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TWU...

(continued from page 4)

TWU’s founder had a heart attack in
prison and died two weeks later, but
lived long enough to see the transit
workers victorious in that strike.

The union’s leadership has always
been tightly controlled by an Irish
clique. At one time this reflected the
TWU’s ethnic composition. While the
huge subway tunneis had been built by
an earlier wave of Italian immigrants, by
the Depression years subway workers
were mostly Irish, and many of their
leaders former combatants in the Irish
Republican Army. As late as 1965 less
than a third of NYC transit workers
were black. But with the 1966 strike
victory and the 20-year-service pension
won in the following contract (lost in
1973), thousands of old-timers left the
industry. Today almost half of Local
100’s members are black and Latin,
together constituting a strong majority
in the key motormen’s division.

After Quill's death, his lieutenants
to hold on. They still hold
occasional city hall labor rallies, ram-
bling on about the old days in the IRA,
while setting themselves up in comfort-
able sinecures. Atop what remains
essentially a one-city base. TWU leaders
have erected a bureaucratic superstruc-
ture worthy of a genuine national union.
When Matthew Guinan retired as Inter-
national president this year, Lawe
became an International vice president,
insurance against losing the Local
election.

Out-Bureaucrats Rely on
Capitalist State

Balanced precariously on a narrow
base, the TWU bureaucracy is brittle
and isolated from the membership. In
particular, its ethnic exclusiveness and
loss of some 5.000 TWU jobs over the
past five years have not helped its
popularity. Yet none of the three
different opposition slates running in
the current elections presents a program
to mobilize the TWU in militant class
struggle against the capitalists and their
politicians. None so much as calls for a
strike to win an adequate contract. And
all ol these fake-oppositionists are
united in the treacherous policy of
dragging the union into the bosses

courts.

The most active opposition to
Guinan/Lawe over the past several
years has been the Coalition of Con-
cerned Transit Workers, headed by
Henry Lewis. Concerned Transit harks
back to the Transit Rank and File group
of black nationalist Joe Carnegie. Rank
and File was allied with Jim Haughton's
Harlem Fightback, a group then active
in recruiting black workers to go along
with Nixon’s “Philadelphia Plan” to
break the white construction unions’
hiring halls. Carnegie also popularized
the poisonous policy of appealing to
capitalist courts, even calling in 1972 for
the union’s decertification on the basis
of the New York state Taylor Law
forbidding the TWU (and all govern-
ment employees) to strike!

While his speeches are full of
demagogy and tough talk, Lewis’ real
program is reliance on the capitalist
state, as demonstrated in the case of the
1978 contract. At one critical juncture,
speaking before a 1,000-strong rally
against the contract outside union
headquarters on April Il, Lewis de-
clared emphatically, “We are not in any
way. shape or form calling for a strike.”
When Lawe tried to intimidate wavering
members into voting up the rotten
settlement by printing ballots labeled “1
accept”™ or “I reject and vote to strike.”
Lewis joined with George McDonald to
bring the union into court...on the
grounds it was trying to force the
membership into.a strike. When the
court realized that the TWU ranks,
despite intimidation tactics, had gone
ahead and voted to strike, the judge had
the ballots destroyed and the vote
thrown out. (TWU leaders made sure
the next balloting went their way by
adding MABSTOA and private-line bus
drivers’ votes to the election count.)

Another opposition is the
McDonald slate. With his base in the
Cars and Shops department at the
sprawling Coney Island subway yards,
George McDonald appeals mainly to
conservative craftsmen and white work-
ers. Big on suing the union, he is
presently campaigning to raise money
for bullet-proot vests for transit
police—the same cops who may be
escorting scabs through TWU picket
lines come April. McDonald brags of
his government “top secret”™ clearance,

while a candidate for vice president on
his slate lists as a qualification that he
was “an agent of the U.S. government
for ten years.” TWU militants should
demand to know which government
agencies McDonald and his cronies are
tied to. The CIA? FBI? Informers and
“government agents” do not belong in
labor organizations and should be
driven out. While McDonaid demands
bullet-proof vests for transit cops, class-
struggle militants demand cops out of
the unions!

"The sentiment for a unified
opposition slate has been skilifully
manipulated by Arnold Cherry, a black
shop steward at the 207th Street subway
yards. Cherry has fused seven parochial,
craft-centered opposition groups into
one big (equally parochial) Unity Slate.
Among them are revenue collectors who
in 1978 brought a decertification suit
against the union. His shopping list of
“progressive™ demands—more union
democracy, a pay raise—earned Cherry
the endorsement of the Communist
Party. for which he has been hysterically
red-baited by Lawe. Unity also claims
the support of executive board member
Ed Winn. from surface maintenance,
who is 100 percent endorsed by the
provocateur Workers League. Seeing
the isolation of Guinan/Lawe, the Unity
Slate has pulled together a well-
integrated coalition of whites, blacks
and Latins. But what program did these
people offer in 1974-76 when the city
labor bureaucrats tied the union move-
ment to the tracks in front of the Big
MAC express? As we go to press. the
Unity Slate has again gone to court
against the union. this time to hold up
the balloting.

A Fighting TWU Program to Lead
New York Labor

The union must first and foremost
prepare now for a big strike in April to
recoup wages lost over the past half
decade. Not just the 30 percent increase.
which each of the opposition slates and
Lawe himself promise but which none
has a strategy to win. TWU members
also need a 100 percent cost-ot-living
allowance to protect against inflation.
Instcad of slashing jobs (and adding
cops). there must be a massive employ-
ment program to make up for the
crippling attrition rate. As a result of the

TA’s vicious speed-up and productivity
drive, coupled with virtual elimination
of basic maintenance programs, the
system has fallen into phenomenal
decay, endangering the lives of both
workers and passengers.

Transit workers must build public
support for their struggle by using their
muscle to stop the MTA’s outrageous
proposals for new service cuts. The
TWU should simply announce that if
any attempt is made to implement these
cuts it will shut the system down:
likewise if any of the capitalist politi-
cians or the MTA so much as mentions
the words “75 cent fare.” TWU has been
on record for years for a free fare—so
let’s see some action! In opposing a
strike last time around, the TWU
leadership said the union could not
stand alone. There is a grain of truth in
this (although as every NYC mayor
knows. transit workers have the power
to shut the city down tight). The answer
15 not to do nothing, but to demand that
other city unions join with the TWU in
an offensive against the ‘“austerity”
program that lines the bankers’ pockets
while robbing workers’™ paychecks.

It could have been done in 1974-76,
when everyone—city workers facing
lavotts and wage cuts, CUNY students
who had seen tuition imposed. middle-
class residents of Co-op City facing
astronomical rent hikes, ghetto resi-
dents watching fire stations and hospi-
tals close down—was itching to fight the
monstrous cuts. They needed above alla
militant leadership. but the Lawes.
Shankers and Gotbaums saw their role
as propping up the Democratic Party
while the mayor went begging to
Washington.

I'he oftensive must be waged not only
through strike action but politically.
Arrogant “Mayatollah™ Koch (when
he’'s not on radio broadcasting the
names of “johns™ picked up with
prostitutes on Minnesota Strip. or
declaring “fascism has arrived” after
demonstrators hit him with raw eggs)
still has to go to the polls. The TWU
should lead the way by fighting {or a
union candidate against the Democrats
and Republicans. There must be a fight
within the union to oust the pro-
Democratic Party  bureaucracy and
build a workers party, to lead the
struggle for a workers government. B

Cambodia...

(continued from page 3)
be distributed to people under Pol Pot's
control as well, despite the civil war
conditions and obvious predominance
of the Hanoi-backed regime. According
to one report. UN ‘troops would be
required to distribute the aid, and
Australia volunteered to be part of the
“peacekeeping torce™ (Asiaweek, 26
October). Naturally, Phnom Penh re-
jected this blackmail. No red tape has
held up aid going into Thailand, how-
ever. Food supplies available across the
border have turned a refugee trickle—
little more than a few Chinese advisors
of Pol Pot turned up in Thailand in the
few months 1mmediately after the
Vietnamese takeover—into a flood.
Recent U.S. actions clearly serve to
bolster Pol Pot. who controls enough of
the distribution to funnel aid into
Cambodia, where his guerrilla fighters
get preference. But food is only the
beginning. More than half a dozen
rightist groups led by former officials
and generals of the Sihanouk and Lon
Nol regimes, and probably supplied and
backed by the CIA via Thailand, are
now operating alongside the Khmer
Rouge inside Cambodia against their
common cnemy. One of these, the
“Khmer Serika.” is called the “paras™ by
Victnamesce, apparently because of their
crisp new camoutlage uniforms. Thai-
land itself is getting rush shipments and
top priority on U.S. military aid.
including latest model M48 tanks and
sophisticated TOW anti-tank missile
svstems,  with  plenty  of American
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advisors for training.

Against  this  background. Jimmyv
Carter’s call tor pravers for the Cambo-
dians, and statements that the “aid”
1ssue 1s “beyond politics. .. a matter of
simple and humanttarian concern”
coming from White House officials ring
hollow indeed. Although more aid s
now being tlown into Phnom Penh by
Western agencies for appearances’sake,
the latest U.S. ploy is to demand the
Heng Samrin government’s approval
for a “land bndge™ of aid from Thai-
land. which would only strengthen the
already existing links to the various
rightist bands operating in border
areas.

The Threat Behind Imperialist
Tears for Cambodia

But what is it all for? Surely the U.S.
has no desire to restore the former Pol
Pot regime. despite the latter’s valiant
etfort to beat the U.S.” own record for
brutality in Southeast Asia. The Khmer
Rouge gang. however, 1s now out of
power and former president Khicu
Samphan called in September for a
“front of national unity” against Viet-
nam, stating “the past is no obstacle”™
{New York Times, 3 September). {f this
program could be realized. it would lead
to a social counterrevolution in
Cambodia—and. not incidentally, to
the slaughter of the weak Khmer Rouge
forces  after “victory.” since only
impernialist-armed forces could deteat
the powerful Victnamese army, and
their program for exploiting the Cam-
bodian population does not have room
in it for Pol Pots xenophobic peasant
collectivism.

With a reported 180,000 Vietnamesce
troops in Cambodia. neither the Pol Pot
nor the Sthanouk “options™ appear to
have much chance. But none of them
would exist at all were 1t not for the
Phai/imperialist aid and comtort. Viet-
nam is hungry and devastated by war,
pressed militarily in the north by China
and internationally isolated except for
its alhance with the Soviet Union. But
the  counterrevolutionary  Brezhney
burcaucracy refused to honor its treaty
with  Vietnam during the Chinese
invasion in February. opting instead for
the illusion of “détente™ with imperial-
1ism. And the longer the imperialists and
their Thar and Chinese allies can keep
an anti-Vietnamese option open in
Cambodia. thus forcing the Vietnamese
army to remain, the greater chance they
have of making the national question
work against the Vietnamese Stalinists.

When the Heng Samrin puppet
regime was installed by the Vietnamese
army. after a lengthy and vicious border
war. the international Spartacist ten-
deney refused to support either side in
what was then essentially a war between
qualitatively equivalent  Stalinist re-
gimes. We warned that the continuing
occupation of Cambodia by the Viet-
namese army would ultimately “in-
crease the poison of national chauvin-
ism among both peoples...” (W'}" No.
223,19 January). We did not, however.
call for withdrawal of the Vietnamese
troops. pointing out that “history will
decide™ whether the Cambodian people
might not actually prefer the Hanoi-
installed regime to the unspeakable
atrocities and starvation under Pol Pot.
foday, almost a vear later, it appears

that Heng Samrin's government is, at
lcast for now, preferred by the Cambo-
dian people. And 1t is increasingly
obvious that the active alternative to the
Vietnamese army 15 capitalist
counterrevolution.

Should an imperiahst-backed allhance
launch a mulitary assault against the
Phnom Penh regime, Marxists would be
dutv-bound to call for military victory
to the Vietnamese army. Not because of
any political confidence in the Hanoi
Stalinists, who would like to make
Cambodia into an economic satellite
and rice basket in order to build up
Vietnamese industry. The destruction of
the Cambodian economy. first by
imperialist bombing and then by peas-
ant Stalinism run amok, points to the
crving need for an international socialist
order. Those who are moved by the sight
of starving children in Cambodia must
not be taken in by Carter’s “humanitari-
an” plots. Reformist schemes which rely
onimperiahist handouts and “aid™ as the
solution for every backward country—
the current gimmick of the Socialist
Workers Party from “Nicargagua™ to
Cambodia. arc ultimately reactionary

traps.
The answer to famine and misery in
Asia 18 working-class  revolution

throughout the capitalist world, and
particulazly in the imperialist centers, in
order to rationally redistribute the
productive resources of mankind; and
political revolution by the Indochinese
workers (together with the proletanat of
all the degencrated/deformed workers
states) against their Stalinist misrulers,
to undercut the poisonous nationalisms
which still wrack the arca. ®
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Iran...

(continued from page 1)

USSR (which no doubt figures irs
Teheran embassy could be next) voted
in the United Nations Security Cbuncil
to condemn the seizure. Even radical-
bonapartist “Third World” regimes—
which are usually eager to thumb their
noses at Yankee imperialism, and whose
“socialist” rhetoric is proportional to
the savage tyranny generated by an
aspiring capitalist class struggling to
consolidate itself under conditions of
extreme economic backwardness—have
been noticeably reticent. Diplomatic
immunity and territorial sovereignty of
embassies are seldom violated even by
nations at war, though every diplomatic
office conducts its share of spying and
intelligence gathering. These diplomatic
rules of the game are necessary to
maintain international relations be-
tween nation-states, until the nation-
state itself has disappeared in a socialist
world.

In order to undercut the international
disapproval which greeted the Teheran
embassy occupation, Khomeini has
agreed to release women and black
hostages who are not suspected of being
spies. This he explains as an expression
of Islam’s “regard”™ for women and the
oppression of racial minorities in the
U.S. Nonsense! Islam's “regard” for
women is expressed in the chador, the
head-to-toe veil which is the symbol of
their enslavement and imprisonment
within the home. Islam has also given
institutional support to the slave trade,
and to this day black chattel slavery
exists in Islamic countries on the
Arabian peninsula. And Khomeini's
“regard” for Iran’s ethnic, national and
religious minorities is demonstrated by
his savage persecution of the Kurds,
Arabs, Baluchis, Turkish-speaking na-
tionalities and minor religions (notably
the Ba'hai).

Chauvinist Backlash in the U.S.

The thousands demonstrating daily in
front of the occupied American embassy
in Teheran in support of the ayatollah
were echoed by Iranian students in the
U.S. But marchers carrying Khomeini
icons in the streets of Washington, D.C.
and Houston, Texas soon discovered
that they were not in Teheran or
Abadan under the mullahs’ rule. In
Houston a November 7 Iranian student
march calling for extradition of the shah
was followed the next day by 1,500
angry demonstrators at the lranian
consulate, chanting “Take Your Oil and
Shove It.” burning Iranian flags, waving
Old Glory and signs reading, “Camel
Jockeys Go Home.” Outside Reno.
Nevada the owner of Mustang Ranch, a
local brothel, posted a sign announcing
that no more Iranian students would be
admitted until the hostages are released.
He was fed up, he said, with the
hypocrisy of the students who support
Khomeini’s puritanical policies yet
patronize his establishment.

Carter answered the demands of the
protesters on November 10 by ordering
the attorney general to begin a chauvin-
ist round-up and reregistration of
Iranian students, in order to deport
those who do not meet stringent visa
requirements. Unprecedented immigra-
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tion regulations were directed against
the estimated 50,000-100,000 lranian
students in the U.S., the largest body of
foreign students in the country. While
students who hailed the ayatollah
should have no complaints about
returning to join the “Islamic Revolu-
tion,” such expulsion orders would also
be applied against those who opposed
both the shah and Khomeini. If deport-
ed they would face “revolutionary
tribunals” no less sinister than the shah’s
vicious SAVAK. On the other hand, one
can be sure that the papers of the more
than 270 lranians studying in U.S.
military academies will be found to be in
order.

We oppose these draconian
reregistration/deportation orders above
all because of the history of such acts of
victimization and the precedent it would
set. The American heritage of using
discriminatory immigration/citizenship
laws against radicals goes back to the
Alien and Sedition Act of 1798. In this
century we have seen the 1919-20
Palmer Raids in which thousands of
foreign-born communists, socialists and
anarchists were expelled from the
country n response to the Bolshevik
Revolution; and the McCarran-Walter
Act (sponsored by liberals such as
Hubert Humphrey) passed at the height
of the Cold War setting up concentra-
tion camps to intern communists in
times of “national emergency.” Carter's
measure recalls in particular the
rounding-up of Japanese-Americans
and Japanese nationals during World
War I when 160.000 were held in West
Coast prison camps. Such racist mea-
sures as Carter’s decree lay the basis, for
example, for an internal passport
system, and must be opposed by all

those concerned to defend democratic -

rights.

Carter also upstaged the Khomeini
regime’s threat to cut off petroleum
exports to the U.S. by orderinga ban on
November 12 on Iranian oil (which
supplies about 4 percent of American
consumption). The order was hailed by
the oil monopolies, who see itas another
excuse to raise gasoline prices. How-
ever, Carter's next measure of economic
warfare against the Persian “Islamic
Republic™ was not so well received in the
business world. When the Iranian
government threatened to withdraw its
investments and deposits from U.S.
banks—currently estimated at $8
billion—Carter on November 14 froze
these assets. The idea that not only
banks in New York but also their
branches in Europe and Iran should
answer only to American law is certainly
an expression of imperialist arrogance.
And since most payments on the
international oil market are made in
dollars and to U.S.-owned banks, the
move threatened to disrupt the petro-
leum market and fuel the move out of
dollars. As the already battered dollar
plunged relative to other currencies and
gold rose, the capitalist press began
making comparisons with Paul Erd-
man’s fictionalized account of an
Iranian-sparked crisis which plunges the
capitalist world into economic ruin,
aptly titled The Crash of '79.

The Shah’s “Friend at Chase
Manhattan”

One of the reasons given by the
Iranian government for threatening to
withdraw its funds from American-
owned banks was the role of the
Rockefeller family, and their “in-house
intellectual,” former Secretary of State
Henry Kissinger, in pressuring the U.S.
10 permit the shah to enter the country.
The shah certainly has a “friend at
Chase Manhattan.” namely its chair-
man David Rockefeller. who together
with Kissinger has consistently enun-
ciated the position that America must
stand by its despots through thick and
thin. Rockefeller also has some financial
interests involved. as the banker tor a
large chunk of the shah’s estimated $15-
20 billion fortune. For eight months the
Carter administration resisted  the

Rockefeller entreaties because they
knew admitting the shah to the U.S.
would set off another explosion in Iran.
where the U.S. was attempting to re-
establish its sphere of influence. But in
late October Secretary of State Vance
finally gave in and acceded on the
grounds of “human rights.”

In threatening show trials of the
American embassy staff for spy activi-
ties, the Khomeint regime points to
another of the shah’s long-time friends:
the CIA. 1t was the Central Intelligence
Agency which saved the Peacock
Throne for Reza Pahlavi after he had
been displaced by the bourgeois nation-
alist Mohammad Mossadeq in 1953. A
swashbuckling account of that exploit
by the central C1A operative involved,
Kermit Roosevelt (grandson of Presi-
dent Teddy), was recently published and
then precipitously withdrawn from the
market and destroyed by the publisher
(McGraw-Hill). Workers Vanguard
managed to obtain a copy of the book,
entitled Countercoup: The Struggle for
the Control of Iran. before it was
recalled. allegedly for “production
mistakes.” The press is now floating the
story that the book was pulled because
of objections from the British Anglo-
franian Oil Company, whose name is
used as a cover for M1-6. More likely,
however, it was deemed impolitic at this
point to print such a braggart account of
how the CIA made and unmade Iranian
governments:

“The meeting in [CIA director Allen}
Dulles’ office, which was attended by
other leaders of the American govern-
ment, ended with the firm decision. The
author was given the go-ahead to
mastermind the overthrow of Mossa-
degh and return the Shah to the
Peacock Throne.”

The U.S. backed shah Reza Pahlavi
for the same reason the British had
packed his father: as the best hope to
create a strong, centrahized Persian anti-
communist regime on the Soviet Un-
ion’s southern flank. This same concern
led the Carter administration to seek an
understanding with Khomeini, despite
Washington’s earlier unconditional
backing of the shah. After the embassy
takeover, the New York Times (9
November) editorially complained
about Khomeini’s ingratitude:

“He knows that Washington tried to
appease him by discouraging the Shah
from settling here in the first place. The
Ayatollah also knows that the Carter
Administration gave him military aid to
crush various rebels and encouraged
American business to help rebuild his
economy.”
But what the Times finds so hard to
understand is that Jimmy Carter, who
talks as if his every act is ordained by
god. is a “born again™ phony, - while the
ayatollah actually believes in what he
says, and acts on it.

By granting the shah “medical asy-
lum,” Carter gave Khomeini the pretext
to channel the mounting discontent with
his clerical tyranny into fury against the
distant ex-dictator. It is U.S. imperial-
ism which created Khomeini, by helping
the shah crush the labor movement and
the pro-Moscow Tudeh Party and
thereby leaving the muilahs an open
field as the main organized opposition
to the bloody autocrat. The shah’s
attempts at modernization alienated all
sections of society from him, especially
the clergy who opposed his half-hearted
reforms for going too far. As for the
deposed monarch. we are in favor of the
shah getting his just deserts, with as
unfair a trial as possible, and oppose any
attempt to grant him asylum in the U.S.
or elsewhere. But the tyrant-in-power is
no less guilty of crimes against the
franian working people and oppressed
than his predecessor.

Avatollah Ruhollah Khomeini is an
®0-vear-old religious fanatic convinced
that he will soon be greeted by a special
delegation from allah, and ready to take

everyone with him in a fiery twilight of

the gods. Heis determined to impose a
theocratic “Islamic Republic™ which is
closer to Jonestown, Guvana than
Calvin's Geneva: and if the Tranians are

not ready. they deserve to perish. To
Carter’s threats he responds: “We arc a
nation of 35 million and many of these
people are looking forward to martyr-
dom.... After they have all been
martyred, then they can do what they
want with Iran.” Thisapocalyptic vision
and program offers no future to the
Iranian masses. It is only through
proletarian revolution, led by an Iranian
Trotskyist party, that the oppressed can
break the chains of imperialism and
Islamic obscurantism and emancipate
themselves from the shahs and ayatol-
lahs forever. B

Who Got
Tony Scotto...

(continued from page 2)

got $200,000. But at the barest mini-
mum the government had to have spent
well over rwensy times that amount
every vear to nail Tony. The govern-
ment big boys can hardly slide around
on the amount of palm grease they arec
talking about in the Scotto case. No.
they have gone after Scotto for what he
has that is decent. And they have
targeted him as the head of a union the
government has been gunning for now
for 30 years.

‘Using the mob as an excuse, the
government invaded the union in an
attempt to break it. In the early 1950s.
the East Coast dock workers fought the
attempt by the government and Meany
to replace their union with an AFL
affiliate. They staged massive strikes
and work stoppages. And they were not
taken in by the lie that all the govern-
ment wanted to do was fight corruption
on the docks.

Since 1975, the federal government
has launched a massive new probe of
“waterfront corruption.” Some two
dozen ILA officials have been indicted
on racketeering charges, while more
than 350 subpoenas for union and
shipping company officials and their
records have been issued. Three more
ILA locals are scheduled to go on trial
soon. “The goal isn’t just to get a couple
of convictions,” said one Justice De-
partment official in 1978. “The goal is
the clean up the unionand to change the
way business is done on the docks” (New
York Times, 9 June).

The government is now trying to
remove Tony Scotto as part of its
campaign “to keep tainted labor leaders
off the docks™ (New York Times, 20
November). In thisdrive the government
has at its disposal a rather complete
arsenal of legal weapons forged in the
1950s to fight other “tainted™ leaders—
the “reds” and militants in the unions.
These laws. like the Taft-Hartley and
Landrum-Griffin acts, are aimed at
weakening the entire union movement.

Liberals- and their -left hangers-on
have pushed for the government to enter
on the “progressive” side of union
affairs. What dangerous betrayal! The
government always casts itself as some
shining knight crusading against brass-
knuckle justice, “mob rule” or racism.
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But as with their vendetta against
Teamsters’ leader Jimmy Hoffa, it was
really the union they were going for.
Behind the government’s attack on
Hoffa was its appetite to weaken the
IBT’s master freight contract. Even its
move against the ‘Mine Workers'
murderous leader. Tony Boyle, was an
attempt to control the explosive
UMMWA._ Indeed, a clear attempt to use
the Scotto case to bust the union was
seen today when the waterfront com-
mission announced that if Tony Scotto
does not resign his union post, they will
disallow the dues checkoff for the ILA
(New York Times, 20 November).

LLabor militants would oppose
Scotto’s reformist policies within the
union. fighting in particular against his
loyal political link to the Democratic
Party. But we demand: Let the union
take care of its own. In the National
Maritime Union (NMU), for example,
the Curran/Wall bureaucracy 1s surely
as personally venal as they come; but
the class-struggle Militant-Solidarity
Caucus has correctly and steadfastly
defended the union against the numer-
ous court suits brought by liberal
opportunists. Tony Scotto was elected
to his ILA posts and the union members
ought to militantly defend him against
the governmeni’s attempt to drive him
out.

Between the government and Scotto
we stand against the government in
principle. For Murray Kempton the
question is a fairly simple moral matter.
“At bottom.” he writes, “he is a good
man.” For usthe matteris more political,
more complex. It is doubtless true that
Tony Scotto has been a lot of things
besides a family man and a concerned
citizen. Tony Scotto is a pro-capitalist
labor bureaucrat, better than many. and
a Democratic Party bigwig. Heisno thug
in a cashmere suit. What class-struggle
militants have against Scotto is what we
have against the Reuthers. the Got-
baums and the rest.

Meanwhile, as far as we're concerned.
Tony Scottodoesn’t belong injail onthis
bum rap. ®

OCI/LCR in
Frenzy...

(continued from page 2)

As the weeks go by, the LC1 becomes
increasingly heterogeneous. Some mili-
tants now in the LCI split with the USec
over Nicaragua and could, under the
pressure of events, seek to generalize
their leftist impulses into a consistent

program. This would present a problem
for Lambert and Nemo, for in that
direction lies the Trotskyist program of
the LTF. which has over the years
systematically demonstrated a coherent
revolutionary programmatic alternative
to both the USec and the OCRFL.

But political struggle is anathema to
Lambert. So he seeks to cover his left
flank in the only way he knows how—
physical intimidation. violence and
vicious slander. Lambert should watch
out, for ours is a revolutionary program
which has already found partial and
contradictory echoes among leftish
members of the LCI. The attack against
the LTF is also a message to leftists in
the LCl: in Lambert’s organization
there is no room for political opposi-
tionists. Lambert himself brags that
there hasn’t been a faction fight in the
OCI since 1953 (Rouge. 25 May 1979)!
The way they dealt with the bureaucrat
[Charles] Bergé and the dubious [Mi-
chel] Varga’ is the concrete proof of this.

Do you hate Mandel, do you hate
lLambert. do you want to fight on the
basis of the Transitional Program
against the union bureaucrats and the
reformist leaders of the mass workers
parties. fight for the workers to take
power? Do you agree with the iSt
program on Nicaragua and Iran? THEN

YOU BETTER THINK TWICE, AND
THEN THINK AGAIN before making
the decision to stay with these bands of
cynical and worn-out revisionists, either
in the LCR or, by joining the LCI.
ending up in the OCL.

For the rebirth of the Fourth
International. destroyed by Pabloism!
Join the Ligue Trotskyste de France!

19 November 1979

tLigue Communiste Révolutionnaire of
Alain Krivine, French section of Ernest
Mandel’s “United Secretariat of the Fourth
International™ (USec).

2Organisation Communiste Internationa-
liste of Pierre Lambert, the core of the
Lambertist OCRFI (Organizing Committee
for the Reconstruction of the Fourth

/International).
“3LTF—sympathizing section of the interna-

tional Spartacist tendency (iSt).

4Ligue Communiste Internationaliste—the
organization set up by French supporters of
the pro-OCl Leninist-Trotskyist Tendency
and Nahuel Moreno's Bolshevik Faction
after their expulsion/walkout from the LCR
congress on November 1.

SFrench leaders of the LTT.

$OCl ex-youth leader purged earlier this
year.

"Hungarian OCl leader who in the late 1950s
appealed to the U.S. State Department for
funds. Purged in 1972 for political differ-
ences with Lambert, Varga was suddenly
discovered by the OCI to be a longtime “CIA
agent” (and later “KGB agent™ as well).

Margolis...

(continued from page 12)
lican parties, and why we need a workers
party.”

But in attacking Jane Margolis and
secking to intimidate, isolate and gag
her. Carter’s agents were attacking the
CWA and the entire trade-union move-
ment. The methods the government
employed against her are the same
methods which it employs against labor
generally. Of course, the top layer of the
trade-union bureaucracy, which col-
laborates with the capitalist politicians

-in quashing labor militancy, will seek to
deny this. But as the Militant Action
Caucus (MAC), the class-struggle oppo-
sitton to which Margolis belongs.
explained in a leaflet issued at the CWA
convention: “If this year they can
handcuft and detain the only delegate
who spoke against Carter at last year's
convention, then it’s clear what kind of
union-busting attacks Carter has in
store for the whole union in our 1980
contract fight.”

When Jane Margolis was dragged off
the floor of the CWA convention, this
incident received wide publicity. Some
100 members of her local responded
immediately with telegrams demanding
a public apology by Carter to Margolis
and the CWA, and later 600 local
members signed petitions of protest. A
l.os  Angeles CWA local passed a
motion condemning the Secret Service
attack. And from as far awayv as
Australia telegrams were sent by the
South Coast lLabor Council and the
Newcastle branch of the Waterside
Workers  Federation  protesting  the
ilfegal seizure of union offictal Jance
Margolis by the U.S. Secret Service.

Fhe announcement of Margolis™ suit
was covered by all three major Bay Area
daities. local radio and T'V as well as the
Derroit News. A Union Committee
Against Seeret Service Harassment, |

Spartacist League Forum

Stop Gevernment
Harassment of Union
Militant!

Guest

Speaker: Jane Margolis

Executive Board
CWA Local 9410

Friday, December 7, 7:30 P.M.
Auditorium U.C. Extension

55 Laguna, San Francisco, CA
For more information: 863-6963

San Francisco
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composed of CWA members who
intend to seek publicity and support for
the lawsuit. has already been formed.
All those who seek to preserve demo-
cratic rights, and especially the rights of
labor, should rally to the support of the
Committec. @

‘Send donations
in support of
this campaign to:

Union Committee Against
Secret Service Harassment
P.O. Box 12324
San.Francisco, CA 94112.

Lawsuit...

(continued from page 12)
can people, especially working people.
President Carter and his aides used the
plattorm of the CWA convention in an
attempt to demonstrate labor support
for these anti-labor policies at the
precise time when his popularity had
plunged to its lowest ebb in nationwide
polls. Although the Minneapolis Labor
ITial was vastly greater in scale and
consequence than the present case, the
government’s actions against the Min-
ncapohs labor militants and socialists
did not ditter in essence trom the case of
Jane Margolis versus the Seeret Serviee:
both occurrences mvolved wiclding the
power of the state to adentify, wsolate,
detame, damage. and suppress sources
of militant political opposition within
the trade umons. The Carter adminis-
tration had generated an atmosphere ol
pre-clection erisis and desperation in
which a verbal expression ot political
opposition to the Prestdent at the CWA
comention could not be tolerated.
Historicallv, cnvil liberties and  the
rights of labor have been thrown to the
winds of expedieney by the United
Stites government inits drive to control
and pacity the labor movement. Groups
pereened as threatenming immediate or
long-runge  government policies have
come under repeated and  concerted
assault by the state. The Smith Act
prosceutions of 1941, tor instanee, were
used as the fegal precedent for the
sweeping prosecutions of the Commu-
mist Party inthe late 1940°s and carly
1950°s. From the mass trials of the
Industrial - Workers ol the World
during the first World War to the "non-
Communist™ athdavit requirements of

the Taft-Hartley and Landrum-Griffin
Acts, the government has swept aside
the rights ot labor in the interests of the
cmploving class. But the rights of labor
are the cornerstone of democratic rights
generally. as the hideous experience of
fascism  has  demonstrated most
dramatically.

I'oday, many in and out of govern-
ment claim that the air has been cleared
of the stench of witchhunting and
political seeret police operations against
political opponents and dissidents. The
Smith Actsedition law. itis claimed. has
been rendered “moot™ and the “non-
Communist™ athdavits eftectively dis-
carded. Even Francis Biddle. who. as
Acting Attorney General prosecuted the
original Smith Act trial. regrets his
actions upon reflection in what he calls
“the cooler breath of the passing vears™

“l doubted whether any speech or
writing should be made criminal. |
thought that this provision might be
declared unconstitutional under the
First Amendment of the Constitution,
which protected freedom of utterance.
And, with some reluctance. l authorized
a prosecution so that the law would be
tested at the threshhold, and taken to
the Supreme Court, where it would |
hoped and believed. be knocked out. ...
but to my surprise the Supreme Court
refused to review it. The Victory for the
government became a defeat forme. ...
I have since come to regret that |
authorized the prosecution.”
—F. Biddle. In Brief Authority
(1962). p. 151-52

With the Watergate exposure and
consequent  Congressional — mvestiga-
tions, there have been repeated claims
that no longer are the government's
police agencies used as weapons for the
political advantage of the president or

governing party. Further, the Senate
Sclect Committee on Intelligence has
proposed an end to the “widespread
abuses of the past.” Even Vice-President
Mondale has promised prohibitions
against covert harassment of individuals
and groups “privately regarded by law
enforcement officers as improper, such
as the past COINTELPRO etfort of the
EBI™ (New York Times, August 9,
1977). The government assures the
public that this program of illegal
government harassment and disruption
of lettist. civil rights and anti-war
organizations  has ceased. But the
harassment of Jane Margolis and the
disruption of the legitimate activities of
the CWA point clearly to the fact that
the government has not given up its
methods. To head off a future upsurge
of  workers, the government could
launch a new COINTELPRO. this time
aimed straight at the heart of the labor
movement.

~ hus the case of Jane Margolis versus
the Secret Service challenges in princi-
ple the government's interference with,
and attempt to politically control, the
trade-umon movement. Her “crime™ in
the eves of the Sceret Service is the
detense of her union against the policies
of Jimmy Carter. But Jane Margolis
belonged at the CWA convention and
she had a right and a duty to those who
clected her to express betore her union
brothers and sisters her views that, This
man Jimmy Carter does not belong at
our union meeting.” Jane Margolis does
not deny her political opposition to the
policies of the present government: she
does deny the government’s right to

~
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WORKERS VANGUARD

Union Militant Sues Over Criminal Assault

Jane Margolis vs. Carter’s
Secret Service

SAN FRANCISCO—Jane Margolis.
anexceutive board member of Commu-
nications Workers of America (CWA)
Local 9410, .announced in a pross
conference on November [4—held at
the offices of her attorney. Charles
Garry—the filing of an unprecedented
lawsuit against the U.S. Secret Service.
As her complaint asserts, the case
“challenges in principle the govern-
ment’s interference with, and attempt to
politically control. the trade-union
movement.”

Addressing reporters from the Oak-
land Tribune. the San Francisco Chron-
icle, local radio and press services, and
Workers Vanguard, Margolis declared
that she was suing Secret Service agents
for damages in excess of one million
dollars. At the CWA convention held in
Detroit last July tederal agents invaded
the union proceedings to prevent her
from speaking against the anti-labor
policies of President Jimmy Carter, who
was scheduled to address that body.
Carter’s personal police dragged Jane
from the convention tloor, manhandled
and handcutfed her. deprived her of
legal counsel and threatened to arrest
and imprison her, '

“The Seeret Service was not acting to
protect the life ot the president but
rather they were acting as political
agents of Jimmy Carter,”™ Margolis told
reporters. " This is government interven-
tion in the labor movement, an attack
on freedom of speech and 1t is an
attempt to make it look like the labor
movement was 100 percent behind

Jimmy Carter.™

Despite constant reassurances by
successive administrations that “exces-
sive™ state repression is a thing of the
past. the stench of - Watergate and
COINTELPRO continues to hang in
the air. Responding to the question of a
reporter who asked af Jane was charging
the Carter administration with “dirty
tricks.” Charles Garry emphasized that
the attack on Margolis was hardly an

aberration: “You see. the Carter admin-

istration is not the only one that resorts
to this kind of conduct. Carter is just

following suit of the kind of things that
other adminmistrations have done over a
period of vears. .

But the importance of the Margolis

case rests i the fact that the agencies of
state repression directed their blows at
the labor movement. While the govern-
ment had admitted that “in the past™ it
harassed and infiltrated socialist organi-
sations and civil rights groups, it has
always asserted that the trade unions
were out of bounds for its dirty tricks.
As the preface to the complaint estab-
lishes, however, the history of the labor

CWA convention, "
July 1979:
Secret Service
thugs drag
Jane Margolis off
convention floor
as fellow union
members protest.

“No Ordinary
Lawsuit”

Reprinted below is the preliminary statement
1o the Jane Margolis legal complaint.

Fhis 1s no ordinary lawsuit. At its
heart, the case of Jane Margolis versus
the Secret Service poses a significant
guestion concerning the independence
of the labor movement trom coercive
state control: do trade-union members
have the right to hold views and
advocate programs within the trade
unions which are perceived by the
executive government and its police
agencies as  opposing government
policy or as politically embarrassing to
high government ofticials?

The facts of this case are without
precedent in the history of the organ-
ized labor movement in America.
Never betore have federal police
agents disrupted 4 national convention
of a major trade union to forcibly
remove an clected delegate by drag-
ging her from her legitimate post on
the convention floor and manhandling

her betore her fellow delegates as it she
were a dangerous common criminal.
Deprived of counsel, which she re-
peatedly requested. Jane Margolis was
detained. manacled. interrogated. and
threatened with arrest and imprison-
ment during the proceedings of a
national union convention to which
she had been clected to represent
thousands of local members of the
Communications Workers of America
{hereinafter “CWA™]. All of this was
done in preparation for President
Carter’s speech at the CWA conven-
tion. where 1t was announced that he
would respond to delegates’ questions
and statements.

Although the particular events are
unprecedented. Jane Margohs’ case
has shaping historical antecedents in

which the immediate political aims of

the executive government have been

Jon P. Fishback

movement is replete with one attempt
after another by the government to
suppress workers’ militancy.

Only a few weeks after the CWA
convention, the Secret Service mobi-
lized to prevent members of the Interna-
tional Association of Machinists (1IAM)
from confronting Jimmy Carter over his
energy policies. Subsequently the union
filed a complaint with the Secret
Service, which claims to be conducting
an investigation of the matter. The
Margolis suit strikes directly at the need
to repel such continued attempts by the
government to manipulate and subvert
the trade unions.

The federal police directed their
brazen and criminal acts at Jane
Margolis precisely because she i1s a well-
known union militant with a long record
ot opposing the subordination of her
union to the dictates of the government
and the capitalist parties. As she
cxplained to reporters, her intentions to
speak against Carter’s policies at the
convention were “known and expected,
since at last year’s convention | had
spoken against his use of the Taft-
Hartley law in an attempt to break the
miners strike and about his threats to
use Taft-Hartley against a national
phone strike. In my campaign litera-
ture. .. I had talked about how we must
smash Carter’s wage freeze and that the
workers should not have any confidence
in what | consider to be the anti-labor,
strikebreaking Democratic and Repub-

continued on page 11

imposed upon labor by force. Govern-
mental invasion into the union move-
ment on behalt of employers has
become routine: the spectacular inter-
vention of the state at moments of
sharp labor struggle through the use of
troops. police. court injunctions and
imprisonment is well documented. But
this case concerns a special form of
governmental intervention, intended
to control the political climate of the
trade unions in° order to achieve
specific ends. This case concerns
governmental intervention designed to
influence and predetermine the out-
come of deliberations of the unions. to
secure political advantage for particu-
lar government programs. and to stage
a show of political support for govern-
ment officials, in the present case for
the President.

I'he most far-reaching case in

modern United States history exempli-
fving this type of governmental inter-
vention into the labor movement was
the Minneapolis Labor Trial prosecu-
tions ot 1941. I'he Minneapolis Motor
I'ransport and Allied Workers Indus-
trial Union Local 544-C1O was a
successfully organized stronghold of
militant. independent trade unionism,
and it stood virtually alone in the labor

movement in its left-wing opposition
to the war. On the eve of World War 11,
President Roosevelt was anxious to
quell the resistance among the ranks of
the workers to entry into a “foreign
war.” As a result the government
charged 29 people with “seditious
conspiracy”™ under the Smith Act of
1940, sentencing 18 and imprisoning
17 leaders of Local 544-C1O and
national and local leaders of the
I'rotskyist Socialist Workers Party for

their socialist opposition to the war.
While the Jane Margolis case does
not occur in the context of a president
attempting to mobilize the unions for
world war, it does occur in the context
ol a president attempting to mobilize
support for policies which will impose
hardship and austerity on the Ameri-
continued on page 11
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