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Long ago and far away in 
the fall of 197^» it seemed 
to the vast majority of people 
that they had, perhaps, seen 
the last of Richard M. Nixon - 
Would-Be Dictator. Watergate 
had Been exposed for what it 
was, the American Democratic 
System had Triumphed!

Meanwhile, hack in the Se
nate Judiciary Committee, S-l, 
The Criminal Justice Reform 
Act of 1975* was being revised, 
amended, and generally made 
more and more repressive as 
those who wished to continue 
Nixon's policies (with or with
out him) prepared for a new 
attack. The bill began its 
long history in 1966 as a 
liberal attempt to reform the 
U.S. Criminal Code. .However, 
when the Brown Commission 
finished its report in 1971» 
Richard Nixon was in office and 

wasmuefe too "liberal" 
to meet his standards. So he 
had the Justice Department 
under John Mitchell and Richard 
Kleindeinst (both of Watergate 
fame) draft a new and more 
"acceptable" version of the bill 
This draft combined with some 
of the more reactionary recom
mendations of a minority of the 
Brown Commission became what is 
today S-l.

A N T I - C R I M E  F A C A D E .. .

The one aspect of the bill 
that has some chance of winning 
popular approval is contained 
in the sections dealing with 
crime in the narrow sense of the 
word-street crime. The bill 
does provide much stiffer 
sentences for most street crimes 
sind severly limits the rights 
of those accused of crimes. 
Confessions would be admissable 
in court if the .judge deemed it 
"voluntary". The defense's 
right to select a jury would be 
limited. A person convicted of

a felony twice could be termed 
a "special dangerous offender" 
and the state could move to 
resentence him or her on comple
tion of the term. Appeals would 
be made more difficult, a person 
could get a higher sentence as 
well as a lower one. Many who 
are concerned about crime will 
says Right On! After all we 
are constantly told by the police 
that they are powerless to do 
more about crime because their 
hands are tied by laws protecting 
the criminal. S-l would certain
ly make it easier for the police 
to lock someone up and keep them 
tTiere.

This is a direct legal reflec' 
tion of the "law and order" 
philosophy of crime causation 
and prevention. Crime, we are 
told, is caused by leniency and 
cured by cracking the whip. Un
fortunately, many working people, 
who are victims of an increasing 
amount of street crime, very ofte: 
fall for this explanation. But 
the actual truth is that crime is 
growing because poverty, unemplo-y 
ment, despair and drug addic
tion are all growing. And 
these things are going to grow 
even more rapidly from now on.
A good section of the youth, 
increasingly more white as well 
as minority youth, will not 
know what it is to have a 
steady or decent paying job.
What are they going to do? 
Increasing the powers of the 
police will do little or not
hing to stem the tide of street 
crime, because it has nothing 
to do with the causes. In
creasing police powers will 
only allow the police to become 
more criminal and corrupt them
selves (more so than they al
ready are), wielding even more

unrestrained power than they 
already do.

A N T I-D E M O C R A T IC  SUBSTANCE

There is another side to 
S-l, however, which taken toge
ther with the above makes this 
one of the most repressive 
pieces of legislation in our 
history. S-l creates a broad 
category of what may be termed 
political crimes. Some of the 
more glaring are disclosure of 
information about our govern
ment, "Impairing Military Effec
tiveness", obstructing military 
recruitment, obstructing a 
government function, demonstra
ting within 200 feet of a 
Federal Courthouse to influence 
the outcome of a trial. The 
first three are felonies pun
ishable with anywhere from 1 5  
years to life imprisonment 
plus $100,00 fine. Disclosure 
of information could be deemed 
espionage, impairing military 
effectiveness could be judged 
sabotage.

The bill for the first time 
defines not only what treason 
is but what armed insurrection 
means. Armed insurrection 
against the execution of any 
federal law would be termed 
treason. It revives the Smith 
Act making advocacy of revolu
tionary change of goverment, 
no matter how far off, a felony 
and reinstates the death penalty 
for crime related to Treason, 
Espionage, Sabotage, Hijacking, 
and Kidnapping. In addition S-l
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s-l C O N T . .

would grant to agents of the 
FBI, the Treasury Dept., the 
Bureau of Immigration and Natur
alization and even to Postal 
Inspectors the right to make an 
arrest has committed a felony".
.• The bill redefines the 1968 

Riot Act reducing the number of 
people which could constitute 
a riot from 10 to 5 . It grants 
the right of government agencies 
to wiretap in the name of 
national security and makes it 
felony for any landlord, super
intendent, or telephone company 
employee to refuse to cooperate 
in bugging. In fact the 
"National Security Exception 
Clause" permits the use of bug
ging and interception of mail 
by the President in the name 
of national security.

How would this bill affect 
working people's right to 
organize? While the bill 
specifically excludes from the 
charge of sabotage "lawful 
labor strike activity" - wild
cat strikes at defense, or 
defense related, or national 
security related industries 
(very brot-.d indeed.'), any strike 
against which there is an 
injunction, all of these could 
be termed sabotage. Also the 
section on riots could be used 
against picket lines, labor 
rallies, demonstrations against 
unemployment, etc. With more 
and more people on the streets, 
on unemployment lines, high 
school students with just plain 
no where to go as recreational 
facilities are cut all over - 
working people are going to need 
those rights in court, which 
S-l would take away.

court. S-l would make the entire 
U.S. Criminal Code into one long 
series of interrelated laws there
by making it much more difficult 
to discredit only part.

S-l is part of a many sided 
assault on democracy being waged 
by the ruling powers in this 
-country. After Nixon over-reached 
himself in the Watergate episode, 
the reactionaries were obliged 
to retreat and pursue milder, 
more indirect tactics. But S-l 
shows more than any other single 
thing that this campaign is still 
very alive and advancing, in 
spite of the Watergate fiasco.
If anything the Watergate expo
sures taught the ruling powers, 
once again, the lesson that a 
little democracy goes a long way 
in thwarting their efforts to 
conduct policies in their favor 
behind the backs of the people.

U.S. imperialism has drawn 
several lessons from the 6 0 's.
One is that democracy at home, 
even the limited democracy we 
have here, is a big obstacle to 
waging war and pursuing imperial 
interests overseas. Two is that 
the Soviet Union seems to have 
a definite edge in the contest 
for world hegemony by being able 
to dispense with democratic 
formalities. Lastly, with a 
developing economic storm brew
ing in the capitalist countries, 
it is best to prepare for the 
storm by strengthening the state 
machine and laying the axe to 
the rights and liberties which 
can be tolerated in peaceful 
times but can hardly be afforded 
in times of approaching crisis.

S N E A K IN G  IT T H R O U G H

One would think that many

B E H IN D  S - l

Of course S-l is not the 
first piece of repressive 
legislation this country has 
seen, nor will it be the last. . 
As early as 1798 we saw the Alien 
& Sedition Acts restricting 
freedom of speech and press on 
penalty of deportation as an 
enemy agent. Our legislative 
history also includes such gems 
as The Black Codes, the Taft- 
Hartley Law, the McCarren &

/ Smith Acts, the 1968 Riot Act, 
and the current repressive NY 
State drug laws. So how is this 
bill different from what we 
already have? S-l attempts to 
standardize, to generalize many 
of the repressive laws that 
already do exist but only on a 
statewide level at present. It 
would make those laws that apply 
in some states into Federal Law 
applying in all states (for 
example the NY State Drug Laws). 
It also reverses progressive 
Supreme Court decisions on the 
Death Penalty, the Smith Act, 
involuntary confessions etc. by 
trying to get around certain 
technicalities on which the 
decisions were based. Right now 
we do not have any one single law 
which grants the.federal govern
ment and in particular the Presi
dent (one person) so much power. 
The U.S. Criminal Code is but a 
conglomeration of various laws 
enacted over a long period and 
separately applied and tested in

of the "law and order" politi
cians would be openly campaign
ing for the S-l bill. But so 
far they have been practically 
mum. They apparently fear pub
licizing the bill and making it 
an open issue; rather, they 
count on getting it passed with 
a minimum amount of publicity. 
One reason for this is that 
they are counting on a certain 
amount of moderate and even lib
eral support. Once the mode
rates and liberals are compelled 
to face their constituencies, it 
is feared that they will back 
away from supporting the bill. 
This has already happened with 
Birch Bayh, one of the original 
sponsors of the bill. The 
promoters of S-l undoubtedly 
fear an open confrontation. If 
the bill becomes a public issue, 
many "law and order" minded 
working people will also back 
away from supporting it once 
they realize how broad the 
attack is on their rights.

There is some vocal liberal 
opposition to the bill: some 
congresspeople., a few labor 
unions, the A.C.L.U., plus some 
other liberal and civil liber
tarian groups. Some parts of the 
Left have also started opposing 
the bill. Several newspapers 
have come out in opposition to 
the bill, but they have not 
given it more than the most 
minimal coverage. As a result, 
the vast public is almost com

pletely unaware of the bill.
The liberal newspapers and 
congresspeople can by no means 
be relied upon to bring the 
issue of S-l to the public.
They are overconfident of their 
ability to handle things among 
themselves, forgetting that it 
was the publicity around Water
gate and mass public sentiment, 
angrily aroused by that’publi
city, that stymied Nixon and • 
his cohorts. It is definitely 
going to require a grass roots 
campaign to just force the issue 
out in the open. This has alt- 
ready begun, but in far too 
limited a way.

W E M UST F IG H T

Because of the broad nature 
of the attacks on our rights 
contained in S-l, a wide range 
of people, both working class 
and middle class, could be mo
bilized to fight against S-l.
All of us who ever worked for 
social and political change in 
this country, whether by reform 
or by revolution, must try to 
build coalitions and committees, 
where we live and where we work, 
to expose the nature of this 
bill. Public opposition to the 
entire bill (not just some sec- 
tions) must become so vocal that 
the reactionaries have to answer 
and the moderates and liberals 
are afraid to vote for it. The 
working class was never in the 
leadership of the anti-war move
ment and joined it rather late.
If this occurs with S-l it may 
be too late.

It remains true that the 
democracy we have is only "bour
geois" democracy - a limited 
democracy in the case of working 
people. Still it is to the 
advantage of working people to 
keep those rights we do have at 
the same timb fighting to expand 
them. By using those rights -- 
Joann Little was acquitted, 
Watergate was exposed, the United 
Farmworkers union was organized, 
and the people of the U.S. learn
ed of and came to oppose the U.S. 
role in Vietnam.

By using those rights, 
unions can organize legal demon
strations to protest unemploy
ment and high prices. Those of 
us aware of S-l's dangers can 
petition and campaign against 
it publicly.
8 Fascism did not come to 
Germany overnight, on the day 
of Hitler's coup. It began with 
a gradual erosion of democratic 
rights, by legislative means, 
over a period of years -- rights 
many people took for granted 
until they needed them -- and 
they were gone. □
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S O N S -C O N T ,

significantly to the democrati
zing of all phases of life— eco
nomic, political and social. They 
forced the domestic aristocracy 
to extend democratic rights to 
all free male citizens and even 
raised the issue of slavery, cau
sing some northern colonies to 
adopt legislation prohibiting 
slavery.

More importantly, time Sons 
marked the first effective inter
colonial union and even helped to 
forge a working class solidarity. 
There is much evidence that work
ers from one colony sought and 
usually gained the support of 
workers in other colonies in 
their struggle for independence 
and freedom. In fact, there even 
existed some international soli
darity with the formation of Sons 
of Liberty in Dublin, Ireland and 
the Constitutional Society of 
London. Both these organizations 
sent money, supplies and support 
to the colonial Sons. These 
groups overseas even encouraged 
the non-importation agreements 
which caused unemployment for 
some of their own members.

What the Sons of Liberty 
clearly shows is that the Ameri
can Revolution was importantly 
affected by the role of common 
working people who banded togeth
er and fought in their own in
terests. In the process of

struggle they won important con
cessions in democratic rights 
from the rising domestic aristo
cracy, It is an early and power
ful example of collective mili
tancy on the part of-workersi 
The early labor movements of the 
1800's learned from the experien
ces and methods of the Sons. The 
narrow trade unions of today 
could take a lesson from the Sons 
of Liberty who involved them
selves with political and social 
problems as well as economic 
issues. □ _________________

BD GT CRISIS CONT-

Thirdly, labor must fight for 
the interests of the non-working 
poor, people on welfare, young 
people, the unemployed, the ret
ired, and elderly— people who 
are in an even weaker position 
than those organized in the un
ions. If labor does not protect 
the interests of these people, 
we'll all be weaker.

P IE C A R D 5 CAVE I N . . .

Up til now the union leaders 
have backed down at every main 
juncture. All the union leaders 
have been collapsing in face of 
the "there's no money" argument. 
Hardly one has the guts to keep 
pointing to where the money rea
lly is— and how it can be had.
And how could they? They them
selves are financiers, presiding 
over vast funds, wheeling and 
dealing with their members money.

They have all been a fairly 
disgusting and despicable lot—  
but Albert Shanker takes the pri
ze. He allowed himself to be 
pressured into doubly betraying 
the struggle. First he refused 
anything more than a token strike, 
a token fight. But worse still, 
he came to the rescue of the big 
banks and investors. With what? 
The pension money of his members! 
What effect will this have on the 
teachers, especially the older 
ones? Perhaps we better be care
ful about default, my pension 
money is 'in*Were , '"SuiiflS" will—  
think. Since that time, the fi
nanciers have made an all out 
grab for the pension funds of the 
city workers. It's a brilliant 
gambit from the point of view of 
the rich. It splits the older 
workers off from the rest. It 
allows the big investors and 
banks to back out of their po
sitions in city debt as the pen
sion funds move in. And who do 
you suppose is buying up the 
blue chip securities the pension 
funds are unloading at bargain 
rates to make room for the shaky 
city paper? You guessed it, the 
banks and big investors! And 
when and if the whole thing does 
go smash, who'll be the big los
ers? The retired and about to 
retire city workers. Charming, 
isn't it? You'd better bel-ieve 
investment and financial wizards 
like Felix Rohaytn earn their 
pay— however high it is.

G E N E R A L STRIKE

That the union leaders even 
brought up this interesting sub
ject shows the extent of the dis
content among the rank-and-file 
city workers. But it was raised 
only in bluff, and they quickly 
backed off it in fear.

Well might they fear it. A 
general strike has the potential 
of giving enormous impetus to 
the class struggle and conscious
ness in the city and in the coun
try as well. This is even more 
important than any immediate 
gains that might be won. With
out shaking off the lethargy, 
cynicism, disunity, and backward
ness accumulated in the course of 
two or three relatively prosper
ous decades, the working class 
will remain but a plaything in 
the hands of the politicians and 
the wealthy.

The left and progressive for
ces must work towards making 
this possibility a reality— must 
catch hold of this phrase dropped 
inadvertantly from the lips of 
the piecards and agitate for its 
eventual transformation into re
ality. □



ABORTION: WHAT ARE
THE CHOICES o

In 1973 the Supreme Court 
legalized women's right to have 
an abortion through the sixth 
month of pregnancy. Women could 
no longer be prosecuted for the 
"murder" of theib unborn. How
ever, doctors could be prosecu
ted and on Feb. 1 5 , 1975, Dr. 
Kenneth Edelin' a Boston physi
cian was convicted of "manslaugh
ter" of the "baby boy" of a 1 7  
year old woman during a legal 
abortion. The Catholic Church, 
the Right to Lifers, The Friends 
of the Fetus and others took 
heart, sought and won an indict
ment against another physician.
In response, those few hospitals 
which had made their services 
available to women seeking safe 
abortions began to close their 
doors or limit the scope of their 
services by denying abortions to 
those women beyond their twelfth 
week of pregnancy. Without relent, 
the anti-abortion forces convin
ced state legislature after state 
legislature to prohibit the use 
of public funds for abortion.
They are pressing to prohibit 
the use of federal funds for ab
ortions as one step in their cam
paign to repeal the Supreme Court 
decision. Potent arguments have 
been made pro and con abortion.
The question of abortion is cer
tainly not simple; nor is it ab
solute. Today, there are some na
tions, such as Japan, which fre
quently use abortion, legal on 
demand, as a means of birth con
trol. On the others hand there are 
the socialist nations of Albania 
and China, where abortion, also 
legal on demand, is seldom resor
ted to and is utilized less with 
each passing year. Women and men 
concerned about this issue and 
especially those concerned with 
seeing abortion become a thing of 
the past must understand the ne
cessity of fighting to maintain 
the legal and extend the practical 
right of all women to abortion 
on demand. ^

M O T H E R S  A G A IN S T  C H IL D R E N
t

In the space of time it took to 
write, the above passage, a child 
somewhere in the U.S. was beaten 
within an inch of its liffe by a 
mother or father driven crazy by 
conditions beyond her (his) con
trol. Several more "unwanted" 
children were born to dazed moth
ers in harried, indifferent del
ivery rooms. One or more of these 
children will be abandoned soon... 
to die or be found, made much of 
by the media: "The search is on 
for the mother who committed this 
heinous crime", and shunted between 
foster parents and various insti
tutions. A year does not pass in 
which we do not read of the parents 
who drowned, shot, stabbed or 
threw their children out of win
dows. At the same time,•hundreds 
of thousands of "would be" child
ren will not become such because 
women won the legal right to ab
ortion in 1973. Still, it was 1974 
when this ”30 YEAR OLD, WHITE, 
MARRIED, MOTHER OF 6 " was rushed 
onto a ward at Kings County Hos
pital. She had collapsed en route 
to x-ray. Staff worked, blindly 
but hard to save her. They watched 
the cold, grey color literally 
crawl from her legs up to her 
flushed, hot face which could 
not hold out: she gave up and 
"expired" early noon...a sus
pected septic* abortion.
In 1974, this woman was an ex
ception. Prior to 1973. the 
gynecology wards were bulging

♦unsterile and therefore cap
able of causing possibly fatal 
infection.

with such women. When the leg
islative battle to make abortion 
legal and thereby safe was being 
fought, those opposed to abor
tion dragged out photos of "bab
ies" in uterus whose tiny bodies 
were ripped apart during suct
ion curettage or "stillborn" 
(unable to take their first 
breath) after being "salted out".

Those in favor of legalizing 
abortions dragged out the case 
histories of women who died in 
the effort to get rid of their 
unborn. They pointed out the 
plight and often brutal abuse 
of the "unwanted" child. And 
they pointed out the plight of 
the overburdened family. Potent, 
emotionally weighted arguments 
were presented on both sides. 
Something was missed by all 
sides, That "something" is wo
ven into the fabric of a society 
that, under certain conditions, 
sets mothers and fathers against 
their children; a society that 
establishes an antagonistic 
conflict between the mother's 
life and that of the child's.

W O M E N . . .

The burden of "biologic des
tiny" ranges in weight from 
heavy to not so heavy depending 
on the woman's class status.
That the primary responsibility 
for child rearing lies with the 
woman is a fact that crosses 
class lines. If a kid goes "bad" 
the mother gets the lion's share 
of the blame. If you listen to 
the words behind the words of 
Ford or Wallace or Reagan as in
creasingly large numbers of 
middle and white working class 
people are doing, "some kids 
(inferring black kids) go bad 
and burden the rest of society 
because that society encourages 
their mothers to lie back and 
have kids."

In one sense, capitalist 
societies do, indeed, encourage—  
not only third world women— but 
all women to engage in more or 
less heavy sexual activity. Men, 
of course, have always been en
couraged to do so. Heavy press
ures are exerted on younger and 
younger teens to live up to sex
ual ideals prepared, packaged 
and sold by filmmakers, chic 
sophisticates and pornographers, 
Mr. Ford may preach all manner of 
"responsibility" but, Mrs. Ford, 
at least, acknowledges that she 
wouldn't be surprised if her 
daughter told her that she was 
engaging in premarital sex.

Of course, the moral judge
ments and social penalties for 
engaging in the very sexual 
activity she is encouraged in 
are heavy and all the more 
heavy if the woman is Black,
Latin and/or poor.

. . . A N D  T H E IR  F A M IL IE S

The man or woman who cannot 
feed, clothe or house his/her 
children is a failure in a 
society where"anyone who really 
wants to can make it". Cap
italist society makes that 
claim while in reality its ec
onomy and structure is Mghly 
destructive of the family unit.

President Ford claims that 
restoring a healthy economy 
requires that about 8% of our 
people remain unemployed. I- 
deally, a "healthy" capitalist 
economy has'an unemployment 
rate of about 4$. In other 
words, a "healthy" U.S, economy 
requires that 8 ,0 0 0 , 0 0 0  people 
be without work. In good times, 
8 ,0 0 0 , 0 0 0  people are made to 
feel that somehow they have 
failed personally. How many n

more people must now be feeling 
the weight of personal failure—  
a failure that is not theirs 
but that of a society which 
cannot provide jobs in spite 
of all the work that needs to 
be done. Mothers, in particular 
have been deprived of the supp
ort necessary in order for them 
to work. Government never pro
vided even a fraction 0 f the 
support needed in day care to 
help the working woman succeed 
in caring for her family.

Once you have "failed" and 
are completely impoverished you 
can seek charitable help or 
state aid. The amount of aid 
varies from state to state but 
whatever the amount of aid, it 
only serves to further degrade 
parents in their own and their 
children's eyes. Some fathers 
(who feel the failure most 
because they are supposed to 
be the providers) "run out" on 
their families. Most women 
stay and suffer all manner of 
humiliation so that their child
ren may survive.

While capitalist society does 
not have full employment, day
care, good schooling and decent, 
freely available health care to 
preserve the family unit with 
dignity it does have courts, 
prisons and juvenile detention 
centers for family "failures'.'.

, A 0 O R T I O N / I N F A N T I C I D E

However you regard the fetus- 
human life has begun in utero.
It can no more survive outside 
the uterus than can an infant of 
one or a child of three survive 
without support.

Those who oppose legal abor
tion know that making it illegal 
does not stop' it. It gives 
"safe" abortions back to the 
rich who alone can afford to go 
where it's legal. It sends the 
rest of lower income women back 
to the "dirty" abortioners.
Forces opposed to abortion high
light all manner of abortion 
abuses since legalization. With 
Without question, these abuses 
concern all of us and must be 
stopped.

In many areas, large numbers 
of abortion clinics have open
ed up to take advantage of the 
expanding market for abortions. 
Some of these have no competent 
staff or hospital back-up ser
vices in case of complications. 
Reporters have uncovered clinics 
ready to do abortions (for high 
fees) on women who weren't preg
nant. The root of abuses such 
as these— which exist in all 
areas of medicine in the U.S.-- 
lies in the profit system. Take 
the profit out of medical ser
vices and watch the abuses dis
appear.

Slowly, slowly and with no 
help from most of the anti
abortion forces--women, mostly 
in the middle and upper classes—  
are learning about the process 
of reproduction and the alter
nate methods of birth control. 
Pitiful, often non-existent, 
efforts have been made to ed
ucate poor women and third world 
women in particular. Many poor 
women are fearful of or find the 
available means of birth control 
distasteful. There is good rea
son for this. Many gynecolo
gists (this writer has worked 
with many) hold poor, badly 
educated and especially third 
world women in contempt. As a 
consequence— they do not prac
tice responsible medicine... 
nor has pressure been'exerted on 
pharmeceutical or surgical

supply houses to devise truly 
safe and agreeable means of 
cbntraception.

Some people, like the come
dian Dick Gregory, have claimed 
that abortion raises the spectre 
of genocide for black communi
ties, The history of the U.S. 
has shown genocide of black 
people to be a very real fact of 
life. Forms of genocide have 
ranged from lynching and razing 
of black neighborhoods by fire 
to the recently exposed steri
lization policies in force in 
some areas of the country. Abor
tion can be and is utilized as 
a means of birth control. This 
is not, however, simply an abuse 
of abortion but is a reflection 
of the totally inadequate ef
forts made to popularize birth 
control and to make it freely 
available in safe and agreeable 
forms. In fact, Dick Gregory

and other black spokespersons are 
.opposed to black women utilizing 
birth control. Whether or not 
black women use birth control as 
a means of limiting or expanding 
the black population is a poli
tical decision to be made bv 
them._ Their right to make that 
decision must be guaranteed by 
law as must the right of all 
women to have or not have a child 
be guaranteed by law.

G L IM P S E  O F  T H E  F U T U R E

Those actively engaged in the 
fight to make abortion illegal 
again, and they include many 
good and sincere people, ex
pend a great deal of energy, 
time and money in the effort.

Abortion is not a happy 
choice for any woman but more 
and more women will consider 
it a necessary one to make gi
ven the worsening conditions 
in the U.S. today. They will 
decide for abortion whether 
legal or illegal. This needn't 
happen if greater numbers of 
people (anti-abortionists in
cluded) expend their energies in 
the fight to alter conditions 
in the U.S.

How is it that in a land 
where, at one time, the drown
ing of newborn baby girls was 
common-place t child abuse is 
unheard of, where abortion is 
legal on demand but rarely 
used? Visitors to the People's 
Republic of China are constant
ly bringing back insights into 
how that country is solving its 
problems.

For example, in China today, 
women are an indispensable and 
increasingly more equal parti
cipant in the country's produc
tion. The family has a great 
deal of support in the raising 
of its children— through paid 
maternity leaves, nurseries at 
the workplace where nursing 
mothers can go to nurse their 
babies. (However, mothers may 
choose to stay home with their 
children if they wish though 
fewer and fewer women do.)
They have very cheap or free 
health care, good schooling and 
full employment. Family plan
ning is encouraged through wide
spread public educational cam
paigns. Interestingly, family 
planning is encouraged only 
among the Han Chinese (the 
majority nationality in China). 
Birth control, while available, 
is not encouraged among the 
national minorities which, un
der the oppressive conditions 
of the past, were almost wiped 
out.

Those interested in finding 
out how abortion can, most 
quickly, become a thing of the 
past have only to look to the 
society of the future. □



"The pain is just beginning 
..." according to Felix Rohaytn, 
chairman of Big Mac. The pain 
so far has consisted of 35i000 
lost jobs, drastically increas
ed fares and tolls, and consid
erable cuts in city services.
In spite of Ford's supposed res
cue, the budget crisis is far 
froirr over. Even more drastic 
attacks on the poor and working 
people of NYC will be made in 
the coming months and years.
The crisis has spread from NYC 
to NY State and indeed city and 
state governments all over the 
country, and may yet result in 
a complete crackup of NYC's fi
nancial structure.

B A S IC  C A U S E S  O F  B U D G E T  C R IS IS

The most obvious and superfi
cial; explanation of the budget 
crisis is that there has been a 
mounting gap between the revenues 
collected by the city and its 
expenditures. This year's bud
get is supposed to be on the or
der of $12.1 billion. The city's 
debt exceeds one year's budget, 
and exceeds by even more one 
year's collection of revenues.
The accumulated deficit becomes 
city debt as the city borrows 
to make up the difference. TMs 
money is borrowed from the big 
banks, other financial instituti
ons , wealthy investors, plus a 
number of middle class investors. 
$13 billion means something like 
$1 billion a year interest— tax 
free— to those holding city 
bonds and notes. Quite a bonan
za! Moreover, $1 billion is no 
small part of a $12 billion bud
get, which goes not for schools, 
services, or the needs of the 
public— but directly into the 
pockets of the wealthy. If 
there is an attempt to pay any 
part of the principal, as well 
as the interest, which there is 
these days under pressure from 
the banks and investors, then 
the part of the budget going to 
debt service becomes much larger.

The real question, of course, 
is how and why this debt came 
into existence, why the gap be
tween revenues and expenditures 
led to the accumulation of such 
a debt. The main factor is the 
general economic crisis that has 
gripped the U.S. and other capi
talist countries in recent years. 
It has been manifested in a big 
jump in unemployment--up to 9 .1% 
at one point. There has been a 
mounting wave of bankruptcies 
and near bankruptcies of big 
banks and corporations. All these 
plus many other facts signify a 
severe and worsening crisis de
spite any momentary upturns.

This general crisis affects 
NYC through the erosion of its 
tax base— increased unemployment 
in private industry,, many busi
nesses suffering a decline in 
profits and volume, some leaving 
the city altogether. Inflation, 
on the other hand, has pushed up 
all of NYC's costs— construction, 
office furniture, legal services, 
etc. Wages of city workers have 
gone up too, until recently, but 
not as fast as everything else. 
Simultaneously, the big business
es have been waging a successful 
campaign to reduce their share 
of the tax load, threatening to 
leave the city otherwise. With 
large numbers of longterm unem
ployed swelling the welfare roll^ 
costs have gone up in spite of 
the city's merciless attacks on 
welfare spending.

T H E  D E B A C LE

O F  K E Y N E S IA N  E C O N O M IC S

What is remarkable about the 
period since WW11 is not that a 
crisis is developing now, but 
rather that the crises up til 
now have been so mild and short
lived. One of the main factors 
enabling the ruling powers to 
avoid a major crisis for so long 
has been the accumulation of 
massive debt. Corporations, in
dividuals , and government at all 
levels are in debt to the tune 
of $3 trillion, or more than 
twice the GNP for one year. For

a long time now, bourgeois econo
mists have thought, following 
Keynes that the crises of cap
italism could be fundamentally 
smoothed out by a policy of 
government spending beyond its 
collection of revenues— deficit 
spending. But now the pitfalls 
of this solution are becoming 
obvious as the mountain of debt 
has reached the sky. Payment of 
principal and interest— debt 
service--has become so large 
as to make further expansion 
of credit dangerous to the cre
ditors. Either the government 
finances further deficit thru, 
in effect, printing more money, 
risking runaway inflation, or 
by taxing heavily enough to re
duce the deficit. The first is 
totally unacceptable to the big 
banks and holders of the $3 
trillion debt; it also threatens 
to create havoc in the economy. 
The second would also surely send 
the economy into a nosedive by 
drying up the consumer market. 
Either means big trouble.

Ford, in spite of all his 
rhetoric about balanced budgets, 
has run up a deficit of $70 to 
$80 billion in the Federal bud
get in a single year. Ford, 
however, had to admit "We have 
a different power than NYC has, 
that we can print money in eff
ect..." By printing money, the 
Federal Gov't can' escape the 
kind of predicament facing NYC.

BEHIND
wealthy and middle classes from 
the city and beyond its taxing 
power, leaving an ever greater 
concentration of poor people 
within the city.

Furthermore NYC has traditi
onally acted as a magnet for 
immigrants from Europe, and of 
late, Latin America. From NYC, 
these immigrants would gradually 
be drawn further to the interior 
for the convenience and profit 
of various manufacturers and 
employers of cheap labor. But 
the economic crisis prevents 
the pool of labor from- draining 
out of NYC. And the business 
community could hardly care less 
about the fate of this reserve 
they no longer need.

The crisis here has been 
greatly accentuated, oddly 
enough, by NYC's character as a 
center of finance, commerce, and 
so-called service industry— a 
character reinforced by the 
flight of much of the city's 
light industry. In times of 
prosperity when profits are 
abundant, these sectors of the 
economy expand at a greater rate 
than most others. But in a 
downturn - just'the opposite is 
the case. Now NYC's "topheavi
ness" has become a grave lia
bility.

G O V E R N M E N T  A S  P A R T  O F  

P R O F IT  M A C H IN E

The big banks and big private 
investors are without doubt the 
biggest profiteers milking the 
city. But it should not be

Yet another factor behind 
NYC's present crisis is that 
the bankers, the financial pow
ers, and their political hench
men actively fought for.the cre
ation of this huge debt. Both 
Lindsay and Rockefeller approv
ingly presided over massive debt 
accumulation, both have brothers 
at the pinnacle of the banking 
business— one at Morgan Guaranty 
and the other at Chase Manhattan. 
It was in the interest of the 
big investors and big banks to 
have this huge debt because it 
was a very profitable investment 
— tax free. Up til the recent 
crisis, it seemed relatively 
secure.

Among other factors contri
buting to this crisis is the 
exodus of business out of NY 
to NJ, to the suburbs, even 
out of the country. This has 
been a long term tendency— but 
has accelerated in the face of 
the economic crisis. This has 
left NYC with a huge, expensive 
infrastructure built "for" the 
business community which has 
chosen to leave for greener 
pastures. Together with this 
has been the flight of the

thought that they are the only 
ones. The city lets out con
tracts to many private corpor
ations - contracts for goods and 
services - from legal services 
to tunnel construction. These 
city contracts are immensely 
profitable - at least in nor
mal times. Quite aside from 
the salaries of the big pol
iticians themselves, plus their 
expense accounts, there are 
many "plums" passed out by vic
torious politicians to those 
businessmen who financed their 
election. Recent estimates run 
to 5,000 such jobs. In addition 
to these more direct channels - 
the city is in many ways able to 
either impede or favor the pro
fitability of a variety of in
dustries in the city - thereby 
enriching various speculators.
If the city decides on improv
ing a waterfront or building a 
convention center - this is an 
immense boon to certain business 
and real estate interests.

People are accustomed to dis
tinguishing government from 
private enterprise - thinking 
that private enterprise is run 
for profit - but government is

somehow different. Many have 
been attracted to city and gov
ernment employment by this ill
usion - thinking such employ
ment to be secure - above and 
beyond the vicissitudes of pri
vate industry. It is supposed 
to be run for the public good. 
This is a gross illusion. NYC 
government is but a huge pot - 
a pot continually filled out of 
the public pocket - public here 
meaning the working person’s 
pocket. But also in this pot 
are many hands of the rich grab
bing after huge profits.

In the final analysis, city 
government, just like govern
ment at all levels, is a huge’ 
money machine for the rich and 
wealthy. And this is shown, 
more than anything else, by the 
fact that NYC is being shaken 
to its foundations by the eco
nomic crisis in the "private 
sector".

BUT T H E R E 'S  N O  M O N E Y

This is the single biggest 
argument used by the big banks 
(and also the union leaders) in 
paralyzing the struggle of work
ing people to defend themselves 
against the assault on their 
well being.

It is the federal government, 
through the Federal Reserve, 
which regulates the quantity of 
money. In our present economy 
money is, in the final analysis, 
nothing but government debt 
(non-interest bearing). The 
government is faced with certain 
problems in regulating the sup 
ply. In times of mounting cris
is , there is great pressure to 
increase the supply to ease the 
problems of those enterprises 
in difficulty. Giving in‘to 
those pressures altogether leads 
to runaway inflation. The big 
banks vehemently oppose this 
since it would completely de
value their holdings, and more
over, threatens to plunge the 
entire economy into chaos. But 
this has not prevented the gov
ernment from coming to the aid 
of Lockheed or Penn Central.
Why then was it so reluctant and 
so harsh in the case of NYC? 
Because, in the case of NYC 
there are some 8 million people, 
the bulk of whom are working 
people and their families - who 
can be made to pay for this 
crisis. In essence what Ford 
said to the NY financial comm
unity was; You're worried about 
your money? You've got 8 mill
ion people to squeeze it out 
of...SQUEEZE; Then we'll see.
In the case of bankrupt corp
orations like Lockheed, there 
are "poor" stockholders, bless 
them, to worry about. It was 
only after Carey and Beame agreed 
to squeeze harder and faster 
that Ford agreed to extend short 
term Government loans to the 
city.

But, even aside from the Fed
eral Government's ability to 
"print" money, and contrary to 
ordinary notions, the shortage 
•of money is no more absolute 
than the oil shortage was. When 
prices rose, oil became abundant 
again. (This is not to deny a 
real component to the oil short
age ). Likewise, too, money is 
available, at a certain price, 
or rate of interest. Most of 
it is in the hands of the rich - 
who only let go of it for the 
right price - as high as IVfo 
interest on the big MAC bonds 
for example. All this talk of 
a "capital" shortage only means 
that profits, the rate of re
turn on money, is not high 
enough to entice it from the 
hands of the rich. Or, if the 
"risk" becomes too great, high 
interest rates are not enough -



THE BUDGET
and must be accompanied by "guar
antees" of repayment backed by 
"public funds" ie. taxpayer 
money. A drop in the rate of 
profit is one of the principal 
signs of a crisis as far as the 
financiers and capitalists are 
concerned. Hence there is a 
frantic effort to raise the rate 
of return as the antidote to the 
crisis.

There is, nowever, a long rec
ognized method for retrieving 
some of this ffioney from the rich. 
It is called taxation. The tax 
structure in this country has 
become very lop-sided in favor 
of the rich. The rich, through 
a maze of loopholes in the tax 
laws, are able, in some cases, 
to escape taxes altogether on 
incomes as high as $1 million 
a year. Between 1970 and 197^> 
the tax rate on the biggest 
banks dropped from 21$ to 11$. 
According to Fortune magazine- 
(Dec.,1975)>"But many banks have 
now reached the point where they 
consider it politically danger* 
ous to reduce their tax liabil
ity any further..."

Between these two methods of 
raising more money (printing or 
taxation), it is preferable to- 
place primary emphasis on taxa
tion of the rich, because re
sorting to the printing presses 
extensively will lead to in
flationary, pressures. But, even 
then, price controls are a pro
ven weapon. If the rich com
plain it is not because these 
methods are impractical, but 
because they cut into profits.

THE BOGEY OF DEFAULT

This is the other part of 
the argument used to terrorize 
working people into accepting 
huge cutbacks. Default simply 
means the failure to pay one's 
debts as they come due. It does 
not mean the failure to pay at 
all. Actually default has al
ready taken place. NYC has de
clared a debt moratorium of 
three years on its short term 
notes as well as reducing in
terest somewhat. It also rene
gotiated its debt with the banks. 
This was part of the price the 
local powers had to pay for 
Ford's rescue. But this "de
fault" has so far been a limited 
one, and more or less done with”* 
the connivance of the big banks 
and investors. It is quite trtie 
that a massive default might 
well serve to trigger a more 
rapid downturn in the economy, 
since failure to pay on time 
breaks the chain of payments 
which stitches together the en
tire top-heavy credit structure. 
This was the principal weapon 
being wielded by NYC note and 
bond holders in their battle 
with Ford and the Federal Gov
ernment to get bailed out. But 
the chief weapon being used to 
avoid default is the tremendous 
cutbacks in everything that 
affects working people in the 
city - jobs, services, every
thing. All in the name of 
avoiding default - avoiding late 
payment to the city's creditors.

Even though default of NYC 
might well serve as a trigger to 
a sharpening of the economic 
crisis - it would by no means be 
the underlying cause of such a 
downturn. The $3 trillion of 
debt sitting ay>p the economy 
has already begun cracking in 
various areas. The NYC "crack"
- while an especially big one - 
is only one more crack in a pro
cess well begun.

The developing crisis means 
sharpening attacks on working 
people, default or no default. 
Massive attacks in the name of 
averting default are no differ
ent than the supposed conse

quences of default itself - name
ly a more massive attack on work
ing people. The question of 
default, one way or another, is 
a false issue for working people.

What would, however, offer a 
more interesting approach is a 
REPUDIATION of the debts - non
payment altogether. Such a de
mand is quite definitely a just 
demand since the debt was incur
red, not by the working people, 
but by the politicians, bankers 
and wealthy investors in their 
own interests, and since it is 
they who have avoided their fair 
share of taxes for a long time. 
REPUDIATION of the debt and TAX 
THE RICH to avoid further defi
cits. There you have the solu
tion to the "budget crisis" as 
far as simple economics is con
cerned. There's nothing wrong 
with it - except that the rich 
oppose it because it is a solu
tion at their expense.

H ID IN G  BEHIND THE 
SMALL INVESTOR

This is yet another ploy used 
by the wealthy to conceal their 
stake in this crisis. The TV 
and media have consistently push
ed, not Rockefeller or Chase 
Manhattan as the typical inves
tor, but granny in sneakers who's

NYC AS A POLITICAL  
FOOTBALL

Ford and his cronies were 
trying to make political hay 
out of the city's crisis. NYC 
was compared to a drug addict 
whos' only solution was to go 
cold turkey. In addition, it has 
been portrayed as full of free
loaders, welfare cheats, etc.
This is but a warmed over version 
of the old Nixon "law and order" 
rhetoric. It is also a very 
thinly veiled attack on Black 
and other Third World people, 
who are pictured as the majority 
of NYC inhabitants to outsiders. 
It is also an attempt to incite 
suburbia against the "sinful" 
cities, and runs parallel to the 
attempt to pit White against 
Black and Third World.

But of course NYC is far from 
being alone. City and state 
governments all over the country 
are in the same boat. Municipal 
workers are striking all over the 
place in the face of these 
attacks. And, of course, NYC is 
3/k White!. The vast majority 
of people live in cities either 
smaller or larger. And the vast 
majority are White. Anyone who 
thinks that inner-city, Third

bankers and wealthy as a whole 
as against the particular in
terests of Rockefeller and other 
big investors in NYC. And bank
ers as a whole are more concerned 
about erosion of their assets 
through overly great inflation 
than they are about a few of 
their fellow sharks taking a 
drubbing.

The chief weapon the big cap
italists with a stake in NYC had 
was the threat of NYC default 
triggering a general downturn - 
even a panic. The big fellows 
are playing increasingly 
rough, even with each other, 
these days. Carey and Beame 
even called on the citizens of 
NYC to demonstrate against de
fault and for Federal bailout. 
They did this in order to res
cue the investments of their 
wealthy bankers., for no other 
reason. These two had no hesi
tation in laying the axe to 
every vital need of working 
people, but they feared they 
could not chop fast enough to 
avert default and so they wanted 
a bailout. Ford said - chop 
faster and we'll see about a 
bailout. There was nothing here 
for working people on either 
side!

M

WCfQUS CIRCLE

counting on her $30,000 in NYC 
bonds to pay for her old age.
This is the same ploy the .big 
capitalists have used in regard 
to ownership of corporations. 
Middle class families with a few 
stocks each are presented as the 
"owners" of the big corporations. 
Thus the controlling and domi
nant role of the wealthy is con
cealed. There is a very simple 
way of exposing this tactic. If 
the small investor is the real 
victim of any default or repudia
tion, then, let us repay all 
bonds held by each investor up 
to a value of, say $50,000. What 
a howl would then go up! As a 
matter of fact, it is only the 
small investor who is really 
taking a big risk. The Federal 
Government stands ready to bail 
out the big banks if the waters 
get too rough, according to 
Chairman Arthur Burns. r

World, urban dwellers are going 
to be the only victims of this 
crisis are tragically deluding 
themselves.

A FEUD BETWEEN MAGNATES

The rift that developed be
tween Ford and Rockefeller is 
very instructive. Rockefeller 
and his family have, either 
directly, or through the banks 
and other holdings, a huge stake 
in NYC's debt. He no doubt got 
a knot in his precious belly 
every time his "Boss" prattled • 
on about the investors in NYC 
bonds making a fast buck and how 
default would not be such a 
"big catastrophe". Ford repre
sents the wealthy and-powerful 
of the Middle West, and in ad
dition is more and more obliged 
to heed the interests of Western 
and Southern capital. You might 
say that Ford represents the

THE ESSENCE OF THE IS S U E - 

A CLASS STRUGGLE

It is quite simple underneath 
it all: a struggle between 
capital and labor, the rich and 
the poor, as to who is going to 
pay for the crisis. So far, it 
has been the working people who 
are paying. The rich have been 
fairly successful in disguising 
the issue, in disguising their 
stake, their interests, under 
camouflages. We've tried to 
strip off some of the main ones 
here. The rich are waging a 
class struggle - in their inter
ests. Labor, working people, the 
poor must wage a struggle in 
their own interests. To wage a 
class struggle you need unity. 
First - all workers must support 
city workers. If conditions for 
city workers get worse, it means 
the job market for all workers 
is worse.

Recently, a big TV crusade 
caught sanitation men stopping 
in for a few beers on working 
time. How horrible! But 
sanitationmen, even if they stop 
off for a couple of beers, do 
work for a living. Why doesn't 
TV do a big expose on the Jet 
setters who never work, but live 
like royalty by clipping coupons 
- and the tax free 11$ interest 
(in some cases) they get on 
NYC bonds? Because the media 
are owned by and otherwise be
holden to these self-same jet 
setters.

Secondly, labor-must fight 
for special protection for third 
world workers and not let a dis
proportionate share of the cris
is fall on their shoulders. They 
are on the bottom of most senio
rity lists. If white working 
people do not support special 
protection for these workers, 
recognize the already far higher 
rate of unemployment among third 
world workers, then class unity 
will go out the window and all 
are going to be defenseless in 
the face of continuing attacks. 
Also, the various programs to 
give some assistance to third 
world communities are the first 
ones to come under the axe. Even 
though all are going down, third 
world people are going down much 
faster, and inequality is grow
ing. Inequality is the worst en
emy of unity. Without unity 
there can be no struggle.

CO NT, .O N  P- 2



SHIFT CONT..

provides the Soviets opportuni, 
ties to unload this surplus and 
turn a neat profit to boot-;

In South East Asia, where 
the U.S. has been kicked out 
to a large extent, the Soviet 
Union is moving in. Moreover, 
it is doing everything it can 
to turn some of these countries 
against China.

DIRTY yO R K  IN ANGOLA

Currently, the Soviet Union's 
work is being done in Africa.
The Soviets have succeeded in 
splitting up the liberation for
ces in Angola and are now very 
pleased with themselves for hav
ing split up the OAU and the un
ity of the entire continent.
The South African regime and the 
U.S. are well recognized enemies 
of the African people. The Sov
iets have taken advantage of this 
fact to pose, as liberators and 
maneuver various forces there 
into a position of dependence 
on them.

The military victories of 
one faction over another are 
very much the result of Soviet 
aid and foreign troops. Each of 
the' factions had a certain base 
of popular support. This kind 
of victory places the victor in 
dependence on his benefactor.
As a result of the splits and 
hostility, many forces are 
more likely to turn to one 
superpower or another - result
ing in a setback for the lib
eration movement all around.

materials and goods it imports 
and charging high prices for 
its industrial goods and muni
tions. It extends loans at 
high interest which are tied to 
purchases of overpriced Soviet 
goods. It sets up jointly

owned state industries as in 
India. It keeps its various 
dependencies enslaved by chain
ing them to the "international 
socialist division of labor”. 
This keeps third world countries 
backward and dependent on world 
markets for their raw materials 
or basic commodities. It 
prevents more advanced Eastern 
European countries from achiev
ing economic independence and 
all-sided development. The 
Soviet Union is trying to shift 
its crisis to Eastern Europe 
through raising prices for oil 
and raw materials.

It is enough to make a re
view like this to realize that 
the Soviet Union is no mean 
imperial and, in many respects, 
is already a greater imperial 
power than the U.S. This is 
something that has snuck up on 
us almost imperceptably, so to 
speak, but is fact nonetheless.

A LEAN A NB  -HUNGRY LOOK

It is sometimes argued that 
since the U.S. economy is twice 
as big as the Soviet's, how 
could the Soviets be more 
dangerous than U.S. imperialism? 
But this was also the case with 
Hitler's Germany. The much 
lower standard of living allows

We came to liberate you 
l from the Yankees.

It is interesting to note that 
the great "liberator" fears to 
expose itself by sending its 
own troops. It sends those of 
a dependent Latin American 
country half a world away.
Those troops most definitely 
could not be there without 
Soviet say so. The U.S., on 
the other hand, much as it 
would like to stick its snout 
in Angola more massively, is 
having many difficulties.
Angola itself is one of the 
clearest examples of how the 
balance of power is shifting 
from one superpower to the 
other.

However, the biggest plum 
on which the Soviet leaders 
have their eyes is Europe.
They have large numbers of 
troops and tanks in Eastern 
Europe, far exceeding the NATO 
forces. They periodically flex 
their growing muscle with vast 
military maneuvers and exer
cises. The Soviet Union util
izes any conflict - as for 
examplebetween Greece and 
Turkey - or any unrest - as in 
Portugal - to make a grab for 
power and influence - and, if 
possible, military bases.
There is nothing new in the 
methods the Soviet Union uses 
to exploit its new empire.
We have already mentioned the 
sales of outmoded weapons. It 
also uses the "price scissors" 
paying low prices for the raw

a big military expenditure.
The lack of any democracy gives 
the leaders much greater room 
to maneuver. The fact that the 
S.U. has an anti-imperialist 
and revolutionary past and 
continues sailing under the 
socialist flag, plus the fact 
that the people of the world 
are much less awakened to the 
imperialist nature of the S.U. 
gives the Soviets a big advan
tage over its adversary. The 
greater centralization and con
centration of the Soviet economy 
gives the Soviet leaders the 
possibility of accomplishing 
specific objectives with much 
greater ease than the U.S.

Then too, it is not often 
realized how desperate the 
Soviet leaders are. The Soviet 
Union is afflicted with a severe 
economic crisis as a result of 
its retrogression to a State 
monopoly capitalism. The Soviet 
Union's socialist pretensions 
aggravate this contradiction, 
not lessen it. If in the U.S. 
there is, for a time, a cynical 
and despairing attitude toward 
such phenomena as mass unemploy
ment, inflation and poverty) 
this is partly because people 
take these things for granted 
in a capitalist society^ jn 
the Soviet Union, unemployment, 
poverty and inflation are rear
ing their head but these capi
talist features are more dan
gerous in a country that still

_ TTTJ'.iE of the united front against imperialism as a strategy for 
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has constitutional guarantees 
of a job for every person. It 
is only through the Soviet's 
frantic militarization that such 
open capitalist manifestations 
are momentarily retarded. This 
is much the same as was the 
case in Hitler Germany. Then 
too, the S.U. is entering its 
imperial career at a very dis- 
advantagous time. The Third 
World and people generally are 
much more awake and active than 
at any time in the past. Carv
ing out an empire is a much more 
difficult job these days. China 
grows stronger with every pas
sing year. Time is not on the 
side of the Soviet leaders for 
these and other reasons.

THE R O A D ’ TO WAR
The U.S., on the other hand, 

will not forever lie back and 
watch a redivision of the world 
against its own interests. At 
some point the U.S. will join 
the issu'e in defense of its own 
interests and position in the 
world. In short, war is inev
itable sooner or later^

Some of these facts are 
recognized by people in high 
places in the U.S. Nixon 
actively sought out improved 
relations with China. Today 
James R.Schlesinger and William 
Safire, among others, are open
ly advocating closer relations 
with People's China as a coun
terweight to the growing ambi
tions and threat of Soviet 
expansionism. All of these 
figures are above any suspicion 
of sympathy with communism.
That such figures actively seek 
spme sort of rapproachment with 
People's China is ample testi
mony to the seriousness with 
which even they take the Soviet 
threat. The Chinese point out 
that, of the two superpowers, 
it is the S.U. that has become 
the more dangerous and aggres
sive. China has begun making 
use of the contradictions be
tween the two. As far as the 
S.U., it regards People's 
China as its arch-enemy in the 
world. And yet, it is unlikely 
that China is its objective in 
any immediate sense. Of all 
the various adventures the S.U. 
might embark upon, war with 
China is one of the least prom
ising. It might not be hard 
to get .in, but it would be 
impossible to get out. Rather, 
to a certain extent the Soviet 
sabre-rattling in China's dir
ection is more in the nature of 
a ruse to deflect attention 
from its true objective; namely 
Europe. At present, the Soviet 
Union is busily engaged at 
snipping the lifelines— in the 
Middle East, in Africa. And 
all the while, as it constantly 
nibbles away at the timbers and 
raves at the Chinese menace, it 
.preaches peace and detente.
When anyone complains; if you're 
so interested in detente - why 
do you keep nibbling so furious
ly? Ah, they answer, detente 
does not mean we will give up 
aiding wars of national libera
tion. And what, to the Soviet 
Union, are wars of national 
liberation? Cambodia? Certain
ly not. India's war against 
Pakisxan— that was a war of 
national liberation. The war 
of one Angolan faction against 
two others— that was a war of 
national liberation. The sale of 
surplus arms to the Egyptians, 
the pressing for repayment of 
debts, this is "aid" in a war 
of national liberation, ffhe end 
result of which is to place this 
or that force in dependence on 
the Soviet Union. Again, the 
situation is reminiscent of Hit
ler's tactics: which was to pro
claim peace, denounce the Soviet 
menace, and take another bite out 
of Europe— then promise never to 
do it again--only to repeat the 
whole process all over again.

There are those in the West 
who hope to get out of this 
pickle cheaply, and for this 
they would prefer to see a "war

between the two communist gi
ants" as they put it. But some 
of these people have apparently 
taken up the study of history. 
China released some Soviet fli
ers recently, two or so years 
after their heliocopter was first 
downed. They said that theyMow 
found the pilots' explanation 
of accidental overflight cred
ible. What is interesting is not 
so much the Chinese action as 
the reaction in the West where 
it was taken as a sign of Chin
ese unwillingness to pull U.S. 
and Western chestnuts out of 
the fire.

NO BASIC. CHANGE

It is important to understand 
that the basic character of U.S. 
imperialism has not changed in 
all this. Permit us one more 
historical analogy. Winston 
Churchill through his whole life 
was a tory and arch-reactionary. 
He organized the lb nation in
tervention to strangle the then 
young and socialist Soviet Un
ion. Yet, by the 30's he recog
nized the anti-communist rhetoric 
of Hitler for what it was, and 
became one of the principal ad
vocates of an alliance with the 
Soviet Union to defeat Hitler 
Germany. And then again, before 
the ashes of WWII had begun to 
cool, he visited Missouri and 
called for the beginning of the 
Cold War against the Soviet Un
ion, or rather a resumption of 
the old war so to speak. In all 
three phases of his career he 
remained a faithful spokesman 
of British imperial interests.

This shift in world politics 
by no means signifies that we 
should relent in our struggle 
against the domestic oppression 
of the U.S. rulers. But to only 
oppose and expose U.S. aggres
sion, and neglect the activities 
and danger of the other super
power is but to aid the other 
superpower in its bid for world 
hegemony. It would also mislead 
people in regard to the danger 
and source of another world war.

A footnote. This question is 
still under discussion in our 
group. The ideas in this article, 
while the majority view, do not 
reflect a unanimous opinion. □



H IS T O R Y  S H O U L D  SERVE
THE PEOPLE

As the nation begins to cele
brate its bicentennial, there is 
developing a renewed interest in 
U.S. history. Schools and com
munities are re-enacting events 
and entire battles from the revo
lution. During this same year of 
celebration, millions of working 
people are losing their jobs and 
suffering the cutbacks and anxie
ties of the general economic cri
sis. This latest economic attack 
on working people comes right at 
the heels of the repressive poli
tical attacks of the Nixon years, 
the most_sensational being Water
gate. With economic prosperity 
and faith in democratic government 
rapidly fading away, working peo
ple are growing angry and confused. 
It is no surprise that the quaint 
bicentennial festivities hold, for 
the masses of people, little joy 
and even less peace of mind.

History ought to help people 
to understand their past and their 
present so that they may indeed 
^control their future. But U.S. 
history as we were taught it is 
.both useless and misleading for 
any of these purposes. Our histo
ry, we were told, was the story 
of continuing progress toward ever 
greater freedom, well-being and 
perfection. And throughout that 
history, ordinary Americans want
ed nothing else but to go along 
for the ride. It is a history of 
great men and great events where 
the millions of workers and farm
ers are cast as mere spectators. 
This view of history makes the 
problems we face today incompre
hensible. For, if U.S. history 
is such a success story, why are 
we now in such a mess? This view 
allows us no alternatives to our 
present^predicament--alternatives 
rooted in our own past. For, if 
working people throughout our 
history merely went-along with the 
course set by the powerful and 
were incapable of acting on their 
own, where can we turn for ans
wers?

But the reality of the U.S.' 
past is quite different. Setting

aside the standard high school 
history text and turning to news
papers, pamphlets, and newer his
torical research, we see some of 
the roots of current problems de
veloping through the years. Even 
more important, we see that the 
masses of American people have not 
played the role of idle bystand
ers. Rather, united working men 
and women have organized to fight 
their common oppression and to 
build a better life. They have 
struggled on all fronts--political, 
economic and social using many 
methods— unions, strikes, armed 
battles, seizure of factories and 
schoolsviolent and peaceful de
monstrations, boycotts and third 
parties including labor, social
ist and communist.

This heritage of struggle, 
holding both defeat and victory, 
is of tremendous value to us in 
understanding and reacting to the 
crisis of the 1970's. Because 
knowledge of our history of strug
gle holds such potential, it is 
to the benefit of the rich and 
powerful to keep it from us.

The struggles of the working 
people stretch back to the begin
nings of this country. Struggles 
grew and sharpened with the indus
trialization of the 1800's, when 
workers found themselves laboring 
in larger groups under worsening 
conditions. Capitalism was on 
the rise in these years and the 
"robber barons" were riding 
roughshod over the working class. 
The end of the 19th century and 
the beginnings of the 20th cen
tury saw the even higher develop
ment of capitalism in the form of 
imperialism. Before the end of 
the second decade the world had 
been thrown into a vast imperial

ist upheaval— World War I. 0f_ 
course this side of the story is 
familiar to us, but how much do 
we know of the resistance in 
those years? The formation of 
the Industrial Workers of the 
World in the 1800's and their 
membership of 100,000 in 1913?

The first anti-war movements of 
1898 and 1913— 16? And in the 
years to follow— the formation 
and growth of the first U.S. com
munist party, the massive strug
gle to build the C.I.O., inter
spersed with periods of repres
sion— the 1920's "RED SCARE" and 
the McCarthy era?

The time has come for us to 
reclaim our past, to learn from 
these struggles of the working 
class, to learn of our govern
ment's real history of repression, 
to understand how a handful of 
families in this nation hold 
their power and attempt to mani
pulate our very lives. Grasping 
our real past will help clear 
away the confusion over the 
source and meaning of today's 
Watergate’s and economic crisis. 
Our current hardships have roots 
a century ago and we will see how 
our ancestors fought back, learn
ing from their successes and 
failures. In this way we can 
better prepare ourselves for the 
bitter struggle ahead of us if 
we are to really gain control of 
our country and our lives. For 
now, in the 1970's, it has become 
clear, the alternative is in
creasing repression, that has 
occasionally surfaced in the past 
but is now creeping more and more 
upon us. This bureaucratic re
pression could, if unchecked, 
lead ultimately to fascism.

To aid in arming the working 
people with a clear understanding 
of the questions and alternatives 
facing us, the COMMENTATOR will 
regularly explain an historical 
movement, issue or event and, in 
some cases, comment on its rele
vance for today. , Through this 
and other efforts we hope to 
gain a better understanding of 
our own, history as a class and 
to better equip ourselves to or
ganize to combat the fascist 
trend and to build for a social
ist society— aspirations held by 
some of our ancestors a century 
ago.

( flrrt tf  • mHm )
The struggle of workers again

st oppression stretches back to 
the era of the American Revolu
tion. During these years workers 
combined and acted as a class in 
opposing British policy and in ad
vancing their own economic and 
political interests in America.
The American Revolution was the 
culmination of two great move
ments operating simultaneously: 
one, to free the colonies from 
the imperial control of Britain: 
the other to democratize Amer
ican political, economic, and 
social institutions. The war 
for independence was successful 
because of the unity of the 
workers, the majority of small 
farmers, and sections of the 
planter-merchant aristocracy who 
collaborated for the liberation 
of the colonies.

The most revolutionary and 
militant of those on the side 
of independence were not, in 
fact, those post familiar faces 
from the revolution— Washing- 
ton, John Adams, Franklin. Of 
the leaders portrayed in the 
typical history text, only Sam
uel Adams and laul Revere dem
onstrated genuine militancy and 
revolutionary consciousness.
They were the leading represen
tatives of groups of workers

frequently known as the Sons of 
Liberty. Printers, carpenters, 
seamen, masons, day laborers 
and other members of the urban 
centers formed these militant 
organizations which pushed 
aside hesitant conservatives 
and prodded those who moved 
more cautiously toward indepen
dence. Though the leadership 
of the Sons of Liberty was gen
erally from the most liberal of 
the merchant or professional 
class, the membership was us
ually exclusively working class.

THE FEATURE Of THEIR WORK

The militancy of the Sons of 
Liberty was unsurpassed in co
lonial America and it is to 
their credit that the Stamp Act 
was repealed, that the non-im- . 
portation of British goods was 
enforced, and that the boycott 
of British tea was successful. 
Through leaflets, demonstrations, 
and even tarring and feathering, 
they forced British officials to 
resign, merchants to abide by 
non-importation, and generally 
prevented acts harmful to the 
revolutionary cause.

Their fierce pursuit of de
mocracy for all was feared by 
the more conservative merchants 
and planters who viewed indepen-
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country and the world from a 
Marxist point of view, tile 
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that under Nixon the danger of 
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against it. However, we believe 
that of all the forces that can 
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dence more in terms or economic 
freedom unhampered by British 
domination. To them the Sons of 
Liberty were "the mixed rabble 
of Scotch, Irish and foreign 
vagabonds”, and "foul-mouthed 
and inflaming sons of discord 
and faction". These attacks are 
understandable since, for the 
Sons of Liberty, the revolution 
meant social and political dem
ocracy as well as economic free
dom for all citizens...something 
the big planters and merchants 
did not plan on. Thus, they 
were quite taken aback when the 
Sons of Liberty marched to pub
lic meetings in military forma
tion with the liberty tree med
als around their necks and held 
weekly educational meetings in 
taverns where pamphlets, news
papers and handbills were read 
aloud for the benefit of the 
illiterate. Even in song, they 
warned that they would not tol
erate British or domestic tyran
ny. Moreover, they had the first 
women's auxiliary in America— the 
Daughters of liberty.

These women were instrumental 
in the boycott of British goods 
and their militancy was eviden
ced by one woman at a festival 
covering a man who opposed the 
revolution with molasses and flo-

Subscribenow.

□  Six issues- jji2.00
□  Contribution-
□  ____ (# of copies

issue(s)

Please write us at :

of this

The Commentator 
P.0. Box *F25 
Times Sq. Sta.
N. Y. , N. Y. IQO'36

Name: __
Address: 
City:
Organization:

ST. -Zip.

wer petals (since tar and fea
thers were not at hand)! Of 
course the conservatives accused 
these women of acting against the 
will of God who had decreed that 
their place was in the home. The 
Sons defended them saying, "With 
the Ladies on our side we can 
make every Tory tremble."

LESSONS FOR TODAY

While the Sons of Liberty were 
the most radical of a larger num
ber of patriots for independence 
and while they did not alone 
shape the revolution, their role 
and participation contributed 
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A SHIFT IN
W ORLD POLITICS

Those of us on the left have 
long since grown accustomed to 
thinking of U.S. imperialism 
as the most agressive, most 
imperialist and most dangerous 
force in the world today.

However, events and develop
ments of the past several years 
raise the question of whether 
this notion is still fully va
lid.

o n  t h  e D e c l i n e -

Few would deny that U.S. 
imperialism has been growing 
steadily weaker for a long 
time. Since WW11 at the end 
of which the U.S. stood as
tride a good portion of the 
globe, the U.S. has met with 
one defeat after another in 
its neo-colonial empire. First 
China and Eastern Europe, then 
Kor£a, Cuba, and now Vietnam 
and Indo-china. Practically 
the entire third world is in 
one stage or another of throw
ing off U.S. control and dom
ination. Western Europe and 
Japan are far from being the 
pliant clients of U.S. im
perialism they once were. In
ternally the U.S. has been 
suffering from both political 
and economic crisis for sev
eral years now. The Tiger is 
getting old and losing Some 
of his teeth.

AND IN THl OTHER CORNER •

There is but one power in 
the world which has the 
strength and resources to 
contend with the U.S. for its 
imperial mantle and scepter.
This is the Soviet Union.

After the death of Stalin, 
and with the rise of Khruschev, 
the Soviet Union abandoned the 
road of socialism, and began 
restoring capitalism. Nomin
ally, control and ownership 
of the means of production 
remain in the hands of the 
people. But in actual fact, 
they are controlled and owned 
by a Soviet elite, a new 
capitalist class, in the pur
suit of profit and not at all 
in accordance with the needs 
of the people. The profit 
motive is very openly extolled 
in the Soviet press. The elite 
is able to appropriate a 
portion of these profits of the 
state enterprises by various 
means - whether it be by large 
bonuses, salaries, perquisites 
of office, or just plain skul
duggery.

It is a big mistake to 
think that state ownership alone 
is socialism. Are the Pentagon 
and the Post Office socialist 
institutions?

In the Soviet Union petty 
capitalism permeates everyday 
life as doctors, plumbers, re
pairmen, tutors, and others go 
into business for themselves 
to take advantage of the break

down of state supplied services. 
The black market in commodities 
and currency abounds.

Working people are in
creasingly subject to the same 
evils we know so well here - 
unemployment, inflation, poverty 
and insecurity. They have once 
again become wage slaves with 
nothing but their labor-power 
to sell. What is more, the 
working people there do not 
even have rights that working 
people here have, including the 
right to strike, or speak out 
freely. Numerous visitors have 
remarked on the fear of the 
Soviet citizens in "talking 
politics". Many people balk at 
using the term "fascist" in 
regard to what was the first 
socialist state - but what do 
you call a country in which 
people are afraid to speak their 
minds for fear of going to 
prison, losing their job, or 
other forms of persecution? 
Neither fascist Germany nor 
fascist Italy began by putting 
masses of people in ovens.
They first abolished elementary 
bourgeois democratic liberties 
and herded dissidents into 
prisons. Breznev, as Nixon

jealously observed, is not 
threatened with any Watergate 
exposures. Gromyko does not 
suffer the constant embarass- 
ments and annoyances our "poor" 
Kissinger has to suffer.

GUNS INSTEAD OF BUTTER

The Soviet economy is about 
half the size of the U.S. eco
nomy in terms of total pro
duction. But the Soviets have 
exceeded U.S. expenditures on 
defense for a number of years. 
The Soviets have achieved rough 
equality with the U.S. in nuc
lear capabilities, but have 
pulled out ahead in terms of 
conventional capabilities. 
Whereas the U.S. is being forced 
to withdraw from many of its 
military bases and strongholds 
around the world, the Soviets 
are expanding their military 
bases around the world. The 
Soviet navy now plies the seas 
of the entire world. This 
buildup of the Soviet military, 
so far beyond the needs of its 
own defense, has been done.- v

&

directly at the expense of the 
Soviet people. Agriculture 
and consumer goods production 
are openly admitted to be in a 
state of crisis - and yet the 
Soviet "planners" continue to 
put forth militarization as the 
top priority.

This development is very 
similar to the case of Hitler 
Germany. Hitler put great 
emphasis on building his mili
tary machine while neglecting 
consumer goods production. We 
all know how he eventually re
solved this growing contradic
tion. He used this military 
machine for conquest and the 
plunder of Europe and other 
parts of the world. How does 
one suppose the Soviets will 
resolve this contradiction? 
Having embarked on the path of 
imperialism and state monopoly 
capitalism, what grounds are 
there for supposing they will 
act differently?

State monopoly capitalism 
has certain laws of development 
which do not in any way depend 
on the labels the Soviets use 
to desccribe their system. Nor 
do words such as "detente" or 
"policy of peace" have any af
fect on these laws.

Soviet imperialist involve
ment around the world has grown 
steadily for many years and one 
might be surprised to review 
its actual extent.

The invasion of Czechoslova
kia in 1968 revealed clearly 
the Soviet Union's imperialist 
relationship with Eastern 
Europe. (Only Albania, Yugo
slavia, and Rumania can be con
sidered outside this empire, 
but all three are increasingly 
menaced by Soviet imperialism 
and are taking measures to pre
pare against attack.)

India has become a client 
state of the Soviet Union and 
Indira Ghandi's fascist regime 
is in turn fully supported by 
the Soviets. Moreover, the Sov
iets fully supported Indira's 
dismemberment of Pakistan, not 
to mention her occasional but 
sobering forays against China.
In the Middle East, the Soviets 
have put several of the Arab 
countries deeply into their debt 
through munitions sales. The 
whole gambit there burst out 
into the open when the Egyptians 
rebelled against the onerous 
schedule of debt and interest 
repayment. Nor did the Egyp
tians take kindly to a Soviet 
backed coup attempt against 
Sadat.

A byproduct of the huge mili
tary economy of the Soviet Un
ion is a huge surplus of out
moded weapons. The struggles of 
various countries against U.S. 
imperialism or even each other
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