commanders of eight of China’s
cleven main military regions were refo-
cated. .

[TO BE CONTINUED]



Political Gang
Warfare

Escalates
in Jamaica

(continued from page 3)

ment Bank, is “to broaden the base of
business ownership™ (New Yorker, 19
January 1976).

The Bank of Jamaica’s Bulletin
(September 1975) discusses in some
detail the government’s program for
dealing with the current economic crisis.
This phony “socialist™ regime proposes
that “incentives to the private sector
include credit at subsidized rates of
interest.” It notes a rash of strikes “as
workers’ demands intensify in general
anticipation of the government imposed
incomes policy.” These strikes crippled
the bauxite industry, owned by the giant
North American corporations, Alcoa,
Alcan, Reynolds and Kaiser. Public
service workers and university employ-
ees also struck, and troops were used
against workers at Kingston airport.
Manley’s Labour Relations and Indus-
trial Disputes Act clamps a lid on wage
increases and virtually outlaws strikes.
The leadership of the island’s main
trade-union body. the pro-PNP Nation-
al Workers’ Union, is attempting to
maintain labor discipline in the face of
the workers’ desire to fight the bourgeot-
sie’s austerity program.

The Jamaican left has also
capitulated to the PNP’s phony leftism
and dire warnings of an imminent right-
wing coup attempt. Trevor Munroe,
tcader of the Workers Liberation
l.eague, touted by the “independent
radical™ Guardian (16 June) explains
that his group has abandoned its former
opposition to the government and now
calls for “a united front against imperi-
alism which would include the Manley
government.” Munroe disingenuously
maintains that “Manley does not stand
with the imperialists and has distanced
himself from bourgeois reformers.” But
friendship with Ca®ro and socialist
rhetoric do not an anti-imperialist
make.

Neither, at the present time, does the
violence of the pro-American JLP
against the “Third Worldist™ Manley
pose a direct threat to bourgeois
democracy and the organized workers
movement as was the case with the
military coup against the Chilean
popular front in 1972-73. The current
wave of political gang warfare in
‘Kingston does not require class-
conscious workers to make a military
bloc with the ruling PNP. Manley’s state
of siege does, however, make incumbent
on revolutionaries in Jamaica a militant
struggle for democratic rights and
defense of working-class organizations,
while equally refusing to be sucked into
the JLP's rightist intrigues or
provocations. B

Entebbe...

(continued from page 1)

not be drawn into this hypocritical
chorus! Unlike the right of nations to
self-determination, “national sovereign-
ty" 1s not a bourgeois-democratic
demand that Marxists support. More-
over, Uganda's “national sovereignty”
was subordinated by 1di Amin’s com-
plicity with the hijackers. Israel's real
crimes are precisely those crimes com-
mitted to forge and defend its “national
sovereignty” ~from the forced expul-
sion and dispersal of the Palestinian
pcople to the shootingdown of a Libyan
commercial airhiner over occupied Sinai
in 1972, which resulted in the death of
over 100 passengers.

According to the London Observer. a
75-year-old hostage was dragged

*

Israeli premier Yitzak Rabin

-screaming from her hospital.- bed and

burned in gasoline. This atrocity—to
reactionary nationalists an “appropri-
ate™ retaliation for Zionist humiliation
of Ugandan national pride—has pro-
voked a frantic hue and cry in the
imperialist press, which has remained
silent about Amin’s other acts of
frenzied revenge. These included shoot-
ing the three Entebbe air controllers, the
director of civil aviation as well as 200
Kenyans resident in Uganda because
Kenya allowed Nairobi airport to be
used for the Israeli commando opera-
tion. There 1s an implicit racism in the
bourgeois press coverage of Amin’s
atrocities: the murdered hostage held
both Isracli and British citizenship,
while Amin’s other revenge killings were
“merely” Africans killing Africans.
After Amin ousted Uganda’s former
ruler, Milton Obote, in 1971, he pro-
ceeded to massacre perhaps as many as
90,000 members of Obote’s Longi tribe
and the closely related Acholi. This was
Idi Amin exercising his “national
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sovereignty.” Likewise Amin’s expul-
sion from Uganda of 55,000 Asians with
British passports.

The hijacking of the Air France
airbus is no more supportable than the
shooting down of the Libyan commer-
cial airhner even though the former is
done in the name of national justice for
the Palestinians while the latter is done
to defend a state which rests on the
racialist and violent subjugation of the
Palestinians. Terror which does not
discriminate between the enemy of the
oppressed and the innocent—which
instead chooses its target according to
the type of passport an airline passenger
possesses —is nothing but genocide
hiding behind the slogans of national
justice.

When PFLP hijackings threatened to
precipitate a global confrontation in
1970, PFLP leader Dr. George Habash
was quoted as saying:

“The whole world would stand to lose
something in such a war, except for us.
If that should be the only way to destroy
Israel. Zionism and Arab reaction. we
would in fact welcome the third world
war.

——quoted in Workers Press, 18

* September 1970

As an ideology the nationalism of the
PFLP is just as chauvinist, racist and
reactionary as Zionism. The material
difference is that Zionism has state
power, an organized and centralized
monopoly of the means of violence
based on advanced technology, while
the PFLP are dispersed guerrillas with
grenades and small arms. Further, as a
movement the PFLP attracts to its
ranks some idealist youth motivated by
the desperate plight of the Palestinians.
But if the PFLP had state power it
would behave in the same chauvinist
manner toward non-Arab minorities as
have its mentors in Baghdad toward the
Kurds and its foes in Tel Aviv toward
the Palestinians.

Nationalism in power,. even the
nationalism of a formerly oppressed
people, strives to compact a racially
homogeneous state through the brutal
methods of bourgeois nation-state
building: forced assimilation, expulsion
or genocide of racial and national
minorities. ldi Amin is a consistent
bourgeois nationalist when he wears
with pride his Israeli paratroop wings
while praising Hitler for the massacre of

ébastio Salgado/Gamma-Liason

No Tears for
Mercenaries in Angola!

After last minute intercession to save the life of an American
mercenary condemned to death in Angola, U.S. president Ford is
now shedding copious crocodile tears, expressing “shock” and
sympathy for the bereaved widow, who has to go on welfare. But
Kissinger and Ford’s “humanitarianism” is reserved solely for
white, bloodthirsty mass murderers. Athome they mountaracist
electoral campaign and unleash the death penalty upon
hundreds of prisoners, overwhelmingly black. Where are the
pleas for mercy for these men? Where are the special lawyers
rushed to their side for defense? Where are the American
Congressmen so ready to intercede on their behalf? Where,
indeed, is the “sympathy” for the hundreds of thousands forced
on welfare by decaying capitalism?

By all accounts Daniel Gearhart, the American mercenary
executed in Angola July 10, was a rather sleazy, incompetent,
confused thrill-seeker, who was picked up a mere three days after
arriving in Angola. His cohorts included a mafioso goon and
errand boy, and the notorious “Colonel Callan,” sadistic kill-
crazy mass murderer of his own men as well as Angolans. We
shed no tears for these “dregs of humanity” (as the defense itself
characterized them) who have become the latest heroes of the
equally sordid and corrupt capitalist states which encouraged
their ill-fated mission to loot, rape and murder. We sympathize
with the anger of the victims of the CiA-abetted South African
invasion and understand the Angolan people’s massive outcry of
“death to the mercenaries.” Our sympathies are also with the
thousands of victims of racist capitalism rotting in America’s
prisons.

The Col. Callans and Lt. Calleys (“martyred hero” for American
reactionaries) of this world are indeed fitting symbols of the
racist, brutal bourgeois state—such depraved elements are the
potential SS-men of fascism. Yet the Angolan mercenaries are
just a few amateurs who happened to get caught. Meanwhile
among the greatest mass murderers in history are those who sit
comfortably in their State Department offices, oozing humanitari-
an platitudes about “international law.” Only the .victorious
international socialist revolution can wipe their ilk off the face of
the earth, along with the rotting society which breeds both

anerialist death merchants and two-bit desperado mercenaries.J
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six million Jews,

We defend those acts of an oppressed
pcople which are aimed against the
actual agents and manifestations  of
their oppression, but not acts of indis-
criminate terror which fail to draw a
class line within the oppressor nation.
Thus we call for freeing all the Palestini-
an and pro-Palestinian prisoners whose
actions, no matter how ill-advised,
actually strike against real manifesta-
tions of national oppression, including
those still imprisoned in Israel for the
West Bank-Galilee demonstrations and

Ugandan president Idi Amin

strikes. But the Lod airport massacre,
the killing of Israeli athletes at Munich,
the kidnapping of more than 250 people
whose “crime”™ was to board an aircraft
in Tel Aviv—these atrocities are indef-
ensible and criminal.

At bottom responsibility for these
crimes is borne not simply by the
guerrillas who perpetrate them, but by
the racist Zionist state which turned the
Palestinians into stateless and desperate
people. Thus we give no support to the
provocative (and audacious) Israeli
commando raid, for the same comman-
dos who free innocent hostages today
will be used to shell and bomb Palestini-
an refugee camps tomorrow. The
answer to Entebbe is self-determination
for the Palestinian and Hebrew peoples
in a socialist federation of the Near
East. ®
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Italian Crisis...

(continued from page 12)

top honors for unprincipled political
IMANCUVerism.

Avanguardia Operaia took the prize
for blind optimism, declaring that “the
clectoral results strikingly confirm our
political analysis and the proposals we
have advanced™ (Quotidiano dei Lavor-
arori, 23 June. quoted in Inprecor, 8
July). Even AO was forced to admit that
the electoral success was not “commen-
surate,” however. This was explained
away with the remark that a “positive™
transformation of the DP’s social base is
taking place, losing left reformists to the
PCI and the “radicalizing petty bour-
geois” to the new Radical Party (PR),
while gaining workers; the latter, how-
ever, are “yet being consolidated.”

At the other extreme is Lotta
Continua, whose leader Adriano Sofri
declared that the unexpectedly low vote
was the “most gigantic” political error
“of our political history” (Lorta Contin-
ua, | July). The GCR pointed to clear

QUARTA INTERNAZIONALE

555 \DEMOCRAZIA

PROLETARIA

. Inprecor
Shazzamo, it's the Gruppi!

signs that former PDUP supporters
voted for the PCI, and others for the
PR. Not only was the majority of the
DP electorate petty-bourgeois, said the
GCR resolution, but “only a very
modest if not insignificant part of the
working class opted for the united list of
the far left™ (quoted in Inprecor, 8 July).

But why the unexpectedly low vote?
There is one point on which all agree:
the incredible parliamentary cretinist
squabbling and reciprocal knifing by the
various components of the amalgam.
This permitted the PCI to attack it as an
unprincipled combination, and appar-
ently win some support with this
legitimate observation.

A Government of the Lefts?

Equally fundamental was the utter
failure of Democrazia Proletaria to
present a hard opposition to popular
frontism, the only way it could give
revolutionary political direction to
those militants who wish to break from
the treacherous “historical compro-
mise.” Instead the DP offered the slogan
of a “government of the lefts” that was
clearly intended to include minor
bourgeois parties:

“Democrazia Proletaria is the only
clectoral formation that clearly poses
the objective of providing a positive way
out of the crisis of the regime through a
government of the left in which the
historic parties of the working class, the
PCl and the PSI. will have decisive
weight, a government open to Catholic
forces that f{ree themselves of the
political Catholicism of the Christian
Democracy. open above all to the
movements of struggle within society,
whose strength can impose a program
based on the popular interest and
devoted to its realities.”

“Joint Appeal” claborated by

PDUP and AO. Inprecor. 24

June

“Open to Catholic forces™ means of
course open to bourgeois forces. What is

Sergio “Gaudenti/Politique Hebdo

Fiat workers on strike at Mirafiore plant in Torino.

being talked about here is an Italian
equivalent to the Chilean MAPU or
Christian Left, bourgeois mini-parties
that were part of the UP coalition. The
Democrazia Proletaria formula is actu-
ally nothing new: merely a bourgeois
reform government which claims to lead
(*open the road™) to socialism. In
reality, as in Chile, such bourgeois
coalitionism opens the way to
counterrevolution.

The DP joint statement (subsequently
agreed to by Lotta Continua) proposes a
low-level reformist program while
calling for Italy out of NATO in favor of
a vague alliance with “third world
countries” against the “superpowers.”
The “left government” will also expand
the “productive apparatus” through
“utilization of private industrial devel-
opment,” while elaborating taxation
schemes that will strike “drastically at
the big tax evaders and block the flight
of capital.” This will be done, of course,
“within the sphere of the present
constitutional order.”

Despite the liberal use of magic
phrases such as “development of work-
ers and people’s control,” it is hard to
imagine a more frank program for a
bourgeois government committed to
reforming capitalism!

Lotta Continua eagerly subordinated
itselfl to the PDUP lash in orderto get in
on the action which electoral success by
the Democrazia Proletaria was expect-
ed to bring. It had a few criticisms, of
course, notably that PDUP and AO
were content to call.for a “government
of the lefts” without further qualifica-
tion; for LC it was also necessary to
struggle to “win hegemony” within the
government of the left. But on the
fundamental points it agreed:

“Even a very advanced government like
the one we are struggling for will never
be able to change the nature of this
state, will never be able to completely
satisfy the interests of the proletarians.™

The strategy of Lotta Continua is
clear: first a government of the left that
doesn’t “completely” serve the proletari-
at, then revolutionaries within that
government “win hegemony” and,
presto, “Socialism!” Meanwhile the
Leninist understanding that the state
serves the ruling class, and must be
smashed rather than taken over, is
conveniently forgotten.

Yes Equals No, Plus Equals
Minus

The most completely opportunist of
all, however, was the GCR, which prior
to the election campaign had opposed a
“government of the lefts, conceived in
the parliamentary framework and with-
out a precise class discrimination™ as
being no alternative to the “historic
compromise™ (Bandiera Rossa, 18
February). But the GCR joined Demo-
crazia Proletaria which called for a
“government of the lefts™ that invited
bourgeois elements to join, and explicit-
ly stated that it would be within the

parliamentary framework!

This called for some fast footwork
from that master obfuscator, GCR sage
Livio Maitan. While at the beginning of
the campaign the ltalian USec group
was calling for a PCI; PSI government,
during the clectioneering Maitan report-
edly rose at Lotta Continua’s closing
rally in Rome to announce that the DP’s
“government of the lefts” corresponded
to the GCR’s slogan. And in Lota
Continua (24 June), a communiqué
from the GCR proclaims the “left
government”™ to be the “only current
way out of the crisis.” Maitan is seldom
without a fig leaf, however, and in an
election declaration the GCR piously
warns of the “negative” impact of actual
bourgeois participation in a “govern-
ment that defends the interests of the
working class and the other exploited
layers™:

“But no bourgeois group or party—
even potential new groups created by
splits from the traditional formation—
should be admitted. The experiences of
Spain and Chile, in spite of their many
differences, highlight the negative role
that can be played by such Trojan
Horses, regardless of their precise
composition.”
Inprecor, 24 June
Nowhere in this declaration did these
cynics attack the popular-front policies
of the DP, just as the USec majority
alibis the Allende regime in Chile,
denying that the small bourgeois parties
of the UP had any importance.

The Gruppi position is basically the
same as that of all the other parties in the
Democrazia Proletaria coalition: that
an Allende-style popular front would
open opportunities for the working
class. They have it exactly backwards. It
is because the bourgeoisie can no longer
rule solely through the classical capital-
ist party that they rely upon the
reformists (and possibly a few centrist
hangers-on) to form governmental blocs
that subordinate the working class to
capitalist rule.

Certainly a popular frontin Italy, like
Allende’s, would cause “movement™ and
stir up a “dynamic.” But it will not aid
the struggle for workers power—on the
contrary, it is a barrier. In one sense, the
classic popular front espoused by the
DP is more treacherous than the PCI’s.
“historic compromise,” because it
would create greater illusions. The PCI,
at least, makes no promises about a
“dynamic” leading to socialism—it only
wants to give Italy an explicitly capital-
ist “stable government.” So does the

" Democrazia Proletaria. ®
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WORKERS VANGUARD

Democrazia Proletaria in the
Camp of the Popular Front

Italian

Parliamentary
Crisis Drags On

JULY 13—The June 20 parliamentary
clections in ltaly. despite anguished
bourgeois predictions of a red tidal wave
engulfing the country, ended in an
uncasy stalemate, with both major
parties, the Christian Democrats (DC)
and the Communists (PCI). claiming
“victory.” The PCI1 did increase its total
vote percentage by over 6 percent since
the previous “political” electionsin 1972
(and by 2 percent above its score in last
year's “administrative” local and region-
al elections). It also greatly reduced
regional disparity in its vote to only 2
percent, gaining heavily in the tradition-
ally reactionary South. But the PCI was
far from overtaking the Christian
Democrats as the leading party.
Speaking on election night to a less
than overjoyed crowd outside party
headquarters on Via delle Botteghe
Oscure, Communist Party leader Enrico

Berlinguer took comfort in the “shift to

the leftin parliament.” In a post-election
interview (Corriere della Sera, 23 June),
Berlinguer went out of his way to
reaffirm the campaign theme of PCl
moderation: “Many pcople have inter-
preted our proposition of a coalition of
‘broad democratic unity as anxiousness
to join the government.” he said. “But
we aren’t anxious, the PClLisn’t in any
hurry!™ In return for this modesty. the
new  chamber of deputies clected a
Communist  speaker. Pietro  Ingrao.
giving the PCI its most important
parliamentary position since the post-
war government in 1946-47.

The deeply corrupt and internally
divided Christian Democrats actually
maintained their 1972 percentage,
marking a 3 percent advance over last
vear's vote and a 4.3 percent plurality
over the PCI. This immediately set off a
debate over whether the clection results
represented a victory for the “reform™
line of party secretary Zaccagnini or for
the “old guard™ headed by party
president Amintore Fanfani. More
important was the fact that the DC was
able to hold its own only by deeply
cutting into the electorate of “center”
parties such as the Social Democrats
(PSDI) and the Liberals (PL1). whose
votes were roughly halved. Since a
political uphcaval resulted from the
DC’s last attempt to hook up with the
fascist MSI (Italian Soctal Movement-
National Right) in 1960, a center-right
coahtion is now ruled out.

Another big loser was the Socialist
Party (PSI). down almost 700,000 votes
since 1975, tarnished by the stench of
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corruption and stagnation of DC-led
“center-left”  governments it has
propped up for the last decade. Already
on June 21, the Christian Democrats
had begun their usual horsetrading with
the PSI. but the latter, trapped in the
middle of an overwhelming polarization
between the PCI and DC. refused any
coalition without some guarantee of
Communist support, whether formal or
otherwise. The stage is thus set for a
“summer” minority caretaker govern-
ment, allowing several months for
negotiating an emergency economic
program with the PCI. and an eventual
center-left coalition supported by the
Communists in parliament.

The “Historic Compromise”

But beyond the prospect of continued
parliamentary crisis, the real losers in
the scramble for ministerial portfolios

Inro
“Vampire government, get out!”

are the ltalian workers. buffeted by the
deep social and economic crisis wrack-
ing the country and faced with a choice
between the bloodsucking DC regime
and a “Communist™ party whose over-
whelming aim is to join the Christian
Democrats in administering a capitalist
austerity program.

In both Italy and France the absence
of an entrenched social democracy has
passed to the Communists the task of
disciplining the working class for the
bourgeoisie. With the Christian Demo-
crats clearly incapable of dealing with
massive inflation and unemployment,
there is an opening for the PCI to act
even more directly as the watchdog of

L’Express

PCI leader Enrico Berlinguer campaigning for “historic compromise” with

Christian Democracy.

big capital. So while Henry Kissinger
warns gloomily of the dangers of
Communist participation in the govern-
ment, the PCI has bent over backwards
to prove it can be just as reliable as any
social-democratic party. In a pre-
election interview Berlinguer, while
rejecting a direct “social pact” between
government and the unjons to hold
down wages (as in Britain), guaranteed
that “the unions will know how to
behave themselves.”

On the question of NATO, Berlinguer
waxed positively lyrical. Going beyond
the PCI's repeated pledges to remain
within the anti-communist imperialist
military alliance, he added: “since ltaly
doesn’t belong to the Warsaw Pact [the
Soviet bloc military alliance], from this
point of view there is absolute certainty
that we can proceed along the ltalian
road to socialism without any condi-
tions.™ He favored staving within the
Atlantic Pact not only because leaving
would upset the international equilibri-
um, but “also” because | feel safer here”
(Corriere della Sera. 15 June).

Since the fall of Allende’s Popular
Unity (UP) government in 1973, the
ltalian Communist Party has harped on
the need for a “compromesso storico”
(historic compromise) with the other
two main political currents in the
country, Socialist and Christian Demo-
crat. The only lesson the PCldrew from
the bloody demise of the Chilean
popular front was that it wasn’t “popu-
lar” enough. that is. it didn’t contain the
major historic party of the capitalists.
So the PCI's “historic™” contribution to
Stalinist class collaboration has been to
call for a “broad coalition™ with the
Christian Democrats.

But the fundamental lesson of Chile is
that the working class must intran-
sigently “maintain its class indepen-
dence  from all sections of the
bourgeoisic. The popular front. as Leon
Trotskyv noted. is the central issue of the
epoch: it is also the central issue
immediately  facing  ltalian  workers
today. Revolutionaries presenting can-
didates in the June 20 elections would

have campaigned uncompromisingly
against the popular frontism of the PC1.
But no parties fielding candidates ran on
such a program of class independence;
the so-called “far left” simply capitulat-
ed to Berlinguer & Co., trying to
pressure them by advocating a shightly
more “left” popular front of the Allende
brand.

Democrazia Proletaria

For the heralded “election of the
century,” the “extra-parliamentary”
radicals of yesteryear fielded a conglom-
erate slate under the rubric of Democ-

“razia Proletaria (DP). Their hope was to

capture the “significant audience™ that
rejected the PCI’s grand coalition with
the Christian Democrats, but all the DP
could come up with was their own much
less  grand but equally class-
collaborationist amalgam.

The DP was originally created as an
clectoral cartel by Avanguardia Operaia
(AO Workers Vanguard) and the
Partito di Unita Proletaria per il
Comunismo (PDUP -Party of Prole-
tarian Unity for Communism) for the
“administrative™ clections of 15 June
1975. This year. after considerable
opposition from the PDUP leadership.
a third major group. Lotta Continua
(LC  Continuing Struggle) was permit-
ted to include its own candidates for
lower slots on the DP tickets. Bringing
up the rear were the Gruppt Comunisti
Rivoluzionari (GCR---Revolutionary
Communist Groups). ltalian section of
Mandel's United Secretariat (USec).
who were granted a few token candi-
dates at the bottom of the lists.

Prior to the voting, all three major
compounents of Democrazia Proletaria
had expected the slate to garner roughly
3 percent of the ballots. In actuality. the
figure was only 1.5 percent. a full half
million votes less than expected. al-
though they managed to elect six
deputies. This setback produced a series
of election postmortems that run the
gamut from pollvannaism to electoralist
catastrophism. with the GCR winning

continued on page 11
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