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STEEL RANKS MUST
FIGHT ABEL SELLOUT

The working class is the only
revolutionary class in modern
society. The capitalist system is
today in its death agony, laying
the basis for the sharpest struggle
between the working class and
the capitalist class. The victory
of the working class through the
revolutionary overthrow of capi-
talism requires the construction
in all countries of mass Trot-
skyist parties rooted inthe work-
ing class.

Today when the capitalist crisis
compels the working class and
capitalist class into the sharpest
conflict, preparing the basis for
a new revolutionary situation,
there must be a turn to the work-
ing class. All who avoid this are
not Trotskyists, are not Marxists.
Such a turn, however, is above
all a theoretical task requiring
a development of Marxist philo-
sophy in order to train cadres for
the new period in the very course
of constructing a leadership in
the class.

These are the basic principles
of Trotskyism developed in a
life-and-death struggle against
Stalinism. These are the prin-
ciples which motivated us when
we intervened in the NPAC Con-
ference against the disruptive
attacks of Progressive Labor,
which expresses the hostility of
Stalinism to Trotskyism and the
working class. These are the
principles which have motivated
us since our origins inside the
Socialist Workers Party as part
of a common struggle with other
sections of the International Com-
mittee.

AnOpenletter
To The SWP

Pabloism represents a revi-
sionist tendency which must bear
the criminal responsibility for the
abandonment of every one of these
principles, of the destruction of
large sections of the cadres of
the Trotskyist movement in this
way—on the very eve of the new
situation when Trotskyism can
become what Trotsky wished it
to be—the leadership of masses
in revolutionary struggle.

Pabloism abandoned the Marx-
ist method in favor of impres-
sions of surface movements. It
denied the revolutionary role of
the working class, reflecting the
pressure of the capitalist class
through the petty bourgeoisie.
It denied the fundamental crisis
of capitalism and the perspec-
tive of constructing mass Trot-
skyist parties. That is the way
it was in 1951 with Pablo and
that is the way it is today with
the United Secretariat.

The question of Ceylon not only
makes this clear. It illustrates
the great price the working class
has already had to pay for re-
visionism.

In 1961-63 the Socialist Work-
ers Party prepared a reunifica-
tion with Pabloism. The basis
of this reunification was common
agreement on the ‘‘practical”
question of Cuba and no discus-
sion whatsoever of the principled
questions involved in the struggle
against Pabloism. Particularly
there was no discussion of the
question of Ceylon. The LSSP
participated fully in this reuni-
fication and backed it completely.
In fact Colvin de Silva himself
met with the Political Committee

of the SWP prior to reunifica-
tion and there was common agree-|
ment on how to approach these
matters.

Even after the reunification,
there was a refusal to discus
the LSSP on the grounds it woul
disrupt unity. In fact the Unit
Secretariat opposed such a dis
cussion stating: ‘“A de isive pol-
icy of this kind would put i
jeopardy, if not destroy, fraterna
relations between the United Sec-
retariat and the leadership of th
LSSP.”” This was stated withi
months of the entrance of this
party into a bourgeois coalitiol
government.

In 1964 when the LSSP entered
the coalition government it was
carrying out in life the actual
political basis of that reunifica-
tion. The expulsion of the Perera
section of the LSSP in no way
absolved Pabloism of its respon-
sibilities for an action prepared
in over two decades of collabora-
tion between Pablo, Mandel and
the leadership of the LSSP.

In actual fact even when this
section was expelled the United
Secretariat held back from ex-
pelling the center section around
Colvin de Silva who went along
with the coalition government.
Now de Silva emerges in personal
charge of the butchery in Cey-
lon, In 1963 de Silva collaborated
with the leadership of the SWP
in bringing about reunification.
In 1971 de Silva collaborates
with world imperialism and Sta-
linism in butchery in the Cey-
lonese countryside.

The question of revisionismis,

(Continued On Page 6)
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Steve Cherkoss, USWA Local 1845, speaks at gate rally
at Sparrows Pomt to build rank and file caucus in steel.
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Workers

Take Over

Shipyards

BY PAT CONNOLLY ,
On Friday July 31 after a mass meeting of thousands,

workers at the Upper Clyde Shipyards

in Scotland

occupied the yards and announced the formation of the
Upper Clyde Shipyard Workers -Unlimited to continue

production by the workers.
On the previous day the Tory
government announced the des-
truction of the Upper Clyde Ship-
building Consortium, which is
bankrupt. They planned to shut
down two major shipyards, and
operate a third witha reduced and
highly disciplined work force.
The cilosures would mean lay-
offs of close to 8,500 workers as
well as the destruction of 30,000
Jjobs in Western Scotland, which
already has high unemployment.
At the same mass meeting Fri-
day, a shop steward’s representa-
tive answered that ‘‘Nothing and

China
Courts

Nixon
BY LUCY ST. JOHN

Last week Chou En-lai told
a group of American students
that one of the first ques-
tions he intended to discuss
with Nixon during his up-
coming visit was the war in
Vietnam.

The Chinese Stalinist bureau-
cracy has opened the door to the
butchers of the Vietnamese peo-
ple. The plans for Nixon’s visit
and the visit itself will take pla-
ce while US imperialism conti-
nues its war against the Vietna-
mese revolution.

Chou En-lai’s call for a new Ge-
neva mrake clear what he and the
Maoist leaders in China have in
mind. On July 20, 1954 Vietnam
was divided, robbing the Vietna-
mese people of their victory at
Dienbienphu. Chou En-lai played
he critical role in getting the
Viet Minh to accept this betrayal.
Now, seventeen years later, with
US imperialism facing a rout, the
Chinese bureaucracy invites Nix-
on for a visit.

The invitation is the product of
two years of secret negotiations
between the US government and
the Chinese leadership beginning
with Nixon’s visit to Rumania in
1969. It has been the Maoist lea-
dership’s growing support toanti-
communist regimes in Southeast
Asia and above all its support to
Yahya Khan and the massacre of
the Bengali people which set the
stage for its open overtures to
Nixon.

KHAN

Khan played abig roleinarran-
ging Kissinger’s secret trip to
Peking while he was allegedly laid
up in Pakistan with stomach flu.
The Chinese leaders have exposed
their real Stalinist colors. No
sooner had Mao bloodied his hands
in Pakistan, and extended a hand

(Continued On Page 14)

nobody will come in or go out of
the yards without our permiss-
ion.”’

Workers stood guard around the
sards and enforced their own co-
de of conduct for the occupation.

The workforce at the yards has
‘been cut from 27,000 to less than
12,000 in the past decade. The clo-
sures planned by the Tories would
mean cutting the number of wor-
kers down to 4,000. The response

4

" Two thousand workers in mass meeting prepare to occupy Clyde shipyards in Scotland.

s Numel ry Launches
Sudan Blood Purge

at Friday’s meeting: ‘““We are not
going on strike, not even a sit-in
strike. We are taking over the
yards...”

This action is the response of
the workers to the Tory govern-
ment which is out to smash the
trade unions with anti-union le-
gislation and mass unemploy-
ment.

As the closures were announced
Prime Minister Heath was off
sailing as captain of the British
yachting team competing in the
Admiral Cup races. His Minister
of Industry, John Davis, stated at
that time that concessions onwa-
ges and working conditions would
have to be made by those who
would still be employed.

GENERAL STRIKE

This exposes the complete futi-
lity and bankruptcy of the ‘‘Save
the UCS’’> campaign carried out by
the Stalinists and reformists, ho-
lding that pressure could move the
Tories to be kinder to the wor-
kers.

Heath and Co. are out for
blood. The Stalinists attempts
to use the occupation of the yards
as “pressure’’ poses very sharp
dangers to the working class.

The occupation of the yards
must be coupled with the political
struggle to bring down .the Tory
government with d general strike
and bring in a Labor government
pledged to socialist policies.

“Fw o

BY MARTY JONAS
A blood purge is taking place in the Sudan which
has already claimed the lives of twelve leaders of the
abortive left-wing coup, as well as the leader of the
Sudan Communist Party, Abdel Khalek Mahgoub, and
Communist trade union leader Ahmed EIl Sheikh.

Many more Communists and
trade unionists are under arrest
and waiting trial by the Numeiry
regime for taking part in the re-
cent coup.

To this day, the Soviet Union
has not broken off relations with
the military government nor has
it officially called back its hun-
dreds of military advisers and
technicians.

The Kremlin could have inter-
vened to save Mahgoub and Sheikh,
but nothing has beenheard outside
of unofficial articles in the Soviet

papers and unofficial demonstra-

tions.

The purge threatens to extend
much wider, and may assume the
proportions of the massacre in
Indonesia in 1965, when over one
million Communists and suppor-
ters perished at the hands of the
Suharto clique after an abortive
coup.

As in Indonesia the Stalinists
have heavy responsibility for the
deaths in the Sudan now and in
weeks to come. They are the re-
sult of their policy of ‘‘peaceful

coexistence.”

The past few years have seen
the Stalinists--Soviet and Chine-
se--drawing closer to the forces
of reaction, both in the imperialist
and the semi-colonial countries.

This had led to the Stalinists
and their parties merging in many
countries with the most reactio-
nary military regimes.

The Soviet Union has been the
major supplier of arms, military
aide, and advisors tothe Numeiry
regime since 1969 when it came to
power.

COMPLICIT

From the very beginning of the
Numeiry regime, the Stalinists
have not only had a hand in run-
ning the government, but have
been complicit in the framing of
reactionary anti-working class
laws that are now being used a-
gainst them.

After Numeiry’s ‘‘Revolutio-
nary Council’’ overthrew the right
wing regime of Mohammed Ah-
med Mahgoub.on May 25, 1969,

Gerrly Caughey, (right) leader of victimized Pilkington glassworkers speaks with
actress Vanessa Redgrave at Young Socialist Summer Fair in London July 10th.
Also in photo are Corin Redgrave (left) and Socialist Labour League National Sec-

retary Gerry Healy (center).

YS Fair raised $3,000 for the fighting fund of glass

worker militants who were fired and blacklisted by Pilkington Monopoly and deserted
by reformist trade union leaders. Their fight for the right to strike and the right to

work is

in defense of trade union rights and against Tory governments attacks.

one of its first edicts--issued on
May 26--was to make striking a
capital offense. This vicious law
was approved by a cabinet which
included a leading member of the
Sudanese Communist Party, Jo-
seph Garang.

Despite the fact that he was a-
vowedly anti-communist and had
in fact banned the Communist
Party on the first day ofhis coup,
Numeiry was able in October,
1969, to bring two more Stalinists
into his cabinet.

Numeiry’s use of the Sudanese
CP was designed not only to widen
his base and give the army-based
regime a ‘‘socialist® front but to
head off a genuine left-wing oppo-
sition which developed in the first
six months after the coup.

At the same time Numeiry
sought allies in the Soviet bloc.
One of the first foreign policy mo-

-ves was to recognize the German

Democratic Republic. This was
noted with approval in the Krem-
lin.

CHINA

At the same time Numeiry cha-
sed after revolutionary creden-
tials from China and got them. In
August, 1970, Numeiry visited
China. This is how the New China
News Agency, journalistic arm of
the  Stalinist supporters of the
butcher of Bengal, described the
visit of the future butcher of the
Sudan:

“Peking was filled with re-
joicing today, with the beating of
drums, and gongs and singing of
militant songs...”” :

“With profound friendship of
the Chinese people for the Suda-
nese people, workers, commune
members, commanders and fight-
ers of the Chinese People’s Libe-
ration Army, militiamen and Red
Guards of the Chinese capital con-
verged and lined the route in wait
for the arrival of President Jaafar
Numeiry and other distinguished
guests from the Sudan...”

This alliance of the Stalinists
with Numeiry reached its height
with the seating of a delegation
from the Numeiry regime at the
recent 24th Congress ofthe CPSU
as ‘“‘honorary guests’’, while hun-
dreds of communists and trade u-
nionists were imprisoned and un-

(Continued On Page 14)
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Steve Cherkoss speaking at Workers League meeting in Bethlehem, Pa. as part of drive to build caucus.

WL Fights For
Steel Caucus

BY DAN FRIED

The struggle to stop a sellout by the Abel leadership
of the USWA in the current steel negotiations and to
construct a revolutionary leadership in the U.S. labor
movement was taken forward with the holding of two

very important. Workers League meetings in Baltimore;
Md. and Bethlehem, Pa. over the July 17-18 weekend

The meetings, aimed particu-
larly at steclwe %ers at Beth-
lehem Steel Company’s Sparrows
Point Baltimore plant and Beth-
lehem, Pa. plan: were on the
topic, STEEL: Lessons of the
Past—Program for Victory, 1971.
The speaker was Steve Cherkoss,
a Workers League member and
the chairman of the newly formed
rank and file caucus at the Vernon,
California Bethlehem plant, the
Committee for a Decent Contract
of UQ“"\ Local 1845. At both

\“g -, Cherkoss outlined the
px ogram of the Committee around
which a successful struggle to
unify the ranks against the col-
lusion of Abel, Nixon and the
bosses could be waged.

Cherkoss pointed out that this
program, which highlights the de-
mand for a $2.00 an hour wage
increase, the 30 hour week at
40 hours pay, the right to strike
over grievances, anendtoracism
on the job and the $500 per month
pension after 30years regardless
of age, was at heart a political
program which came up sharply
against the opposition of Nixon and
the entire Democratic and Re-
publican Parties.

The demand for nationalization
of Steel without compensationand
under workers control, and the
urgent need for the formation of
an independent labor party was
seen as flowing from the refusal
of the Corporations and the capi-
talist parties to meet these needs
of the workers. On the contrary,
it was pointed out that the Cor-
porations and the governmentare

preparing a civil war against the ,

unions in an attempt to bolster
its profits as the current inter-
national crisis of the capltahst
system deepens.

While labor leaders like Abel
capitulate completely to these
attacks, the so-called opposition
by the Communist Party refuses
to conduct any struggle against
Abel or the other labor bureau-
crats and attempts to “‘sell’’ the
Democratic Party or some other
“third’’ capitalist party to the
working class, mostcriminally at
a time when the working class was
moving forward against the labor
bureaucracy and for a labor party.

The speaker explained that the
struggle for this programagainst

Mark Pilder, USWA Local 2175,

the Stalinists and the labor party
must begin with a struggle for the
formation of rank and file cau-
cuses throughout the USWA.

The discussion at the Baltimore
meeting which included about 10
'rank and file steelworkers out of
more than 30 inattendance raised
some of the fundamental questions
when some of the steelworkers
asked how the apathy and the feel-
ing of helplessness that existed
as the result of the betrayals of
the union bureaucracy could be
overcome. It was pointed out that
the working class goes into this
current struggle under different
conditions than in 1968 when the
leadership was able to overcome
a massive wildcat movement.
Today, the working class is in
the midst of an aggressive wage
offensive which has developed
internationally since the May-
June 1968 revolution in France
which nearly toppled capitalism.

It was pointed out that the
“apathy’> of American workers
was being exploded in suchdevel-
opments as the national postal
strike, the Teamsters wildcat
strike which overturned the lead-
ership’s sellout contract and the
widespread opposition to the sell-
outs in the General Electric and
General Motors strikes.

Following the meeting, the
steelworkers all agreed to set up
a meeting later in the week to
plan the formation of a caucus
which. could take the struggle for-
ward against the threat of a con-
tract sellout.

" At the Bethlehem, Pa. meeting
a very lively discussion with the

10 or more rank and file steel--

workers present took place. A}
group of young workers who have
been involved in rank and file
action at the plant said that while
they were willing to fight the
sellouts, the older workers who
make up the majority at the plant,
have seniority based on their
years in the shops since World
War Il and aré scared to *‘stick
their necks out” to back up the
struggle of young militant work-
ers.

The discussion pomted out that
only on the basis ofaprogram,as
posed by the Workers League at
the meeting, could they win over
the older’ workers to a struggle
against the bosses and leadership.
This was based on the understand-
ing that the ‘‘relative’’ privileges
of the older workers, justas those
of the white workers, are being
wiped out today by the attacks of
the wages and job security of all
workers.

Today with inflation and the
mass layoffs and increasing plant
closures hitting steelworkers the
prospect even of a pitiful $195
monthly pension for retirees in
steel is threatened with oblitera-
tion. Indeed, the employers are
trying to wipe out the unions en-
tirely, and put everyone on the
breadline, and are encouraging
all the divisions in the working
class to accomplish this end.

Throughout the discussion it
was pointed out that the older
workers represent a link with
the past, with the great organi-
zing battles of the CIO in the
’30s and the great postwar strike
wave.

As the dlscussmn proceeded
the key younger workers at the
meeting expressed their belief
the obstacles could be overcome—
that the only thing to do was to
organize a caucus around this
program and fight to bring older
workers to it. Following the dis-
cussion all the steelworkers pre-
sent agreed to the setting up of
a caucus meeting and to fight to
bring at least two other workers
to the meeting.

Mark Pilder, member of USWA
Local 2175, also spoke at mee-
tings attended by steelworkers
in Gary, Duluth and Detroit.

The Workers League plans now
to go forward from these meetings
to the construction of a national
rank and file caucus in the steel
industry and to developnew bran-
ches of the Workers League and
leaders in the working class in
steel as well as the other major
industries in the U.S.

. cal

USW Ranks

Must Fight
Sellout

BY MICHAEL ROSS

GARY,

IND. August 3—Anger swept the steel ranks

here and across the country over the rotten sellout con-
tract negotiated Sunday night by United Steelworkers

head .W.W. Abel.

This sellout engineered by
Abel, the steel barons and Nixon,
and patterned after the can and
aluminum pacts means a big set-
back for the living standards of
the steel workers and has given
the green light to the employers
to begin massive layoffs.

At Sparrows Point in Balti-
more the rankstermedthe agree-
ment a  ‘‘stone sellout.”” In
Bethlehem, Pa. a young worker
with two children told a Bulletin
reporter: ‘‘This contractis really
rotten especially when you com-
pare it to what everyone else is
getting, and to the way prices
are going up.”’

Abel, like the steel bosses and
Nixon, feared a strike which could
give a lead to the wage offensive
of the entire labor movement.

On the eve of the deadline, as
the locals prepared to strike
Abel called a 24 hour extension
of the contract deadline in order
to work out his rottenagreement.

In Gary at a joint meeting of
the locals™-in the area the ranks
prepared to strike and to begin
a mass march to the gates of the
plant. When the leadership an-
nounced the extension, an uproar
broke out in the meeting as rank
and file members attacked the
leadership. Fearing this move-
ment, the Vice President of Lo-
1014 read a letter from the
International threatening repri-
sals against anyone who w1ldcat-
ted.

The ranks must now use their
power to throw this agreement
back in Abel’s face. On every
major issue the leadership has
capitulated.

WAGES: Instead of the $1.00 an
hour increase the first year, plus
50¢ additional in the second and
third years of the contract re-
quired by steelworkers to make
a gain in wages, Abel held the line

at the can and aluminum sellout

on wages.

This includes a pittance of 50¢
the first year and 12.5¢ eachyear
for the next two years.

Instead of a full cost of living
clause effective the first day of
the contract, steelworkers under
this agreement will get a mini-
mum of 12.5¢ each year in the
second and third year of the con-
tract and will be shortchanged,
getting only one cent an hour

increase for each 0.4% rise in

the consumer price index.

This settlement is well below
the wage gains won by the Team-
sters last year. For steel-
workers who have suffered a cut
in real wages over the last 12
years, it means they will not
even make up for what they have
lost in the past.

JOB SECURITY: The agree-
ment provides for absolutely no
job security against layoffs. Abel
completely dropped the demand
for a four day week at five days
pay precisely at a time when
steelworkers are facing mass

unemployment.

Using the threat of a strike, the
steel bosses shut down the plants.
They now intend to recall on
their own terms, allowing the
pre-contract stockpile to be used
up. At the same time they will
be installing more basic oxygen
furnaces and similar processes
which will put thousands out of
work permanently.

In Bethlehem, Pa., 527 workers
were laid off right before the
contract deadline, including many
with years of seniority. In the
Chicago-Gary area all the steel
companies have announced lay-
offs. Inland which employs 16,500
workers will lay off 8,000. U.S.
Steel in the Chicago area will lay
off close to 25,000. Workers will
be called back according to or-
ders the steel companies receive.

PENSIONS: The pension provi-
sion is completely inadequate. It
means that steelworkers would
have to work 50 years inthe plant
to get a $500 monthly pension.
The settlement provides for an
increase to $10/month for every
year of service after 30 years.
After 15-30 years service it pro-
vides for $9.00 per month for
every year, and $8.00 for less
than 15 years.

GRIEVANCES: The no-strike
clause prohibiting  strikes over
grievances is to be maintained in
this contract.

RACISM: There is noprovision
to fight the open racist policies
of the steel bosses which rele-
gate Black workers to the worst

" and lowest paying jobs.

"SPEED UP: 1t is known that
Abel has agreed to cooperate
with the steel corporations in
increasing productivity.

The ranks of the USWA must
now open up a battle against this
sellout. The Teamsters lastyear
wildcatted against the national
settlement reached by their
leadership and overturned it. This
is the fight that must be takenup.

The steel bosses with the aid
of Abel have tried to prevent such
a fight by layoffs, including many
militants in the plants before the
deadline and now after the con-
tract settlement. The ranks are
denied the right to ratification.
The leadership is now purpose-
ly keeping the members in the
dark about the terms of-the
settlement.

But the battle is far fromover.
This is clear from the widespread
opposition within the ranks to the
contract. The ranks must force
their local presidents to call
emergency meetings to preparée
action to overturn this sellout.
The fight must be taken up now
for $2.00 an hour increase, a full
cost of living clause, $500 pension
at 30 years, a thirty hour week
at forty hours pay, and an end to
all forms of racial discrimination
in the mills.

At the center of this fight must

_be the building of a national rank

and file caucus.
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Africa-Balance Sheet
Of ‘Independence’

The following is a declar-
ation of African militants
given at the recent EssenlIn-
ternational Youth Confer-
ence.

Why are we, young Africans,
present at this Assembly? We
are with you today because Af-
rica is not a separate contin-
ent, it is part of the world sys-
tem subject to the laws of capi-
tal. It is where imperialism,
directly as in Chad, or through
the intermediary of the native
bourgeoisie, plunders the natural -
riches, superexploits the laboring
masses, foments wars, forces
the deportation of huge numbers
of immigrants to the slums of
the advanced capitalist countries
where they are forced into in-
human working and living con-
ditions.

The meaning of our presence
in Essen is that the socialist
revolution is on the agenda, in

Africa as in Europe, as it is

all over the planet. May-June
1968 in France, in Czechoslo-
vakia, Argentina, and in Senegal
was the beginning of the present
stage of the class struggle, of
a direct and generalized con-
frontation between the inter-
national proletariat and imper-
ialism. The struggle of the
African proletariat must be seen
in this world framework.

Today in Senegal, in the Ivory
Coast, workers and youth in
strikes and demonstrations de -
fend their right to organize in-
dependently. InSenegal, Morocco,
Tunisia, and the Congo the stu-
dents are fighting the selective
exams, are fighting the attacks
of the government against their
organizations. In Morocco,young
workers are mobilizing following
the strike of students and high
school youth. In Morocco and
Madagascar the peasants are
rising up against the landowners.
In Senegal, Tunisia and Kenya,
the proletariat through its strikes
is affirming its hegemony in the

. class struggle.

Sylveire-No

To Entry
In Market

The following are extracts

~from the greetings of Dany
Sylveire given on behalf of

the British Young Socialists
at the recent Essen Interna-
tional Youth Conference.

I bring the comrades of all
countries gathered at Essen the
greetings of the National Com-
mittee of the Young Socialists
of Great Britain.

The fight for the United Soc-
ialist States of Europe is not a
propaganda slogan, not a utopia,
but a concrete necessity to pre-
vent the working class from being

+ destroyed as a class.

The aim of the Common Mar-
ket and the entry of Britain is
to bring together the vacillating
capitalist states of Europe for a
last desperate resistance to Am-
erican imperialism whose own
crisis is deepening.

That means the destruction of
the way of life of millions of
workers; they will lose every-
thing, their jobs, their housing,
their living conditions.

-Today capitalism destroys
whole sections of the working

(Continued On Page 14)

Everywhere in Africa the
proletariat is struggling, every-
where this struggle develops as
a struggle against the bourgeois
African governments because the
proletariat is drawing the bal-
ance sheet of these governments,
a balance sheet of so-called “‘in-
dependence’ which is a total
failure.

This is why we, young Afri-
cans present at Essen, believe
that the concrete proposals for
action in the resolution unani-
mously adopted at the July 3rd
meeting are a solid base to con-
tinue the fight for the Revolu-
tionary Youth International.

Bohwa- POR
Popular Assembly

The following is an interview with Sossa, a leader of respected.
the youth of the POR of Bolivia. Sossa headed the Bolivian
delegation at the Essen International Youth Conference.

Question: Can you tell us to
what extent the decisions of the
Popular Assembly gave been
carried out?

Sossa: Among the miners, the
leaders of the Federation of Mi-
ners, under the initiative of our
comrade Filemon Escobar, im-
mediately took up a systematic
campaign of explanation and mo-
bilization around the Popular As-

Over ‘5,000 youth gather in Essen for International Rally.

E.Europe: Fight
For Revolution

The following declaration

of the Liaison Committee of

Students of East Europe was
presented to the Essen Inter-
national Youth Conference.

If this rally represents a de-
cisive step in the construction of
the Revolutionary Youth Inter-
national it is because, among
other reasons, for the first time
the organized unity between the
youth of the advanced capitalist
countries and the youth of East-
ern Europe has been carried out.

By our presence here we af-
firm the determined will of the
students and youth of our coun-
tries to unite their struggles with
youth the world over, and to or-
ganize together to defeat bureau-
cracy and imperialism.

Six thousand tanks, threeyears
of normalization, infamous trials
like the one against Peter Uhl
and his comrades have not suc-
ceeded in crushing the youth of
Czechoslovakia.

The Polish youth, the student
fighters of March 1968 who today,
side by side with the Polish work-
ing class, make the bureaucracy
tremble with fear. -

The Yugoslav youth, who, sa-
vagely repressed by the Tito
bureaucracy, as in Belgrade
where the paper Student was
“normalized”’ no less than three
times, are seeking their place
beside the working class in pre-
paration for the civil war ahead.

The Hungarian youth, who 15
years after the crushing of the
revolutionary workers councils
are seeking together with the
working class a way towards
political revolution.

Despite normalization, the
political revolution is advancing.
In Poland, the workers and youth

chased Gomulka out and covered
the country with Councils.
The Liaison Committee is the

fruit of this process and it could
not be otherwise. Butanorganism

‘like our Committee could not

come forward as the simple re-
flection of the struggle.

The Liasion Committee of stu-
dents of Eastern Europe was born
from the unity of the analysis
and the political framework of-
fered by the comrades of the
Organizing Committee of Trot-
skyists of East Europe, fighting
to reconstruct the Fourth Inter-
national and the student militants
who participated and led the big
movements in Eastern Europe
since 1968 and are seeking a
perspective to take this struggle
forward. .

The Liasion Committee was
bern because the students, in as-
sessing their experience, recog-

nized the necessity to link their

struggle with youth from other
countries.

That is why we have fought un-
tiringly since our inception for
the Revolutionary Youth Inter-
national. ’

But also the Liasion Com-
mittee was able to come about
because many of the student mili-
tants saw the necessity to build
authentic revolutionary parties
in these countries, to build the
Fourth International.

Comrades,

We were and are in the fight
for political revolution. But today
we are a thousand times strong-
er because we are organized.

Long live the unity of revolu-
tionary youth of the capitalist
countries and the countries un-
der the domination of the bureau-
cracy.

sembly and went in person to
different centers and different
pits. There local committees
were created and held meetings
which elected 18 delegates repre-
senting the miners to the Popular
Assembly. The results of these
elections reflected a beginning
movement of conscious radicali-
zation of the miners and were
quite different from the union
elections held a few weeks be-
fore. Among the 18 miner dele-
gates, five are members of POR
and several other militants are
very close to us.

In other sectors, the union
leaders tried to proceed in a
totally bureaucratic way by as-
signing delegates. This happened
with teachers, the functionaries
and alsoamong the students where
the coalition of petty bourgeois
centrist, Maoist ultra lefts and
Catholics refused to hold elec-
tions for student delegates to the
Popular Assembly.

The Assembly adopted the pro-
posal of the POR to invalidate
assigned delegates and will de-
mand that democratic laws be

There is no doubt however that
the degree of mobilizationaround
the Popular Assembly is still
very ‘uneven. The miners are
very much ahead of the other
layers of the proletariat and it
is essentially because of their
weight that the POR was able to
win support in the first phase of
the Assembly.

Question: What is your estima-
tion of the initial work of the
Assembly and of the.present
(Continued On Page 14)

Comrade Sossa

SLL- Theory Central

The following are excerpts
from the greetings of the Soc-
ialist Labour League of Great
Britain to the Essen Revo-
lutionary Youth Conference
as given by CIliff Slaught-
r.

¢....Today a'great step is
being made in the fight for
internationalism. The reso-
lution voted on yesterday
correctly said that this ga-
thering was only a beginning.
But it is also the result of a
long struggle by Trotsky, the
Left Opposition and the

o

founders of the Fourth Inter-

national. This is why only
the International Committee
could prepare this rally.”

This is because the forces of
the International Committee re-
sisted revisionism. -The speaker
recalled that the Stalinist bureau-
cracy was an agent of imperial-
ism that could not be reformed,
and that the productive forces and
the fundamental productive force,
man himself, were in insoluble
conflict with private property.

Cliff Slaughter was convinced
that the potential for the Revolu-
tionary International of Youth to
grow was greater today than at
any time since the 1920s.

““Today, the crisis of imperial-
ism. is so great that the bour-
geoisie is forced to take back from
the working class all its rights
and gains. But we will not let
the Stalinists, once again, as they
did in the 1920s and 1930s betray
the revolution and lead it to de-
feat. Yes, Trotsky was right to
say that between us and the Sta-
linists flows a river of blood.

““Without a revolutionary party
the working class entering into
struggle will be defeated. And yet
this party will not be built mech-
anically. It takes a ruthless strug-
gle against revisionism without
which the revolutionary move-
ment of youth would not be pos-
sible today.

““The political situation shows
that the fusion between the social
and political revolution is taking
place. The problem still remains
to bring together and educate the
militant force necessary to enable
the working class to take power.”’

Emphasizing the importance of
the choice of Germany inthe fight
for the Revolutionary Youth Inter-
national, the speaker affirmed
that the rebirth of the revolution- -
ary workers movement in Ger-
many was one of the principal
tasks today. Hitler wanted to be
the butcher of Marxism but he
didn’t succeed. All those who
distort Marxism have not been

- able to destroy it either. This is

why young revolutionaries of the
whole world must take up ques-
tions which deal first of all with
the theoretical renewal of the
working class movement.

In conclusion, Cliff Slaughter
affirmed that it: ‘““Was time to
make a qualitative leap forward.
Despite its isolation maintained
by forces hostile to the workers
movement, Trotskyism has shown
its strength. There have not been .
any major defeats of the working
class for 10 years and there is
a great danger that we will be
hit with counterrevolutionary re-
pression in the near future. But
no one else but us gathered here,
will build the revolutionary lead-
ership of the proletariat.””
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CWA strikers are causing ‘labor pains’ for Ma Bell nationally in campaign for 25% now.

Hill Delivers SSEU Package—
Sellout On Jobs And Wages

BY AN SSEU-371 MEMBER

NEW YORK — President
Stanley Hill has brought to
the membership of the Social
Services Employees Union-
Local 371 a settlement that
is not oniy a sellout on wages,
but completely hands over
the job security of every
member to Welfare Commis-
sioner  Sugarman and to
Nixon. '

The package is scheduled to go
before a membership meeting on

‘Luna Halts
Rail Strike

CHICAGO, Aug. 2—Thou-
sands of railway workers
face permanent layoffs and
unemployment as a result
of the surrender: by their
leaders to the rail industry
bosses and the federal gov-
ernment on the crucial is-
sue of work rules.

‘United Transportation Union
president Charles Luna negotia-
ted the new agreement, which pro-
vides for increasing the producti-
vity and ‘‘efficiency”’ ‘of railway
workers.

Luna ended the 18 day strike
involving 180,000 workers on ten
lines, and agreed to scrapthe re-
quirements on work rules.

The work rules require a new
crew after 100 miles, even if the
original crew has not worked an
8 hour day. The scrapping of this
rule means the loss of thousands
of jobs, and speed-up for every
railworker who. keeps his job.

All of this was in exchange for
a measly wage hike averaging
$1.25 over 42 months (almost 4
years). This wage ‘‘increase’’
will be eaten up right away by
rampaging inflation, and the wor-
kers will have nothing to show
for it except less jobs and more
work.

The arrogance of the railway
bosses, in the closest collabora-
tion with Nixon, knew no bounds.
Huge ads in all the major papers,
combined with all the pressure
the White House could muster was
brought out against the fight of
workers for job protectionand de-
cent wages. The collaboration of
the trade union bureaucracy, and
of Luna in particular, with the
rail bosses and Nixon, allowed
the rail bosses to prepare for the
decimation of the work force and
unemployment. .

August 3rd and then to a ratifica-
tion ‘referendum on August 6th.

The wage package is less than
9% to a little more than10%a year
for three years. This fails evento
keep up with the ravaging inflation
which long ago wiped out the
SSEU’s last settlement. When put
beside the 7.6% rise in cost of li-
ving plus rise in taxes last year,
this raise comes to nothing.

The “‘job security’’ package o-

pens the door to the elimination

of jobs under Nixon’s Family A-
ssistance Plan (FAP). In this pa-
ckage, social service staffistogo
into clerical positions ‘tempora-
rily.”” Staff thus stands to lose
their jobs when Nixon’s FAP
comes along and federalizes all
clerical jobs, makmg them redun-
dant.

This ‘‘lateral transfer” into
clerical positions designed by Su-
garman and agreed to by Hill
would affect over 3,000 social
service workers. As for therest,
they would be dispersed into
storefronts, housing projects, and
other niches, thus effectively ato~
mizing the power of the union in
a wide area.

Hill has been meeting Stlff re-
sistance from the membershipon
this settlement and has been going

- BY TOM GORDON
Instead of preparing for
the life and death struggle
facing the dockers this fall,
the International Longshore-
men’s Association (ILA)con-
vention held last month in
Miami Beach was turned into
a forum for the most labor-
hating
government and the shippers.
Helen Bentley, Maritime Admi-
nistration head, started off by
preaching that the ILA must ‘‘face
reality”” and stop strikes and
“‘high labor costs”’. Trying toget
Gleason and his crew to tie the
ILA to the fates of the shippers,
she stated, ‘‘we must have the
cargoes moving thorugh our ports
if the shipping industry is to be
able to pay your wages, guaran-
teed annual income, and fringe be-
nefits.”” She then accused ILA
wage demands of forcing Pruden-
tial-Grace Lines into bankruptcy.
Alexander Chopin, president of
the New York Shippers Associa-
tion (NYSA), followed Mrs. Bent-
ley with more of the sametheme,
stating that both industry and la-
bor “‘must be welded together in

overboard in naked defiance of the

ranks in order to push itthrough.

At the July 2iIst membership
meeting, the membership man-
dated Hill not to return witha pa-
ckage unless it contained a defi-
nite date that the City promised
to transfer staff back from cleri-
cal positions. Hill returned tothe
July 28th Delegates Assembly
with the package he is now presen-
ting, a package containing no such
date.

He then ruled out of ordera mo-
tion by a member of the Commi-
ttee for a New Leadership that
the Assembly reject the package
on both’wages and job security and
that the negotiating committee be
sent back. An appeal of that ru-
ling was narrowly defeated, 40 to
38.

‘Hill has seen from the July 21
meeting the hostility of the ranks
on any settlement that would:deal
them out of their jobs. But, rather
than preparing a fight with the Ci-
ty on this, he just goes ahead and
cynically dumps the mandate of
the ranks.

"The Committee for a New Lea-
dership is fighting to mobilize a
most massive rejection vote to
thns sellout.

good faith and the recognition that
our future lies in our dependency
on one another.”

As the NYSA has made clear,
what this “mutual dependency”’
means is that the ILA must give
up the wage guarantee for the shi-
ppers to make a profit.

Gleason’s only reply tothese a-
ttacks is to repeat once more that

representatives of the ILA leadership is completely

opposed to any strike in the fall,
and to dispute Helen Bentley’s fi-
gures when she claimed longshore
costs were toohigh. These tactics
by the ILA leaders, iftheyare not
fought by the ranks, canendanger
the fight to preserve the wage
guarantee and extend it toall men
and all ports:

Preserving the guaranteed an- .

nual income and extending it toall
locals and all men is the central
fight for the ILA this fall. Hi-
rings for the Port of New York,
where containerization has gone
the farthest, is at an all time low,
and is still dropping. This is due
not only to the recession but to
containerization.

Right now the ILA bureaucrats

are weakening dockers on both
coasts by refusing toboycottcar-

CWA Ranks

Nix Oﬂer,

Ask 25%

: BY A BULLETIN REPORTER
NEW YORK, N.Y., Thursday July 29—At a mass mem-
ber ship meeting of Local 1101 Communications Workers
of America at Manhattan Center this morning, thousands
of militant telephone workers shouted ‘Reject! Reject!”’
against the proposed contract.

The contract brought back by
CWA President Joseph Beirne
was rejected overwhelmingly.

Local 1101 has arleady been out
for two weeks honoring the picket
lines of other striking CWA locals

whose contracts expired earlier .

and who are staying out despite
Bierne’s back to work order.
More than 40,000 phone workers
are now on strike in New York
State alone.

PRESSURE

At the meeting, attended by pre-
sidents from downstate locals as
well as New York City, the union
leaders, under tremendous pre-
ssure from the ranks on the i-
ssues -of wages and benefits, ca-
lled for rejection of the offer.

The - contract met none of the
demands’ of the union. In place of
the immediate 25% increase de-
manded by the ranks, the contract
offered 16% the first year, with
7% and 8% the following year.
With inflation going up almost 8%
a year, the offer was an insult.

The proposed contract met no-
ne of the other demands--for a
union shop, paid sick leave, dental
and medical plans, holiday and va-
cation time, night differentials
and the five day work week.

REJECTION
While the union leadership ca-
lled for rejection of the contract
at today’s meeting, the rank and
file must be prepared to fight for
their demands against their local
leaders as well as against Beirne.
Only last week Carnivale, head
of Local 1101, said in a radio in-

Gleason Opposes ILA Strike

go now being diverted from the‘

West Coast. Rank and filers in
New York have already.taken up
the matter with their delegates
but the union has done nothing.

Longshoremen are facingatre-
mendous struggle on a level they
have not faced before. The compa-
nies
through massive automation and
layoffs, smashing the guarantee
for good.

A caucus with a perspective to
fight these attacks must be formed
now to prepare for the September
contract expiration. Gleason and
Scotto’s talk of separate con-
tracts, of giving up the guarantee,
of not having a strike, must be
fought back by mobilizing the
ranks around a program based
on the needs of the ranks and

" not on the needs of profit: ,

For the guarantee to all men
and all locals! -

For $7.50 an hour!

No cuts in gang size!

Stop the LASH and other auto-
mated ships!

For a labor party to nationa-
lize the companiesunder rank and
file control and without compen-
sation to the owners!

terview that the wage package was
good, it was only the benefits
which were not adequate!

WAGES

Under the pressure ofthe ranks
he has changed his tune on the
question of wages, but he has ab-
solutely no perspective for fight-
ing to win 25% the first year, plus
all the benefits.

The: Presidents of Local 1103
(Westchester), 1108 (Suffolk) and
1106 (Queens) all spoke out against
Beirne..

Daniel Keenan, president of Lo-
cal 1103, co-ordinator for New
York State CWA local presidents
said in a press conference Mon-
day that there is a movement
towards calling a special conven--
tion of the CWA to review the in-
ternational executive board’s ne-
gotiation procedures.

RESPONSIBILITY

All of this is being used as a
distraction. In the face of the mi- .
litancy and determination of the
rank and file, none of the local
leaders wants to take responsi-
bility for the rotten contract ne- ..
gotiated by Bierne. But neither
do they have a perspective for
fighting against it.

A campaign must be taken up
to force the leadership to call for
a nationwide rejection, to extend .
the strike to all CWA Locals, to -
organize mass picketing to shut
down the Bell System until all
the demands are won—25% in-
crease now, full cost of living
clause, 30 and out and fringe be-
nefits.

can make a profit only

Dockers
Boycott
Khan’s Ship

BALTIMORE, July 20—Mem-
bers of the International Long-
shoremen’s Association last week
refused to load the Pakistani
freighter, the Padma, which is
carrying arms to Yahya Khan for
his brutal war against the Bangla
Desh.

The action was called by theu-
nion after a demostration at the

The action was called by the u-
nion after a demostration at the
docks by the Friends of East Ben-
gal and longshoremen.

After US agents of the Padma
demanded intervention by the Fe-
deral Maritime Commission, the
union leadership called off the two
days old boycott.

The action by the Baltimore do-
ckers shows the way forward |}
through the fight of the interna-
tional working class to defeat
the butcher Khan and aid the libe-
ration of the Bangla Desh. This
action must now be taken up by
the ranks of the ILA.
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Abel CP Combine
Against Steelworkers

The greatest danger to the fight of the American
workers against the employers and government’s at-
attack to drive back wages and create massive un-
employment is raised by the treacherous role of the
leadership of the steelworkers union.

Nixon stood over the steel talks with a club, guarding
the fate of the steel bosses and American capitalism.
McGovern and the other major spokesmen for the
Democratic Party used the steel talks to revive demands
for a wage freeze. In this situation, I.W. Abel offered
vital and necessary assistance to their plans to beat
back the wage offensive of the American labor move-
ment as capitalism faces its deepest crisis.

Abel, the steel barons and Nixon fear the movement
of the American working class which now challenges
the very existence of capitalism. This is why all these
forces were so anxious for a quick settlement.

Such a strike by 550,000 steelworkers would break
the wage pattern of the auto and can settlements and
advance the fight opened by the Teamster ranks last
year. It would also mean a direct confrontation with
the government and a political battle against both the
Democratic and Republican parties. This is what the
Abel leadership fears.

Sitting in Washington with Nixon and the steel bosses,
Abel began first of all with the fate of the ‘“national
economy,”” with the fate of the capitalists and their
profits, not with the needs of the steel workers.

The price the steelworkers will pay is the continued'

decline in their living standard combined now with
growing unemployment. The steel corporations have taken
advantage of the capitulation by Abel by beginning

massive layoffs. Thousands of steelworkers will now -

spend weeks and months on the unemployment lines
and thousands more will be permanently thrown into
the streets. The new contract further contains a pro-
vision giving the employers a blank check for speedup.
As Secretary of Labor Hodgson put it: ‘““We are pleased
that the new contract contains a special provision to
encourage productivity.”’

It is clear that key in Nixon’s strategy for war against
the .unions is the role of the trade union bureaucracy.
While Nixon prepares for direct confrontation with
labor, he uses the capitulation of the labor leaders to
weaken the unions.

Aiding the trade union bureaucracy in this betrayal
is the American Communist Party. The CP has been
instrumental in giving Abel a left cover. The CP as
well as the USWA leadership had its dirty hand in the
~deal worked out in Washington.

The CP from the beginning has given Abel a big
boost in pushing the sellout can pact. On the eve of
the strike deadline, the CP played Abel’s game by
saying that the steel bosses were intransigent and
making it appear that the can settlement would be
trying to make it appear that the can settlement would
be a big victory. .

On Tuesday August 3 the Daily World was forced to
admit that there was ‘“no great enthusiasm for the
settlement”® but was silent about the fight against Abel.

While aiding Abel’s capitulation to Nixon, the CP
together with the trade union bureaucracy backs a coali-
tion with the very same ‘‘liberals’” who are crying for
a wage freeze.

What stands  against the employers, agamst Nixon,

the Democratic and Republican parties , against Abel.

and his Stalinist allies is the powerful wage offensive
of the American working class and its determination
not to be driven back to the conditions of the 1930s.

At the center of this offensive must be the fight to.

construct a Marxist leadership in the unions which
does not accept the limits of capitalism.

If the needs of the bosses conflicts with the needs
of the workers for decent wages and conditions then
the steel corporations should be nationalized without
compensatlon and run in the sole mterests of the work-
ing people.

The struggle in steel shows the absolute urgency
of the independent political mobilization of the working
class in defense of its wages and jobs. This means the
fight to construct a labor party based on the strength
of the trade unions now.

What we think

(Continued From Page [)
like Stalinism which it supports,
a life and death question for the
working class. Proceeding from
an abandonment of the Marxist
method, such tendencies are
forced into collaboration with the
bourgeoisie. But today the crisis
of the bourgeoisie requires not
simply support from such forces
but actual participation in the
butchery of the working class.

In the summer of 1964 the
tendency which today constitutes
the Workers League proposed
that this matter of the LSSP’s
entry into the bourgeois govern-
ment required adiscussioninside
the SWP. We circulated anappeal
for such a discussion within the
party only. The SWP leadership
not only refused such an appeal
but immediately suspended from
membership those who made the
appeal. Its reaction to the coali-
tion government in.Ceylon was to
expel those who considered the
question critical enough for a
party discussion. The truth is
there never was before this date
nor since a discussion of Ceylon
inside the SWP, |

Now the United Secretariat is
in the grips of a new crisis with
a majority supporting complete
liquidation and guerrilla adven-
tures in colonial and advanced
countries, the SWP finding itself
in a minority. The ‘‘practical”
issue of Cuba and guerrillaism,
the purported basis for unity,
is now the basis for the pre-
paration of new sphts, new dis-

mtegratlon Once again Pabloism

is shown as the destroyer of the
cadres of the Trotskylst move-
ment.

‘The discussion now proceedmg
within the United Secretariat
evades the central issues. Man-
del’s guerrillaism is nothing
more than a preparation for a new
and deep swing to the right. All
the ingredients for such a dev-
elopment are there in the theories
of structural reform and neo-
capitalism, which deny the crisis
of capital and the necessity for
socialist revolution itself. Since
the SWP leadership refuses to
confront the historical develop-
ment of Pabloism and learn the
lessons of Ceylon it is incapable
of politically and theoretically
opposing Mandel.

We warn the delegates to the
SWP convention that Joseph Han-
son will engage in a completely
dishonest and hollow polemic
against Mandel whose aim is to
cover up the SWP’s own political
record. He will isolate out of the
whole of Mandel’s development
and positions his present sup-
port to adventures. This in turn
will be used to cover an op-
portunist course in the United
States.

The truth is this. Hansen and

the SWP leadership collaborated .

hand in hand with Mandel in every
step of betrayal in Ceylon. Han-
sen and the SWP leadership
brought about the unprincipled
unification which covered up pre-
cisely the issue of Mandel’s own
political history as anexpression
of Pabloite revisionism. The SWP
to this day bases its present line
on Mandel’s revisions of Marx—
neo-capitalism and structural re-
form.

The product of this collabora-
tion has been Hansen’s maneu-
vers on the one side and Man-
del’s pamphlet on ultra-leftism
on the other. This pamphlet, pub-
lished .y the SWP, is devoted to
a complete cover up precisely
for the disastrous Cuba line and
the betrayal in Ceylon. The ob-
ject of this collaborationhas been

_ness,

the unprincipled attempt to slan-
der and destroy thg Trotskyists
gathered in the International
Committee.

Now that the question of Man-

-del is raised within the United
Secretariat itself the members of

the SWP must demand a full ac-
counting of the whole history of
the Fourth International since
the death of Trotsky. Nothing
less than this will suffice.

For some years now the in-
ternational situation has been
marked by an uneven develop-
ment of the crisis in the colonial
and advanced countries. Pablo-
ism based itself on this uneven-
obscuring the underlying
development of the capitalist
crisis which was preparing the
conditions of the reemergence of
the working class on an interna-
tional scale. Thus it played a
central role in the betrayal in
Ceylon and the disorientation and
destruction of virtually a whole
generation of revolutionaries in
colonial as well as advanced
countries.

Now the international situation
is marked by the coming to-
gether of the colonial workers
and peasants with the massive
class offensive of workers in
the advanced countries. What has
brought this about has been the
deepening crisis of world capi-
talism as the arrangements laid
down at Bretton Woods break

down under the impact of the .

falling rate of profit and the con-
tinuing wage offensive of the
working class. This in turn has
led to major bankruptcies like
Rolls Royce and the one facing
Lockheed, widescale unemploy-
ment as well as inflation in the
industrial countries and a deter-
ioration of the conditions facing
the colonial countries as well.

The heart of this economic
crisis is right here in the United
States. It is the crisis of Am-
erican capitalism and its world
imperialist system. So today the
American bourgeoisie must face
the revolutionary movement of
workers and peasants in Viet-
nam, Bangla Desh, the Middle
East, Latin America and at the
same time a tremendous wage
offensive of the American work-
ing class and in Europe. Over a
million workers have been in-
volved in/strike actions which
must take on a more and more
political character as each ad-
vance in wages pushes the capi-
talists and their system to the
brink.

This creates a situation in
which revolutionary leadership
will be decisive. We face a new
period of great potentialities for
constructing a mass revolution-
ary party and the greatest dan-
ger if we fail. There will be no
nore peaceful developmert in

the United States. The ghetto re-

bellions of a few years back and
now the mass strike movement
of the working class is one side
and the other is Agnew, Wallace,
the butchery in Vietnam, the con-~
spiracy on this question against
the working class, the preparation
for open dictatorship, fascism.
There is no rqoom for compla-
cency. Every movement must be
used to prepare the leadership,
the Trotskyist leadership now.

Under these conditions the cen-
tral task must be the preparation
of the movement for the revolu-
tionary crisis in all countries
including the United States. This
preparation requires an inter-
vention in the actual struggles of
the working class to construct a
new.Marxist leadership. This is
not a practical matter of placing

people in the unions but atheore-
tical question requiring a struggle
to absorb the rich lessons of the
struggle with Pabloism and enrich
this with a renewed study of philo-
sophy as Trotsky urged in 1940.

The Socialist Workers Party
1efused to take up this struggle.
It did not listen to Trotsky. It
did not draw the lessons from the
1940 fight and seek to steel the
party through a struggle for dia-
lectics, through an implacable
battle against pragmatism. As a
result the SWP today adapts to
every petty bourgeois movement
from women’s liberation to gay
liberation, speaks ofa ‘‘new radi-
calization’’ separated from and

. replacing the movement of the

working class, complacently
chatters of the crisis of leader-
ship being resolved just at the
moment when it is most critically
posed.

We cannot prepare for this new
period in any other way than a
turn to philosophy, a taking up
now of what Trotsky urged upon
us in 1940. Such a struggle must
proceed as part of a turn to the
American working class, its
struggles, its movement. But
there is no road to the American
working class outside of this
theoretical turn.

At the same time our enemies
are preparing. Stalinism is play-
ing a most treacherous role in-
ternationally and in the United
States. In Bangla Desh it openly
assists imperialism inthe whole-
sale murder of a people. In the
Sudan it aided a government which
now butchers its own party. Now
China embraces the United States
and aids the conspiracy in Paris
to try to strangle the Vietnam
War.

Pabloism prepared for this.
The SWP and its allies have been
chattering about the changing
character of Stalinism, its re-
formability and the rest for years.
At the very moment when Stalin-
ism does its dirty work in Bangla
Desh and prepares the same for
Vietnam, the SWP works out a
new agreement  within the
‘“peace” movement with the
American Communist Party.
This, as the PL attack proves,
will not prevent Stalinism, in-
cluding the Communist Party it-
self from knifing the SWP in the
back. But it means the SWP
serves to prop up a tottering
Stalinist party at a moment when
the changing situation inthe Unit-
ed States could offer it new op-
portunities for betrayal through
‘“radical”’ coalitions, ‘‘progres-
sive’’ parties and the like.

We call upon the members of
the SWP to confront these ques-
tions, to go back to the history
of the movement, to break with
the pragmatism and opportunism
of the SWP leadership and begin
the preparation for this new per-
iod. Return to the principled
struggle of Trotsky against
Stalinism and draw from this in
preparation for a new struggle
against Stalinism. Return to
Trotsky’s 1940 fight against prag-
matism, to Lenin’s Philoso-
phical Notebooks, to the methodo-
logical basis of the Marxist
movement from the beginning.
Learn the lessons of the 20 year
struggle against revisionism
within -the Fourth International.

We face a critical period, a
period of maximum opportunity
but of maximum danger as well.
We must take up this struggle
because. we understand that if we
do not we will be crushed. These
are the real issues which face the
SWP at its convention this year.
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KHRUSHCHEV has claimed — since his secret
speech of 1956—that he was powerless to prevent
the crimes committed under Stalin’s rule.

His statements and speeches of the period prove that
he was one of the most fanatical supporters of Stalin’s
purges.

In January 1937 (just before the opening of the Second
Moscow Trial) Khrushchev addressed a rally in Red Square:

‘The Trotskyites wanted to destroy our seven-hour working
day, to destroy our great right to labour, rest, education; to
recreate the horrors of unemployment. . . . [Their aim was]
to turn the Soviet Union into a colony of German and Japanese
imperialism . .

‘Raising thelr hand against Stalin, they ralsed it against all
the best that mankind has, because Stalin is the hope, the
longing, the lighthouse of all forward and progressive humanity..."

Having proved his worth with such speeches as a loyal Stalin-
ist and anti-Trotskyist, Khrushchev was dispatched to the
Ukraine a year later as First Secretary of its Communist Party
Central Committee.

Now it was no longer just a matter of Stalin worship and
slander, but action.

Ironically, the man he replaced, Paval P. Postyshev (shot soon
after as a fascist agent) was mentioned in glowing terms by
Khrushchev in his 1956 secret speech:

‘Attempts to oppose groundless suspicions and charges resulted
in the opponent falling victim of the repression.

‘This characterized the fall of Comrade Postyshev. In one of
his speeches, Stalin expressed dissatisfaction with Postyshev and
asked him: “What are you actually?”

‘Postyshev answered clearly, “I am a Bolshevik, Comrade
Stalin, a Bolshevik.”

‘This assertion was at first™ considered to show a lack. of
respect for Stalin; later it ‘was considered a harmful act and
consequently resulted in Postyshev’s annihilation and branding
without any reason as a “people’s enemy”.’

Purged leader

So Khrushchev knew all about the circumstances surround-
ing Postysheév’s fall. Yet he willingly participated in his destruc-
_tion, taking over the post Postyshev had held into the bargain !

Once ensconced in Kiev as the new boss of the Ukraine,
Khrushchev wasted no time in heaping slander on Postyshev
and his purged comrades.

Addressing the 14th Ukrainian CP congress in June 1938, he
accused the former leadership of the party of serving as the
agents of Poland and Nazi Germany—a charge he knew was
absurd:

‘The enemies of the people who sat in the leadership of the
Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Ukraine and
in the Kiev Provincial Party Committee knew very well that the
stronger the Party organization, the more dangerous it is to the
enemies of the working class and, first of all, to the Polish land-
lords and the German barons.

‘And therefore they—the Polish agent, the Pilsudchiks—did
everything in order to weaken the Bolshevik discipline, to
corrupt the Party organization.’

The real reasons behind Postyshev’s removal rapidly became
clear after Khrushchev’s arrival—the purged leader had been
reluctant to extend Stalin’s reign of terror into his own terricory.
The improvement was noted in the journal ‘Bilshovik Ukrainy
(No. 7, 1938):

‘The merciless uprootmg of the enemies of the people—the
Trotskyites, Bukharinites, bourgeois nationalists, and all other
spying filth—began only after the Central Committee of the
All-Union Communist
and Stalinist,  Nikita Sergeyevich Khrushchev, to the-Ukraine to
lead the Central Committee of the Ukrainian Communist
Party . . . : :

Cringed before Stalin

This theme was constantly being plugged by all Khrushchev’s
underlings in the Ukraine.

For -example, the secret police boss in Kiev, A. I. Uspensky
(himself purged later that year) declared at one meeting in 1938
that ‘only after the faithful Stalinist, Nikita Sergeyevich Khrush-
chev, arrived in the Ukraine did the smashing of the enemies
of the people begin in earnest . . .

‘(He] asked me to transmit to you his regards and to ask
you to prepare yourselves in a Bolshevik manner for the collection
of a rich Stalinist harvest.’

Whether 1938 was a good year for Ukrainian wheat we do not
know, but there was most certainly a ‘rich Stalinist harvest’
of n}lurdered Party leaders, specialists, workers, intellectuals and
youth.

And it was carried through under the direct supervision of
Khrushchev. We should not be taken in by his claims that
he was a passive observer of Stalin’s crimes.

Even before the end of the war, his name was being linked
with Stalin’s in all manner of ways—including the following verse
from a ‘poem’ dedicated ‘To the Great Stalin from the Ukrainian
People':

" ‘We’re united and solid, and no one will dare

To touch our young land—clean as first love,

As fresh and as young with his silver-grey hair

Is Stalin’s companion, Nikita Khrushchev.’

Khrushchev cringed before the Stalin cult right up to the
end. On Stalin’s 70th birthday (December 21, 1949) he ended a
eulogy with the lines:

. . our dear father, wise teacher, and genius leading the
Party, the Soviet people and the working people of the whole
world-—Comrade Stalin!’

So we must warn against any tendency to see Khrushchev as
some sort of anti-Stalinist crusader.

While the tyrrany lived, he was ready\ to enjoy all the pr1v1leges
guarded by Stalin’s iron rule

It was only under enormous pressure from the Soviet masses,
and especially the youth, that Khrushchev made his famous
attack on Stalin at the end of the 20th Congress in 1956.

That speech, itself a product of the Stalinist crisis, rapidly
became an active factor in- deepening it still further, as Trotsky-

ists in Britain and elsewhere took the offensive against Stalinism, .

armed not only with Khrushchev's exposures, but the whole
theoretical arsenal of Trotskyxsm

The appearance of this book in the West must surely be linked
to even more profound convulsions inside the Kremlin bureau-

Party sent the unswerving Bolshevik -

Khruschev Remembers
by Robert Black

cracy, and to the development of an opposition that reaches right
down through the intellectuals into the youth and the working

class.

It is these gathering forces for the political revolution agamst
the bureaucracy and for socialist democracy that will finally write
the whole truth about Stalin and the counter-revolutionary

movement that bears his name.

THE PROBLEMS facing
a reviewer of Khrush-
chev’'s book are multi-
plied by the doubts sur-
rounding its authenticity.

Accounts of how the manu-
script came into the hands
of its American publishers
vary. But they all have one
common denominator—a cer-
tain Mr Victor Louis.

Louis, a self-styled ‘journalist’
employed by the KGB (the Krem-

lin’'s secret police), has carried

out numerous important missions
for the Soviet government,
especially in cases where it would
rather not be directly involved.

He has recently been attacked
by members of the Soviet liter-
ary opposition for ‘leaking’
copies' of their works to western
publishers, thus immediately
compromising all attempts to get
their works published inside the
Soviet Union.

Louis was, almost certainly, the
man who handed over the
materials which have since been
‘worked up’ into ‘Khrushchev
Remembers’.

(The contact was made at a
Cophenhagen Hotel some time in
1969.) .

" But the problem remains. How
genuine are they?

Much of the material reads
like a greatly expanded version

of Khrushchev’s famous ‘Secret
Speech’ to the 1956 20th Con-
gress of the Soviet Communist
Party.

This remarkable documentation
of Stalin’s post-1934 repressions
(reproduced in ‘Moscow Trials
Anthology’, New Park Publica-
tions, 164p) has the double vir-
tue of conciseness and authenti-
city.

‘Khrushchev Remembers’ has
neither.

What remains to be explained
is, if Khrushchev did not have
anything to do with these
‘memoirs’, who in Moscow is
behind their release to the West,
and what are his—or their—poli-
tical motives?

Of course, if they are genuine,
then their release also has poli-
tical motives.

In both cases the interven-
tion of Louis points to a political,
and not literary campaign on the
part of a dissident grouping

either in or close to the present

Soviet leadership.
Part at least of the clue to

these riddles lies in the book
itself.
The initial autobiographical

material has little or no value.
Its most interesting part deals
with Khrushchev’s rise to power
as a highly vocal supporter of
Stalin’s faction within the Bol-
shevik Party. -

Khrushchev — ‘and this is
consistent with the theme of his
‘Secret Speech’—goes out of his
way to say that during his fight
against Trotsky, Stalin strictly

observed the norms of Leninist
party democracy.

For it is vital to the bureau-
cracy that its political lineage
should appear to be traced back
to Lenin.

Leninist

If it can be shown that Stalin
was fighting for a Leninist line
and with Leninist methods
against the Left Opposition- while
consolidating the political foun-
dations on which the present
Kremlin leaders rule, then criti-
cism of Stalin’s later crimes can
be tolerated.

What the bureaucracy must
preserve at all costs is its poli-.
tical programme of °‘socialism in
one country’.

Here, Khrushchev was entirely
at one with the future grave-
digger of the Bolshevik Party and
the Communist International,
Joseph Stalin.

‘At the time of the 15th Party
Congress [Khrushchev was a
delegate to it]. we had no doubt
in our minds that Stalin and his_

supporters were right, and that
the opposition was wrong.

‘I still think that Stalin’s
ideological posmon was basically
correct .

However, Khrushchev is quite
candid about the nature of the
political line-up against the
opposition at' the 1927 15th Con-
gress:

‘Stalin, Rykov and Bukharin
spoke for the Central Commit-
tee line—that is, Stalin’s line.’

Until Khrushchev's denuncia-
tion of Stalin in 1956, it had
been -obligatory to speak of these
two old Bolsheviks as agents of
fascism, the charge that was
foisted on them at the last of
?tga;gn s infamous ‘Show Trials’ in

Here they are depicted—quite
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correctly—as Stalin’s main allies

and ‘spokesmen _in his fight
against Trotsky.

Probably for this reason,
Khrushchev feels obliged to

speak well of them:

‘A word about Bukharin. He
was much respected and very
popular. . . . He had a pleasing
personality and a strong demo-
cratic spirit. . . . He was the
,Party’s chief theoretician. Lenin
always spoke affectionately of
him as “Our Bukharchik”.’

Ten years later, Khrushchev
was to use other epithets to
describe Lenin’s ‘favourite’.

Khrushchev is equally frank in
describing his progress up the
Party ladder.

As a 35-year-old student at the
Moscow Industrial Academy, he
organized the faction fight against
Stalin’s various opponents.

His account of the episode is
most revealing:

‘The OIld Guard at the
academy consisted of Old Bolshe-
viks. . . . There was a group of
us at the academy who stood for
the General Line [i.e., Stalin’s
‘socialism in one country’] and
who opposed the rightists:
Rykeov, Bukharin and Uglanov,
the Zinovievites, -the Trotskyites
and the right-left bloc of Syrtsov
and Lominnadze . . .

‘ these people were all
moving in basically the same
political ~ direction, and our
group was against them.’

Then Khrushchev adds, almost
as an after-thought, a remark
that speaks volumes:

‘We all came from the South,
from the Donbas, from Dniepro-
petrovsk, and from Kharkov.

Furthermore, we had all joined -

the Party after the Revolution.’
(Emphasis added.) B

Stalin’s faction in the leader-
ship of the Bolshevik Party
rested for much of its political
and social support on thousands
of Khrushchevs, nearly all of
whom had ‘joined the party after
the Revolution’.

IN THE PERIOD of
world counter-revolution
that followed Lenin’s
death in 1924, Stalin’s
supporters elbowed the
founders of Bolshevism
aside in their rude
scramble for power.

Khrushchev, like so. many

of his ilk, sensed that Stalin

"was the man to back. In

return for his patronage,
they gave him total support

. against all his political

opponents — real and
imaginary.

Khrushchev claims he was
‘recruited’ to Stalin’s inner
circle by Alliluyeva, Stalin’s

second wife (she is known to
have either been killed by Stalin
or to have committed suicide

after a bitter argument about
Stalin’s  brutal collectivization
policy).

In fact, his first patron was
Lazar Kaganovich, Stalin’s hench-
man in the Ukraine.

But as one of Khrushchev's
main aims in the book is to
blame many of Stalin’s crimes
—and his own failure to oppose

them — on Kaganovich’s brutal
rule, he has very little to say
about this side of his early
career.

There is no shortage of
material to back up Khrushchev’s
case, and he makes good use
of it. For example:

‘His behaviour disgusted me,
and it disgusted others, too. He
was nothing but a lackey. All
Stalin had to do was scratch
Kaganovich behind the ears to
send him snarling at the Party.

“Kaganovich used to throw
back his chair, bring himself up
to his full height, and bellow:

* “Comrades! It’s time for us
to tell the people the truth.
JEveryone in the Party keeps

talking about Lenin and Lenin-
ism. °

‘“We’ve got to be honest with
ourselves. Lenin died in 1924.
How many years did he work
in the Party? What was accom-
plished under him? Compare it
with what has been accomplished
under Stalin!

‘“The time has come to
replace the slogan ‘Long Live
Leninism’ with the slogan ‘Long
Live Stalinism® .’

The downgrading of Lenin
which took place after his death
was reflected in Stalin’s vicious
campaign against his widow,
N adezhda Konstantinovna
Krupskaya, who for a short
time sided with the Left Oppo-
sition (its Zinoviev-Kamenev ‘Old
Bolshevik' wing) in the struggle
against Stalin.

Khrushchev revealed in his
‘secret speech’ how Lenin broke
off all relations with Stalin after

' he had insulted Lenin’s wife over

the telephone.

Here, we learn of other

examples of what Lenin called ;-

Stalin’s ‘rudeness, spite and dis-
Joyalty’ towards the Party and
its leaders:

‘Stalin had very little respect
for Nadezhda Konstantinovna
Krupskaya and Maria Ilinichna
[Lenin’s sister].

‘He used to say that he didn’t
think either of these women
was making a positive contribu-
tion to the Party’s struggle for

victory.” (In .so far as Stalin
identified himself with ‘the
Party’, this was undoubtedly
true.)

Khrushchev then reveals that
Krupskaya supported Bukharin
after he broke with Stalin in
collectivization of the peasantry:

‘She made a speech defend-
ing Bukharin and Rykov at the
Bauman District Party Confer-
ence in 1930. As a result, she
came under attack from most
of the delegates at the Confer-
ence; and afterwards, without
any publicity, the word went out
to Party cells to give her a
working over.

Khrushchev was nevertheless
able to reconcile his support for
Stalin with this brutal treatment
of one of the Party’'s most
devoted comrades. And as he
readily admits: )

‘It was a bitter thing for me
to watch her at these sessions
of the Bauman District Confer-
ence when everyone started com-
ing out against her.

‘I remember her as a broken
old woman.. People avoided her
like the plague. On Stalin's
instructions, she was kept under
close surveillance because she
had strayed from the Party line.’

In the upper ranks of the
Party leadership, the baitjing of
Lenin’s widow was quite un.
bridled, as Khrushchev reveals:

‘Stalin used to tell his inner
circle that there  was some
doubt as to whether Nadezhda
Konstantinovna was really Lenin’s
widow at all, and that if the
situation continued much longer
of 'her backing Stalin’s opbpon-
ents in the Party we would begin
to express our doubts in public.

‘He said, if necessary, we
would declare that another
woman was Lenin’s widow, and
he named a solid and respected
Party member.’

,‘1‘h’ .
had ) 3
b. ~‘V
. ¥ "

&

Krushchev inspects a farm while pushing forced collectivization.

And Stalin was perfectly cap-

~able of such a move. For a man

who re-wrote Bolshevik Party

“history ‘proving’ that its found-
" ers were in league with imperi-

alism from the first days of the

fRussian Revolution, this was a

simple undertaking. .

Stalin’s whispering campaign
in fact had as its main target
not Krupskaya, but Lenin, as
Khrushchev now readily admits:

‘He wasn’t just indulging in
frivolous - gossip, either. He
wanted to influence us psycho-
logically, to undermine our limit-
less love for Lenin, and to
increase his own stature as the
uncontested leader and great
thinker of our era. (Khrushchev
was one of the most fanatical
advocates of the Stalin ‘cult’
while the ‘great thinker’ lived.)

‘To this end he cautiously but

deliberately sprinkled into the
consciousness of those around
him the idea that privately he
wasn't of the same opinion
about Lenin that he professed
publicly . . ." (It is in this con-
text that Khrushchev relates his
story about Kaganovich.)

But did Stalin’s anti-Lenin
campaign ' prevent Khrushchev
from joining in the onslaught
on Lenin’s old comrades?

On the contrary!:

“‘To be able to sit with the
Politbureau [this was in 1934,
just after Khrushchev had been
‘elected” to the leading party
body], to be able to work side
by side with the leaders of the

Party, and to be close with
Stalin — this seemed like the
crowning opportunity of my
career.

After Lenin died (shown in right photo with Krupskaya near end of life) Stalin’s supporters, including Khrushchev, elbowed the founders of Bolshevism aside in

their rude scramble for power.

After consolidating their bureaucratic power it became necessary to remove the Old Bolsheviks entirely.

This was done in the Mos-

cow Trials period which began with the assassination of Kirov. Shown above are the ashes of Kirov being taken to the Kremlin Wall with pallbearers (from left),

Molotov, Marshal Voroshilov, Stalin and Kalinin.

Khrushchev was forced to expose. the Trials as a complete hoax seeking to absolve himself from the biame for them.
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‘For years I had been devoted
with all my soul to the Central
Committee and to Stalin. Ever
since first coming to Moscow
. . 1 had admired Stalin for
his clearness of mind and the
conciseness of his formulations.

‘My admiration for him con-
tinued to grow. I was spell-
bound by the patience and sym-
pathy for others that he showed
at Politbureau meetings in the
middle 1930s . . .’

And as Khrushchev sat in
spellbound admiration at the
feet of Stalin, this man of
‘patience and sympathy’ was
already preparing the murder of
Lenin’s closest comrades.

THE STALINIST purges
of the 1930s were not the
result of defects iIn
Stalin’s ‘personality’.

This official Soviet version
of the purges, was in fact,
first propounded by Khrush-
chev in his 1956 ‘Secret
Speech’.

‘Khrushchev Remembers’ gives,
at least, a glimpse of the eco-

-earlier

nomic and political crisis behind
the Moscow Trials.

Khrushchev saw with his own
eyes some of the terrible suf-
ferings visited on the Soviet
peasantry by Stalin’s

" switch of policy in 1929.

with his former allies, the
rich peasants (Kulaks) in revolt
and pressing hard for the com-
plete restoration of capitalism in
farming and trade, Stalin swung
to the extreme left and launched
his campaign for the collectiviza-
tion of privately run farms.

-The Kulaks were to be ‘liqui-
dated as a class'—a line that
contrasted starkly with Stalin’s
insistence that Trotsky
had been exaggerating the dan-
gers of Kulak pressure on the
Soviet regime.
Naturally,

Khrushchev  does

‘not go into the political back-

ground to the 1930 grain crisis,
but his description of what he
saw is frank enough:

‘We spent only a few days at
the collective farm and were
appalled at the conditions we
found there.

‘The farmers were starving to
death. . . . They literally begged

“us to give them food. . . . I'd no

sudden-

idea that things were this bad.

‘At the Industrial - Academy
we’'d been living under the illu-
sion promoted by “Pravda” that
collectivization was proceeding
smoothly and everything was fine
in the countryside.’

Aghast at the havoc wrought
by Stalin’s rural policy, which
drove millions of poor and mid-
dle as well as rich peasants to
rebel against the regime, many
former oppositionists such as
Zinoviev and Kamenev again
began to discuss the removal. of
Stalin from the Party leadership.

_ But not Khrushchev. Com-
menting on Stalin’s famous
speech ‘Dizzy with Success’,

which laid the blame for the
‘sufferings caused by his policy
on minor bureaucrats, he
admits:

‘I remember being bothered by

the thought: if everything has
been going as well on the collec-
tive farms as  Stalin has been
telling us up until now, then
what’s the reason for the ‘“Dizzy
with Success” speech all of a
sudden?’

And he was dumbfounded by
the news that the famine had
reached the Ukraine, the ‘bread-
basket of Europe’:

‘I couldn’t believe it. I'd left
the Ukraine in 1929, only three
years before, when the Ukraine
had pulled itself up to pre-war
living standards.

‘Food had been plentiful and
cheap. Yet now, we were told
people were starving. It was
incredible.’

Corpses

And according to Kiev party
chief Demchenko, says Khrush-
chev: ‘A train . . . pulled into
Kiev loaded with coipses of
people who had starved to death.
It had picked up corpses all the
way from Poltava to Kiev . . .

Khrushchev swallowed what-
ever criticisms he may have had
of Stalin’s line, and joined in
the attacks on those who came
out for a change of leadership
and policy.

But what he has to say on this
period is nevertheless very inter-
esting, because it points directly
to one of the main motives
behind Stalin’s frame-up trials a
few years later.

One of the hallmarks of a
Bonapartist regime is the infalli-
bility of its leader.

Khrushchev has some friendly words to say about Bukharin (shown above center with Stalin
in days when the two were in a bloc) but none, of course, for Trotsky. Khrushchev owed his
career to Kaganovich (shown below second from left).
Ordzhonikidze, Stalin and Voroshilov.

Also below are: (L to r) Kalinin,

His underlings, even his closest
associates, may make - mistakes,
even be found guilty of treason
when the situation calls for the
sacrifice of scapegoats, but the
‘leader’ himself must be spot-
less, even to the extent of blot-
ting out all his past blunders
from the history books.

This was clearly understood
by Khrushchev, as can be seen
from his comments on Stalin’s
‘Dizzy with Success’ speech, as
well as the following passage:

‘The conditions that existed
under collectivization have been

described - by  Sholokhov in
“Virgin Soil Upturned”.
‘Sholokhov wrote his book

while Stalin was still alive, so
he had no choice but to describe
collectivization according to the
Stalinist interpretation [indicat-
ing how Stalinist Bonapartism
even determined the style and
content of literary works.]

‘When the failure of the collec-
tivization. became widely known,’
we were all taught to blame
scheming Kulaks, rightists, Trot-
skyists and Zinovievites for
what was happening. There was
always the handy explanation of
counter-revolutionary sabotage.’
(Emphasis added.)

‘. . . Perhaps we'll never know
how many people perished
directly as a result of collectiv-
ization, or indirectly as a result
of Stalin’s eagerness to blame its
failure on others.

‘But two things are certain:
first, the Stalin brand of collectiv-
ization brought us nothing but
misery and brutality; and second,
Stalin played the decisive role
in the leadership of our country
at the time.

‘Rykov [shot with Bukharin
in 1938 after the third Moscow
‘trial’l, Zinoviev and Kamenev
[both shot in 1936 after the first]
had already been removed from
their posts, and Trotsky was in
exile.

‘Therefore, if we were look-
ing for someone to hold respon-
sible, we could lay the blame

squarely on Stalin’s own
shoulders . .
Khrushchev demolishes here

the frame-up technique employed
by Stalin and his allies at the
infamous Moscow Trials of 1936-
1937-1938.

Terrorism

In fact the main charges at
the first (the Zinoviev-Kamenev
‘trial’) had been those. of wreck-
ing, sabotage and terrorism.

By using the closest comrades
of Lenin as the bureaucracy's
scapegoats, Stalin killed two
birds with one stone.

Not only were the half-starv-
ing, underclad over-worked and
poorly-housed  Soviet  masses
given an official explanation for
all the ills of the Soviet economy
(every set-back had been the
work of Trotskyist ‘wreckers’)
the same trumped-up charges- -
enabled Stalin to eliminate in
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Khrushchev asks where were men like Molotov or Kaganovich when Kamenev (left) and Zin-
oviev (right) as well as Trotsky, Bukharin and Rykov were running the country with Lenin.

four batches all real or potential
alternative leadership to his own
clique.

Into the highest posts of
party and state swaggered oppor-
tunists and yes-men, drenched
with the blood of Lenin's cen-
tral committee and the General
Staff of the Red Army.

And here, too, Khrushchev (or
somebody using his name) is sur-
-prisingly frank.

‘The flower of the Party was
stamped out in the savage vio-
lence. . . . Many of the original
leaders of gur Party and  our
country were wiped out.

‘Where were men like Molo-
tov or Kaganovich or Voroshilov
or Mikoyan when
Kamenév, Trotsky, Bukharin and
Rykov were running the coun-
try?’ (Emphasis added.)

IN HIS 1956 Secret
Speech, Khrushcheyv
makes no direct refer-
ence to the Moscow
Trials and the murder
of Lenin’s Central Com-
mittee.

He explains why: ‘Just
before the 20th Party Con-
gress | summoned the
State Prosecutor, Comrade
Rudenko, who had been
involved in many of the
cases during the purges of
the 1930s.

Zinoviev,

1 asked him: “Comrade
Rudenko; I'm interested in the
open trials. Tell me, how much
basis in actual fact was there for
the accv=ations made against
Bukharin, Rykov, Syrtsov,
Lominadze, Krestinsky and many,
many other people well known
to the Central Committee...?”

‘Comrade Rudenko answered
that, from the standpoint of
judicial norms, there was no
evidence whatsoever for con-
demning or even trying those
men.

‘The case for présecuting them
had been based on personal con-
fessions, beaten out of them
under physical and psychological
torture [these were the ‘judicial
norms’ observed by Stalin during
the great purges]...

‘Nevertheless, we decided not
to say anything about the open
trials in my speech to the 20th
Party Congress...’

What was Khrushchev’s reason
for maintaining a  slander on

Bukharin

‘Voroshilov shown with Beria who later attempted to oust Khrushchev.

honest communists, unprece-
dented in the entire history of
the international workers’ move-
ment?

It is here that Khrushchev
touches on a very sensitive nerve
for the leaders of the British
Communist Party. For he goes
on:

‘. . . there had been repre-
sentatives of the fraternal com-
munist parties present when
Rykov, Bukharin and the other
leaders of the people were tried
and sentenced.

‘These  representatives had
then gone home and testified in
their own countries to the justice
of the sentences . . . '

This was most certainly the
case with the leaders of the
British Party. After each
massacre, they jubilantly trum-
peted their praise for the butcher
Stalin and heaped slander on his
tortured, defenceless victims.

The pro-Stalinist D. N. Pritt,
KC churned out a whole book
on the Zinoviev trial proving
that Lenin’s closest comrades had
been in league with the counter-
revolution nearly all their poli-
tical lives.

A considerable proportion of
the British Stalinist press was
devoted to articles and resolu-
tions upholding the trumped-up
charges at the three Moscow
trials as shining examples of
Soviet justice.

To this very day, not one of
these slanderous attacks on the
pioneers of Bolshevism and the
leaders of the Russian Revolution

: has been withdrawn.

Everything still stands as far
as Gollan, Pritt and company are
concerned.

As Khrushchev himself says:

‘We didn’t want to discredit
the fraternal Party representatives
who had attended the open

trials, so we indefinitely post-
poned the rehabilitation of Buk-
harin, Zinoviev, Rykov and the
rest.

‘I can see now that our deci-
sion was a mistake. It would have
been better to tell everything.
Murder will always out...’

And so will historical truth, as
the Stalinist leaders of the British
Communist Party, many of whom
actively engaged in the anti-
Trotsky slander campaigns of the
1930s and 1940s, are discovering.

Khrushchev’s insistence on a
partial rehabilitation of those
Bolshevik leaders killed under
Stalin jars harshly with the
official version of Party history
being  promored in the Soviet
Union by its present rulers.

This suggests that if the work
is genuine, it is being used to
back up those arguing for such a
policy in the Soviet Union.

For example, this is what
Khrushchev has to say about
some of Stalin’s main victims:

‘Almost the whole Politbureau
which had been in office at the
time of Lenin’s death was purged
... At Lenin’s side, Zinoviev and
Kamenev gave worthy guidance
to the Party.

‘When the government moved
to Moscow. Zinoviev stayed in
Leningraa... And Moscow had
been entrusted to Kameneyv.

‘Yet now these men were in .

the dock as criminals and were
soon to be eliminated as enemies
of the people!

‘Stalin’s purge of the Party
swept from the oppositionists in
1936 to the rightists in 1938,
when Rykov, Bukharin and other
leaders of the people and the
Party [note — not enemies, but
leaders, of the people!] were
brought to trial.

‘It is fitting that' these men
should be called leaders. Take
Rykov, for example. He became
chairman of the Council of
People’s Commissars [Soviet
‘Prime Minister’] after Lenin’s
death.

‘He was a man of merit in the
eyes of the Party and a worthy
representative of Soviet power.
Yet he was shot.

‘As for Bukharin, Lenin had
called him ‘“our Bukharchik”,
his “ABC of Communism” was a
primer of Marxist-Leninist wis-
dom for the entire old genera-
tion. He, too, was brought to
trial and eliminated...’

Khrushchev aptly calls this

‘meat

period the era of the
mincer’.

Not so tne latest official
Soviet account of Stalin’s ruie,
which can be found in ‘A Short
History of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union’, published
in Moscow in 1970, and now on
sale in an English language ver-
sion in British Communist Party
bookshops.

One would have thought that
even the shortest of short his-
tories could find room for an
account of how Lenin’s Party
was destroyed.

‘Instead, we discover the fol-
lowing:
. ‘Socialism created favourable
conditions for the development
of democracy in the country as
a whole and within the Party.’
(This passage 1> dealing speulic-
ally with the years of the great

purge.)
‘The introduction of the 1936
Constitution  signified further

democratization of the Soviet
social and state system.

‘In December 1937, elections
were held to the Supreme Soviet

“of the USSR...The elections

demonstrated the strength and
vitality . of socialist democracy
and the Soviet people’s support
for the Party.” (p. 238.)

It is of this very year, so
‘strong and vital’ in its ‘socialist
democracy’ that Khrushchev
bitterly comments:

‘In the._late 1930s Hitler was
preparing his attack and doing
everything he could to undermine
our military leadership.

‘We helped him along con-
siderably by destroying the cream
of our executive personnel, our
Party leadership and our scien-
tific intelligentsia.

‘The blood bath reached a red-
hot frenzy in 1937 (Emphasis
added.)

1937—the year of the ‘Stalin
Constitution’, the ‘most demo-
cratic in the world’—was also the
year of the second Moscow trial
and military purges, which served
as open invitation for Hitler to
invade the Soviet Union once

Rykov

Poland had been put out of the
way.

Unlike 'the leaders of British
Stalinism, Khrushchev recognizes
that the Stalin purges are not a
purely Soviet affair, but that they
had a profound impact on the
whole course of the world class
struggle in the 1930s.

It is high time therefore that
we considered Stalin’s role on
the world political scene, and
how much Khrushchev, despite
his ‘anti-Stalinism’, was to follow
in his footsteps as an exponent
of class-collaboration, on a scale
undreamed of by the opportunists
of the Second International and
the English Fabians.

Conﬁnued |

Molotov. Khrushchev, and Stalin on the LeninMausoleum during a May Day Parade around 1934.
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Ernest Mandel
mmwcHFRH  The Fraud Of Neo-Capitalism

ERNEST MANDEL: THE FRAUD
OF NEO-CAPITALISM. By Dennis
O’Casey. Bulletin, Pamphlet Series
Seven. Labor Publications. July,
1971. 50 Cents. .

Ernest Mandel, together with
Michel Pablo played a key role in
the development of the Fourth In-
ternational in the postwar years.
His theoretical positions cannot be
understood separated from this.

In the immediate postwar period, Ernest
Mandel emerged as a key theoretician of
the Fourth International in Europe. With
little or no experience in the actual con-
struction of a party in the working class,
he was entrusted with the task of dev-
eloping a Marxist understanding of the
complex postwar developments of the
workers movement, particularly the social
transformations of the East European

countries. -
Separated from the workers movement

Mandel developed the ‘“Trotskyist’” as-
sessment of Stalinism as a formal ex-
ercise. As suchMandel’s schema came into
an absolute clash with the actual develop-
ment of East Europe. Mandel simply
denied the social transformations actually
taking place because these transformations
proceeded in a contradictory and dia-
lectical fashion. This, in turn, left him
‘prostrate before Michel Pablo, who ab-
-stracted these transformations from the
whole world counterrevolutionary role
of Stalinism, seeing them as a new non-
working class road to power.

The turning point for Mandel came in
1951 when he brought into the Third
World Congress of the Fourth Interna-
tional his ““Theses’ which actually con-
ceded to Pablo on the central question
of the reformability of Stalinism. Having
gotten all to agree with this, he ‘then
supported Pablo when the latter moved
to expel the French section for refusing
to liquidate themselves in the Stalinist
movement.

Mandel never was able to find a road
to the working class, always kept his
distance from the day to day problems
of constructing a movement within the
labor movement, and by 1952 found him-
self in a position of supporting a petty
bourgeois onslaught on the proletarian
wing of the Fourth International.

ORTHODOXY

And so he sought to resolve the prob-
lems of Marxist theory in a formal and
therefore idealist manner. His crime was
not so much that he deviated from “‘ortho-
doxy”’ but that, separating himself from
the actual life of the working class as
an intellectual, he and his formulas came
-into sharp collision with the development
of the class as also happened with ‘‘ortho-
dox’’ men like Kautsky and the Austro-
Marxists.

Mandel was and is the other side of
Cannon. Cannon sought to construct the
party through intervention in the work-
ing class but he did not see the task of
intervening in the class as a theoretical
one. No wonder Cannon and others in
the SWP at various times looked to Man-
del for theoretical leadership only to be
betrayed. No wonder today they both end
up together having travelled to the same
spot by different routes but with the same
method.

Mandel has emerged today as the cen-
tral theoretician of the revision of Marx-
ism, of Trotskyism. The theoretical
rationale of the adaptation of the SWP to
the movement of the petty bourgeoisie
has been provided by Mandel and his
theory of neo-capitalism.

The strength of Dennis O’Casey’s pam-
phlet lies in the painstakingly detailed
analysis of Mandel’s theoretical revisions
of Marx’s Capital and how these revi-
sions lead to a complete abandonment -of
the struggle for the Transitional Pro-
gram and the revolutionary party itself.

The weakness in the pamphlet lies in
it§ too sketchy treatment of Mandel’s
actual historical development and its fail-
ure to root his method in this back-

ground. After all it is significant that
Mandel’s major work, Marxist Economic
Theory is seen by its author as an at-

tempt to defend Marx’s Capital. O’Casey
proves beyond a doubt that in ‘‘defending’’

Capital with the formal and empirical

method of the petty bourgeoisie Mandel

must and does overthrow all the basics

of Marxism. .

Today the actual movement of the work-
ing class in all countries comes into the
sharpest collision with Mandel’s revision-
ist neo-capitalist schema. But the Man-
del of 1946 is not the Mandel of 1971.
Then his weakness could be attributed
at least in part to inexperience and the
main responsibility placed on the should-
ers of those who let him be rather than
fighting him tooth and nail—Cannon and
the other SWP leaders. Today they have
become encrusted and systematized and
he has rooted himself definitively in the
petty bourgeoisie. And so, with the old
formulas or new, Mandel seeks to turn
the new movement of the working class

away from its socialist goal, to tie it
to the petty bourgeoisie, to smother it
in this class. From distance from the
class to open hostility to it, from a
separation from the tasks of construc-
ting parties to the open liquidation of
the movement, from a formal defense
of orthodoxy to the most systematic de-
velopment of revisionism since Kautsky’s
day. That is the movement of Mandel.

Mandel, like all revisionists before him,
reflect, develop and seek to perpetuate
a level of consciousness not exclusive to
themselves, but which ®*reflects in one
fashion or degree or another sections of
the middle classes and penetrates direct-
ly into the working class.

These theories of Mandel will be re-
futed only by revolutionaries who become
part of the new movement of the working
class constructing a party out of the new
forces coming forward in the class. If
one notes its weakness, then O’Casey’s
pamphlet can be extremely valuable in
this task.

HIMS 0

Johnny Got
His Gun

JOHNNY GOT HIS GUN, Novel,
Screenplay and Direction by Dal-
ton Trumbo. Produced by Bruce
Campbell. Starring Timothy Bot-
toms as Joe Bonham. Photography
by Jules Brenner.

This movie has been eagerly
awaited for several decades. Johnny
Got His Gun first appeared as a
novel in 1938, on the eve of World
War II. Its author, close to the
Communist Party at the time, and
later to be victimized as one of
the Hollywood Ten, wrote it follow-
ing a period when the CP took a
pacifist line. ) ) »

Written within the perspective of the
CP which had attracted liberals on a
sentimental no-more-war basis, the book
sunk to the depths of middle class moral-
ity. At the same time its content could
not help but have a nightmarish effect
on the reader.

The plot is simple. A young soldier

in the First World War is wounded in

action. He awakens to find—gradually, by
self discovery—that he has no arms, legs,
eyes, nose, mouth, ears. He is, as he
puts it, the living dead. He can only lie
there and sense through his skin what is
happening to him and try to communicate
with the nurses and doctors who think
him to be ‘‘decerebrated’’, without con-
sctousness.

Half of the book, and the movie as well,
take up his flashbacks and fantasies—they
are often mixed together. Usually they
focus on the senses and limbs he has lost
or on his being fated to lose them. Thus,
his father says, ‘‘put your arms around
me to keep away the chill of death.”

. STRONG ‘

Now all of this was very strong stuff
at one time when the only place you could
find this infamous book was in a for-
gotten corner of the college library fifteen
years ago.

But now seeing it on film, and the film
is very close to the book, you can see
that the power of the book when you read
it fifteen years ago was the power of the
content of that basic idea—the complete
basket case—and that that was the hook
for the liberals back in the 1930s.

Certain images—the slit eyeball in Bun-
uel’s Andalusian Dog, the shock effects
in numerous horror movies—have an
emotional impact that remains no matter
what the filmmaker puts around them.
Such effects are cheap. Trumbo, in the
book and the film, is unable to build
anything viable around the basic idea,
which is admittedly strong stuff.

The film sinks into mawkishness. Its

flashbacks are warmed over Hemingway’s
Adventures of a Young Man. Its fantasies

are inept imitations of Fellini, even down"

to a carnival with clowns and a side-
show saying ‘‘Joe Bonham, World’s Only
Self-Supporting Basket Case.”’

Its scenes in the ‘‘present”, in the
hospital with Joe discovering what has
happened to him, become strident and
sobbing. The resolution of Joe’s (and

Trumbo’s) discovery of what war really-
does to young men is that he should be.

put on exhibit in a carnival or be killed.
It ends on that note. .

The shocker of having a basket case
living through the hell of still being alive
is no substitute for the revelations of
a movie such as Kubrick’s Paths of
Glory, that within the ranks of the French
Army in World War I were class divi-
sions and that while the masses died in
combat the officers wined and dined in

“splendid palaces.

HOOK
The basket case shocker bacled by
pacifist sobbing is still meant by Trumbo
as a good hook for the liberals of today
as it was meant in 1938. In the face of

sharpening war between the classes, esp-
ecially in Indochina, Trumbo can do no
better than ressurect his mawkish novel
in film form. The effect of this is to
try to fight against these great changes
taking place in the class struggle. At
a time when the NLF is winning it is
to say that all war is bad, to fight back
against imperialism is wrong because
war is hell. ’

Trumbo says
to the film: ~
" “Do we scream in the night when it
touches our dreams? No. We don’t dream
about it because we don’t care about it.

in the program notes

‘We don’t think about it because we don’t
‘care about it. We are much more inter-
"ested in law and order, so that American

streets may be made safe while we trans-
form those of Vietnam into flowing sewers
of blood which we replenish each year—
by forcing our sons to choose between
a prison cell here or a coffin there.
‘Every time I look at the flag my eyes
fill with tears.” Mine too.”’

Such a reactionary outlook, nurtured
by the Stalinists in the 30s for the bene-
fit of the Stalinist bureaucracy, deserves
to be left on that forgotten shelf in the
college library
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Vietnam

Pentagon Papers Reveal

(Wi)éon ’s. announcement of his trip to
China -is the first move in what will be

. " a series of moves aimed at bringing about

~ - a deal ‘with Stalinism at the expense of

the Vietnam Revolution. The recent publi-

* cation of the Pentagon Papers offers much.

- valuable background material of the efforts

N

" of Stalinism, including the Chinese, to
"+ break the back of the Vietnamese Revolu-

" tion through collaboration with imperial-

ism. Thus this article is particularly
important at this time.)

- . BY FRED MUELLER
THE PUBLICATION OF the Penta-

" gon Papers on the Vietnam War
- represents an historic point in the

deepening imperialist crisis. The
uproar and .scandal reflects the

" movement of the working - class

_internationally.
Historically the exposure ofsecs

- ret diplomacy and documents of this
kind has accompanied the greatest
., political upheavals. The Pentagon
- Papers could not possibly have been
v~ published if there were not the most

profound crisis facing the Ameri-

- can imperialists, a crisis whichhas

led to extremely sharp quarrels

.~ _within the ruling class.

" It is the revolutioary struggle of the

-Vietnamese workers and peasants along

with the upsurge of the working class in
the metropolitan countries . which "has

.~ forced the imperialists into the open more
: ,than eyer before. While they publicly argue
" _over-how to deal with their crisis in the
- face of the reverses they have suffered,

' the revolutionary movement must draw ail
the lessons of the situation.

Lo Tt_‘l,,evl’entagon Papers trace U.S. ‘pc}licy
" ’in ‘Indochina over the past 25 years. After

.the First World War American imperial-
ism emerged as the dominant power, but
-chose to follow an isolationist policy for

as long as possible, picking up the pieces

as its imperialist rivals declined. World
.War Il shattered this relationship. for
American capitalism completely and for-

... ever. Washington could no longer sitback.

Following its leading role in World War II

. it had to take responsibility for the preser-

vation of capitalism on a world scale.
Now everything came onto the shoulders

-~ of the U.S. rulers. The revolutionary up-

“heavals in the wake of the war led to-

the overthrow of capitalism in China and

- Eastern Europe. With the crucial aid of the

Stalinist bureaucracy the capitalists were

_.once again able to cut their losses and

restabilize their system on the ashes of

© » the war. .But the U.S. now had to draw

--into ‘itself .all of the contradictions of

world "capitalism.

" - This is the meaning of U.S. policy in

~ Indochina_for - the past 25 years. Five

~ presidents have shared the responsibility
for this policy—Truman, Eisenhower, Ken-
nedy, Johnson and Nixon. As the Pentagon
Papers show quite clearly, there is a con-
tinuity in their policies. From the very
beginning they have been occupied with the
ways and means of crushing the workers
and peasants of Southeast Asia as well as
the rest of the world.

"As the Pentagon Papers show, its
spokesmen often considered themselves
all-powerful. For several years theyhada
nuclear monopoly, and they have main-
tained a huge military and technological
capacity to wreak destructionagainst their
opponents. }

All of this was to no avail. The dream
of an American century seemed to have
turned into a nightmare. No matter what
they tried in Vietnam, the American poli-
cymakers seemed to come up only with a

‘ence had been a
"minute the Conference closed, the Eisen-

multiplication of problems. All the brilliant
minds and experts, all the tremendous
fund of knowledge and experience and
technical and military capacity, was not
enough. What is left out of the thinking of
all the brilliant planners was the movement
of the workers and peasants.

That is not at all to say that the im-
perialists had no understanding. The years
and years of murderous destruction they
have wrought in Indochina show that they
certainly recognized their enemy in part.
But they constantly underestimated this
enemy, they constantly assumed that the
masses could be turned on and off by
their leaders, they constantly proceeded on
the assumption that it would be possible
to destroy the revolutionary movement of
the masses with a few sharp blows.

As early as 1945 Washington worried
that a ‘‘neutralized’’ Indochina was no
solution. The masses could quickly break
through any such settlement. It was too
dangerous.

HO CHI MINH
The Pentagon Papers reveal that Ho Chi
Minh wrote at least eight letters to Truman

-and the U.S. State Department in late 1945

and early 1946, appealing for U.S. support
for Vietnamese independence. Washington
ignored these letters and has not admitted
receiving them to this day.

First Washington backed the French.
When they were beaten and settled for a
compromise in the 1954 Geneva Accords,
the U.S. refused to sign this agreement
and prepared secretly to destroy it.

The National Security Council met on
August 8, 1954, just days after the Geneva
Conference, and decided that the Confer-
‘“disaster.”” From the

hower Administration sent a team of
agents to carry out clandestine warfare
against North Vietnam.

According to the Pentagon Papers, these
agents ‘‘spent the last days in Hanoi in
contaminating the oil supply of the bus
company for a gradual wreckage of engines
in buses, in taking ‘actions for delayed
sabotage of the railroad, and in writing
detailed notes of potential targets for future
para-military operations.”’

The Geneva Accords provided for the
temporary setting up of the two zones of
North and South Vietnam, to be reunified
following nationwide elections in 1956.
South Vietnamese President Ngo Dinh
Diem, at U.S. urging, refused to go along
with the election provision because it was
clear that Ho Chi Minh would have won.
Yet this provision had been originally
presented to the fighters of the Viet Minh
as the guarantee of victory which made the
Geneva Accords acceptable.

The Pentagon Papers completely explode

‘" the imperialist myth that the war was

started by ‘‘aggression from Hanoi.”” Al-
though Vietnam is one country and there-

fore Hanoi intervention could not possibly

be termed ‘‘export of revolution,”” the fact
is that the North was not involved in the
early years of the insurgency against the
U.S.-backed Diem regime from 1956 to
1959. Only in 1959 did Hanoi finally begin

to take a more active role, to try to bring
the movement under its control before
its own political rule was threatened by the
masses. -

A document captured by U.S. troops in
1966 and included in the Pentagon Papers
reveals the situation in 1956-59. Referring
to the
elections, this document says:

“‘Particularly after 20 July 1956 the key
cadres and party members in South Viet-
nam asked questions which demanded an-
swers:

““Can we still continue the struggle to
demand the implementation of the Geneva
Agreement given the existing regime in
South Vietnam? If not, what must be done?
A mood of skepticism and nonconfidence
in the orientation of the struggle began to
seep into the party apparatus and among
some of the masses.

““The situation was truly ripened for an
armed movement against the enemy. But
the leadership of the Nam Bo Regional
Committee (then the Vietcong’s headquar-
ters for the southern part of Vietnam) at
that time still hesitated for many reasons,
but the principle reason was the fear of
violating the party line.

‘““The majority of party members and

. cadres felt that it was necessary to im-

mediately launch an armed struggle in
order to preserve the movement and
protect the forces. In several areas the
party members on their own initiative
had organized armed struggle against the
enemy.”’ .

It was thus the growing realization that
the Geneva Accords had been a defeat

-and not a victory that led to the taking

up of arms again. And the leadership in
Hanoi moved to exercise leadership and
control over this movement after it found
that it was not possible to restrain it
any longer. ’

The Kennedy Administration inherited a
worsening political and military situation
from its predecessors. It proceeded with
the . same basic assumptions. These are
clearly stated in the memorandum of then
Vice President Johnson after a trip to
Southeast Asia in May 1961:

““The batge against Communism must
be joined- in Southeast Asia with strength

. and deterrfiniation to achieve success

there—or the United States must, inevita-
bly, surrender the Pacific and take up
our defense on our own shores...There is
no alternative to United States leadership
in Southeast Asia. Leadership in the indi-
vidual countries rests onthe knowledge and
faith in United States power, will and
understanding...”’ :

General Maxwell Taylor, at that time
Kennedy’s personal military advisor and
later to be the Ambassador in Saigon,
recommended ~ the introduction of U.S.
troops in significant numbers back in 1961.
In a cablegram to Kennedy he minimized
the disadvantage and offered the following
prophetic words:

““As an area for the operations of U.S.
troops, South Vietnam is not an excessively
difficult or unpleasant place to operate.
While the border areas are rugged and
heavily forested, the terrainis comparable

Bi-partisan warriors: (I to r) Truman, Eisenhower, Kennedy, Johnson and Nixon.

scheduled date for the national

to parts of Korea where U.S. troops learned
to live and work without too much effort.”’

KENNEDY

Kennedy secretly sent 400 Special
Forces troops and 100 other military ad-
visors to Vietnam in the spring of 1961.
He also ordered a clandestine campaign
of ‘‘sabotage and light harassment’’ in the
North.

Kennedy’s intellectual advisors, includ-
ing Walt Rostow and the Bundy brothers,
William and McGeorge, began to advocate
more and more insistently heavy U.S.
intervention. William Bundy urged inter-
vention with large numbers of troops on
the grounds that the chances of success
were about 70 per cent.

By the beginning of 1962, there were
about 3,000 U.S. soldiers in Vietnam.
This was to grow to 16,000 by October
1963. During this period the political and

. military situation continued to deteriorate.

U.S. puppet Diem was faced by open
rebellion and chose to brutally crack
down on his Buddhist and other political
opponents. U.S. Ambassador Henry Cabot .
Lodge became the main proponent of a
military coup backed by Washington to
remove Diem before the complete collapse
of his government and imperialist fortunes

“along with it.

According to the Pentagon Papers Lodge
authorized CIA participation in planning
the coup against Diem. The CIA provided
the dissident South Vietnamese generals
with vital intelligence information. Ambas-
sador Lodge offered refuge to the families
of the generals if their plot failed and he
obtained the approval of Washington for
this. Lodge also requested authority from
Washington to put up money for bribes
to win over officers still loyal to Diem.

After some months of confusion Diem
was overthrown and assassinated on No-.
vember 1, 1963. This desperate U.S.-back-
ed move only led to fresh problems.
Succeeding regimes were no more able
to stem the tide of the NLF than Diem
had been.

Following the assassination of Kennedy
it fell to Lyndon Johnson to maneuver
through the endless quagmire which Viet-
nam was becoming for U.S. capitalism.,

Ambassador Bunker with President Thieu.
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The plotters against the Vietnamese people:
Richard Helms, CIA, Philip C. Habib, Ambassador Ellsworth Bunker,

Ho Chi Minh asked for American support.

Johnson’s first moves were to step up
the covert warfare against North Vietnam.
These were known as Operation 34A, be-
ginning on February 1, 1964. Johnson’s
hope was that Hanoi would end the NLF
struggle in the South. He tried to achieve
this by stepping up the pressure on the
North, including U-2 spy plane flights,
kidnapping of North Vietnamese for in-
telligence information, commando raids
to blow up rail and highway bridges, and
bombardment of coastal installations.

All these acts of war were directed
at forcing Hanoi to do something it was
incapable of doing at that time even if
it had wished to—calling off the strug-
gle in the South.

Rostow reasoned that the North Viet-
namese would have to call off the re-
bellion rather than invite the destruction
of their industrial gains they had slowly
and painstakingly build up since the Ge-
neva Accords. -

As the war in the South went from bad
to worse as far as Washington was con-
cerned, with the vast majority of the coun-
try ‘'under NLF control, the Johnson Ad-
ministration began to prepare for air war
against the North. This was .conceived of
from the beginning as a substitute for the
lagging drive against the NLF inthe South.

Assistant Secretary of Defense John
McNaughton developed what was openly
called a ‘‘provocation strategy.’’ Various
‘““scenarios’’ leading up to full-scale bomb-
ing of the North were developed in the year
before it began in February 1965. The
Senate’s passage of the Tonkin Gulf reso-
lution in August 1964 set the stage for
“‘virtually any action.”

The Johnson Administration decidedata
September 7, 1964 White House meeting
that sustained air attacks on the North
would be necessary.

CYNICISM
The policymakers debated the advanta-
ges of air war. Some insisted that it would
“torce Hanoi to force the NLF capitulate.
Others, including William Bundy, were

(L to r) Henry A Kissinger,
Secretary of

not nearly so sanguine. Bundy’s comments
underline the enormous cynicism and vi-
ciousness of these so-called defenders of
democracy:

Bundy agreed that the bombing might
not work, ‘‘yet measured against the costs
of defeat in Vietnam this program seems
cheap. And even if it fails to turn the
tide—as it may—the value of the effort
seems to us to exceed the cost.”

So the imperialists serenely decided
on a policy which was to lead to a greater
aerial bombardment than in all of World
War II, vast destruction of innocent ci-
vilians, hospitals, schools and everything
that the Vietnamese people had struggled
to build.

The bombing decision was kept secret
while Johnson proceeded to win the 1964
election by alandslide as the ‘‘peace candi-
date’’ against the bellicose Barry Gold-
water. Within weeks after the election
victory the Administration was planning
the exact steps by which the previously
agreed upon escalation would be carried
out.

No sooner had the bombing begun than
the Johnson Administration flailed about
‘or another ‘‘solution.’’ It quickly became
clear that the air war could not and would
not improve the situation in the South.
This set the stage for the massive intro-
duction of U.S. troops. Meanwhile the air
war was widened simply because there
was no other policy available.

Each buildup of U.S. forces was advanced
as a means of putting the NLF at a
crushing disadvantage. When the NLF
simply mobilized ever larger sections of
the population against the invaders, more
U.S. "troops were requested and sent. In
this period it began to become clear to
some of the planners that the U.S. go-
vernment was in a fight against what was
termed the ‘‘Vietnamese birth rate.”” In
other words, the imperialists could not
win a victory without the virtual exter-
mination of the entire population.

As this became clearer a section of
the Administration, including Defense Se-
cretary McNamara, became deeply de-
moralized and began to urge cutbacks in
bombing and no new troop commitments.
NcNamara urged this by October 1966.

The Tet offensive of February 1968
forced a new major decision on the
Administration. Johnson was urged by the
military staff to mobilize the reserves,
put the country on war footing and con-
tinue to try for victory. The so-called
de-escalation policy followed a long de-
bate within the Administration. Johnson
was forced out of the race for Presi-
dent and talks with the NLF and North

Vietnamese began in Paris.

The political and military defeat suffered
by the imperialists in the Tet offensive
had forced a limited retreatuponthem. The
Nixon Administration tried to adapt to the
situation. through the so-called Vietna-
mization program. This was and is a hoax
from start to finish. The aim of Nixon’s
policy is to combine a certain level of

John N. Mitchell,

State Rogers,

military pressure with diplomatic pres-

sure for a settlement acceptable to the -

imperialists. The invasions of Cambodia
and Laos are part of this policy. Nixon
has attempted to lower the casualties and
create the illusion of the ‘“‘winding down”’
of the war without being able to deal with
any of the fundamental issues facing the
imperialists.

BIPARTISAN

U.S. policy in Indochina has been a
bipartisan imperialist policy all along.
The Democrats are now heavily repre-
sented in that section of the ruling class
which seeks some sort of compromise
rather than continue the war indefinitely.
But of course it was the Democrats,
including the ‘‘liberal”’ Kennedy and all
of his advisors, whé were largely re-
sponsible for the policy and planning of
the war in its early and middle stages.

A look at some of the top policymakers,
other than the different U.S. presidents
shows just how bipartisan Vietnam policy
has been.

Lodge was Nixon’s Vice-Presidential
candidate in the 1960 election campaign.

He had served as Eisenhower’s UN Am--

bassador in the 1950s. He was one of the
leading Eastern . Republicans, yet he
served as Kennedy’s and Johnson’s Am-
bassador in Saigon in 1963-64 and in
1965-67. He was of course consciously
chosen by Kennedy as a move towards
a united imperialist policy.

McGeorge Bundy is now head of the
Ford Foundation. Back in 1948 he was
a Republican candidate and Dewey’s foreign
policy advisor. He was special assistant
to Kennedy and Johnson for national se-
curity affairs,
a Democrat, while his brother has main-
tained links to the Republicans. William
Bundy was with the CIA from 1951 to
1961. He held various high posts under
the Kennedy and Johnson Administrations.

What emerges clearly from the Pentagon -

Papers is a policy ofaggressionand deceit.
Above all, the imperialists cannot openly
present. their aims and their policies
before the people. At every stage of this
struggle, from the sabotage of the Geneva
Accords and covert war against North
Vietnam, to the stepping up of this covert
war under Kennedy, to the provocations for
escalation under Johnson and the plans for
bombing, to the introduction of U.S. ground
troops in massive numbers, to the inva-
sions of Laos and Cambodia, the govern-
ment in Washinton has systematically and
consciously lied to the American working
class and the entire world.

But this is only part of the story. We
must go further. All the lies of the im-
perialists would not have allowed them to
maintain even their present precarious
position were it not for the lack of a
revolutionary leadership.

In spite of all their reverses, the situa-

tion is still not an impossible one for the -

imperialists. As Maxwell Taylor himself
stated in reference to one of the many

Vice President Agnew, Adm. John S. McCain, Gen. Creighton W. Abrams,
President Nixon, Secretary of Defense Laird, Gen. Earle Wheeler. .

1961-66. William Bundy is .

Lodge backed CIA plot against Diem.:.

tactical plans of Washington:
course of action is inadequate and the
government falls then we must start"dyer j_'
again or try a new approach.”” The im- .-
perialists can always *

overthrown

, STALINISTS

Rather than fighting for such a défeat
the Stalinist leadership of the Vletnamese"
workers and peasants has always offéted;_?
to compromise. This was the meaning of”

Ho Chi Minh’s repeated calls for U.8...
support in 1945-46, at the very same time - =\
as he was exterminating the Vietnamese
Trotskyists, who fought against the Stalin- %

ist policies of compromisc with the im:
perialists. i
The Geneva Accords were a betrayal of
the Vietnamese pre<isely because ‘they
relied upon the promises of the imperial- -
ists for elections in the future andallowed
them meanwhile to reestablish their power
over one half of the country although they
had been routed throughout Vietnam.

No diplomatic deals could crush the
struggle of the Vietnamese against im-
perialism and for socialism. The Hanoi
leadership was "~ forced to take up ‘the
struggle in order to attempt to control it
and rather than lose its position entirely.
Now, after years of heroic struggle by the
workers and peasants of Vietnam, the same
leaders are now coming dangerously close
to a new betrayal.

This is the danger posed by the diplo-
matic posture of the North Vietnamese
and NLF delegations at the Paris nego-
tiations. ‘

The dilemma for Nixon is the same as
that faced by his predecessors. Though
he may push for a diplomatic deal he

"runs the extremely great risk that the

North Vietnamese ~and NLF leadership
would not be able to hold the masses
back in any case. But a- deal with the
Stalinists remains his only hope. So he
continues to push for this while attempting
to maintain his military position.

“If this~ .

‘start over” unless » ..
they are actually defeated and ultlmately‘: R
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SUDAN. . .

(Continued From Page 2)

der torture in the Sudan.

This recalls Stalin’s seating
Chiang Kai-Shek and his Kuomin-
tang as honorary members of the
Communist International only
months before Chiang was to ca-
rry out bloody repression and te-
rror against the Chinese Commu-
nist Party in 1927.

All of this is part of the Krem-
lin’s attempt to keep an equili-
brium inthe Middle East at the ex-
pense of the Arab workers and
peasants. To this end a ‘‘peaceful
settlement’’ wi h Zionism is being
pushed by the Stalinists in the
Middle East, the current means
for that being the Arab Federa-
tion, a right-wing formation con-
sisiting of Egypt, Libya, Syria,
and the Sudan.

The left-wing officers who sta-
ged the coup against Numeiry
were against the Sudan entering
the Federation. The coup was
crushed only after a council of
war in Cairo on July 2l, where
Egyptian President Anwar Sadat,
deputy premier Riad, the foreign
and interior ministers and mem-
bers of the Libyan government
conferred with Vladimir Vinogra-
dov, Soviet ambassador in Cairo.

Within 24 hours, the Libyans
had kidnapped the coup leaders,
and Numeiry was able to report
his restoration to power and be-

" gin his purge of the left.

What has the CP in the United
States to say about all this?

Despite protests by the CP out-
side the Sudanese embassies and

SYLVEIRE. . .

(Continued From Page 4)
class and the productive forcesin .

order to survive. It is prepared
to massacre the Bengali people
in order to crush the Bengali
revolution.

The revolution that threatens
to sweep all of Southeast Asia
has brought the Stalinist bureau-
cracy still closer to imperialism
and precisely at a time when
the Stalinist bureaucracies face
an upsurge of the masses in
Eastern Europe and China on
unprecedented scale.

INSEPARABLE
Our conception has always been
that the construction of a revo-
lutionary youth movement is in-

BOLIVIA . . .

(Continued From Page 4)
influence of the POR?

Sossa: The situation can be’
characterized in the following
way. On the one hand, there are

the proposals of the POR, the do- -

cuments and resolutions prepared
by us which formed the heart
of the Assembly’s work and which
were adopted with few changes
and usually unanimously.

On the other hand, however,
as soon as it came to the election

calls in the Daily World for cle-
mency for the Sudanese Commu-
nists, the CP has refused to call
for a conclusive break by the So-

viet Union with the Sudangovern- -

ment or for the Soviet Union to in-
tervene on behalf of the condem-
ned Communists and trade unio-
nists. .
Rather, what we get in the July
31 Daily World is a wholesale en-
dorsement of the Stalinist policy
which led up to these events. In
an article, “‘Progressive: arela-
tive term”, Tom Foley writes:
‘“Many people are now asking:
‘Why did_we ever say the Sudan
and Libya had ‘progressive* go-
vernments?’ The answer to this
is simple. Compared with what
existed in Libya and the Sudanbe-
fore, these governments were in-
deed progressive.”’

He then goes on todescribe na-
tionalization and various reforms
carried out in the Sudan and Li-
bya (much like the reformsunder

the Peruvian junta). He continues: .

“In all these actions, Libya and
the Sudan were truly progressive
and no one today need apologize
for using that term.

‘““However, ‘progressive’, as a
relative term, aterm of compari-
son, refers not only to the past,
but also to the present and future.
Any regime that turns onthe most
selfless, patriotic and anti-impe-

' rialist groups among its people--

the Communists and the leaders of
the. organized working class--
thereby erases its claim to be
progressive.”’ '

- separable from the construction

of the revolutionary party. It
is precisely in the construction
of a youth movement over the
past ten years that the leader-
ship was built that published the
first Trotskyist daily paper in the
world and which makes the trans-
formation of the Socialist Labour
League into a party possible to-
day. :

In Britain today, the tremen-
dous movement forward of the
working class against the Tory
government throws reformism
into a complete crisis. All the
reformist leaders of the Labor
Party and the unions have con-
stantly collaborated with the Tory
government, helping it to pass

of a leadership of the Assembly
the POR proposals came up a-
gainst a very strong opposition
and when the votes were counted,
the POR represented only around
20% of the delegates, perhaps a
little more.

We are thus faced with a con-
tradictory situation. The pro-
posals of the POR find a very
broad response and no tendency—
whether it is the Stalinists or
Lechin and the mouthpiece of
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This rationalization of the Sta-
linists’ fatal international policy
should be a warning for the wor-
king class as to the plans that the
American Stalinists have for be-
heading the class struggle here.
‘“Progressive’” is arelative term
says Foley, so although the trade
union bureaucracy or the Demo-
cratic Party may betray you to-
morrow, we must stay tied to them
today.

In the face of the attacks that

' are being prepared in the United

States, this course can only lead
the working class into a bloody
defeat like Sudan.

CHINA. . .

(Continued From Page 2)

tg' Nixon than he gave tacit sup- )
port to the repression in Sudan,’

denouncing the executed left wing
officers and communists.

Preparing for Nixon’s visit the

Maoist leadership has opened up
‘a purge of ““‘leftists’’. Under att-
ack is a member of the Chinese
Communist Party Politburo Chen

- Po-ta, a leading spokesman for

the Cultural Revolution which Mao
now admits went beyond his con-
trol. Another CCP member who
led the Red Guards in a thirteen
day occupation of the Chinese Fo-
reign Ministry in 1967 has been
expelled. .

But the Chinese leadership
which for so many years has stood
behind the left cover of denuncia-

anti-union laws due to go into
effect this month, which will
modify the class relations in

-Britain to an extent never seen

before.

STRUGGLE

The working class is marching
to the fight through its traditional
organizations, the unions. .

We must draw the attention of
the youth towards this struggle
to break the working class from
reformism and prepare it for the
struggle for power. That means
a turn towards the unions. It is
above all a theoretical task which
requires a study of the real way
in which the working class de-
velops its consciousness inorder

what remains of bourgeois na-
tionalism or the ultra left ad-
venturist petty bourgeois groups
can provide a coherent alternative
or politically fight the POR’s
arguments. _

But the POR is still a minority
in organization. It has still not
organized a sufficiently wide
layer of militants, intervening
in all sectors of the working
class, and thus we only can count
on a minority of delegates which
unconditionally fight with us in
the Assembly. There is an ex-
ception and fortunately it carries
weight, that is the miners. We
were constantly able to get the
majority of their delegates to
support us.

To get back to the decisions
of the Assembly, the most im-
portant was the one to accelerate
the organization of armed and
trained workers militias. A be-
ginning inthis direction took place
in the days preceding the meeting
of the Assembly and made it
possible, together with the mo-
bilization of the masses to mo-
mentarily counter the threat of
a military coup.

In case of a coup the Popular
Assembly will call a general

Juan Farinas, whose case is now in appeal, speaking before
SSEU -Local 371 meeting, calling for support in fight against
government frameup. Campaign in Farinas’ defense is being
brought into the trade union movement and among youth.

tion of US imperialism cannot ex-

ecute its rightward turn without -

a tremendous crisis and opposi-
tion developing within China it-
self.

The North Vietnamese have
not taken well to the growing
friendliness between the US and
the Chinese bureaucracy and to
the threat that their 26 year old
struggle against imperialism will
be sacrificed. The official Hanoi
paper has denonunced the ‘‘Nixon
doctrine’’ for attempting to ‘‘di-
vide’> the socialist countries,
winning over one section and pi-
tting it against another in order
to oppose the national liberation
movement.”’

At the same time the seven
point proposal put forward by the

to arm ourselves to break the
working class from the grip of
capitalism.

When it was announced that the
Clyde shipyards would be closed
the workers said they would oc-
cupy the yards and, addressing
themselves to the government,
told them: ““If you want to kick
us out, you will have to bring
the troops back from Ireland
to get us out.”

Now, we are capable of bring-
ing the youth into a struggle
against the bureaucracy under
conditions where this is the task

" confronting the whole working

class. These are the political
changes that have taken place
in Britain since 1968.

strike, will assume the military
and political command of the
masses. The decision to go over

to the systematic organization of

militias is geared to this perspec-
tive and prepares the working
class for the inevitable confron-
tation, the fight to fully install its

" own government, the workers and

peasants government.

In the immediate period ahead,
we face two dangers. The first,
is that the Assembly will capi-
tulate to Torres and become what
the pro-Moscow Stalinists as well
as Lechin want—an institution
integrated into the other bour-
geois institutions...

In my opinion, I think that the
pro-Moscow Stalinists represent
a serious threat that no one must
underestimate. The present face
of the Stalinists is very different
in Bolivia than it is in France.

-The Bolivian CP sticks as close

as it can to the line of the POR
and follows the masses in their
evolution to the left. It voted with
the POR for the election of the

' Assembly ‘President and had to

distinguish itself from Lechin.
But its politics are still counter-
revolutionary. As soon as it can
it will attempt to turn the As-

NLF in Paris which includes a
coalition government with the Sai-
gon government is a dangerous
concession towards a Geneva ty-
pe settlement.

The great betrayal which the
Chinese leadership is seeking to
engineer for the benefit of USim-
perialism is a danger not only to
the Vietnamese struggle but the
fight of the American working
class. It can only helpto extricate
Nixon and the US rulers from their
very difficult situation and stren-
gthen its hand for the class war at
home.

This deadly conspiracy will on-
ly be defeated by the construction
of the international Trotskyist
movement.

Today the youth are faced with
the necessity of a big theoretical
leap forward to be in step with
the leap taken in the crisis.

The qualitative change whichis
now the starting point of all
our work in Britain also con-
fronts us in the construction of
a Revolutionary International of
Youth for the crisis of imperial-
ism and Stalinism is interna-
tional.

This is why the Young Soc-
ialists have always taken the
construction of the Revolutionary
Youth International very serious-
ly and will do everything in their
power to construct this Inter- .
national of Youth on the basis of -
Marxist theory.

sembly into a bourgeois institu-
tion.

The Maoists and the ultra-lefts
of the “‘Christian Rebel Demo-
cracy’’ would like to precipitate
the movement and take the As-
sembly down the road ofadventure
before the political process of the
maturing of the consciousness of
the masses has been completed.
For these groups the ‘“‘problem of
revolution” just has to be worked
out in their heads in order to take
place in reality.

Their answer to everything, no
matter what the conditions, at
every moment, is armed struggle.
‘They -organize ‘‘occupations”
(like the one in La Paz to put
an end, so they said, to the pros-

- titution at a motel). At the same

time they vote for Lechin in the
Assembly.

The POR is engaged in the most
violent struggle against these ten-
dencies and is tightening up its
ranks to prepare for this offen-
sive. In this context, the Essen
rally clearly has the greatest
importance and everything must
be done so that its lessons are
brought to Bolivia and contribute
to the political strengthening of
POR without which the Bolivian
proletariat cannot win.
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" Nixon's Board Attacks |

Roofers Wage Increase

BY A BULLETIN
REPORTER

The West Coast has re-
cently been a area of sharp
struggle over wages in the
construction industry,reach-
ing explosive proportions in
Northern California with the
lockout and strikes of thou-
sands of workers.

But it is important to realize
that this movement has been dealt
a blow that, if not reversed with
an all-out fight, means the begin-
ning of the end for collective bar-
gaining in construction.

Roofers of Local 45 inSanDie-
go, who won a 25% fist-year in-
crease, have hadthat contract re-
jected by Nixon’s wage review
board.

To date, the leadership of Local
45 has not mobilized the ranks for
a strike. They are doing exactly
the opposite by persuading the
membership to accept the board’s
wage recommendations in place
of the negotiated contract.

AGENTS .
These leaders are actingasthe

agents of the government intheu-
nion to clear the way for greater
federal control. If board reco-
mmendations are accepted, that
means that negotiations are use-

less in the first place because the:
federal government now has the
final word.

The point, however, is that the
final word speaks in favor of the
contractors. That is why the con-
tractors negotiated a settlement
and then immediately asked the
wage board to quash it. The union
leaders go along with it because
supposedly ‘‘you can’t fight City
Hall.”’ :

NAIL
This situationis serious becau-
se the unions remainisolated, and
can be picked off one by one. Roo-
fers Local 45 is the first cons-

This must be stopped NOW. No
unions must be crushed under the
Federal thumb. Union leaders
must lead a common struggle to
nail this wage board with a strike
of every construction union inthe
country.

‘There is no time to lose. West:

“Coast contractors, using the IL-

WU strike as a cover, are prepa-
ring a massive assault on cons-
workers with layoffs and site .
closures in the near future.
Strike action to fight this isthe
first step. The government’s wage
freezing must be fought with the
construction of a labor party.

Stkrviking Sawmill and Lumber workers picket demanding #1.30 increase. Sacramento

Lifeline Company has brought in scabs to break strike which is now in eighth week.

truction union in California to . o
- have a contract rejected—but on-
ly the first. ; ‘

For Countywide Strike

BY A BULLETIN REPORTER
SAN DIEGO—United Farm Workers Organizing Com-

.mittee has announced thatit is beginning the drive to

shut down all of San Diego County agriculture in a mass

organizing effort.

This strike call is very signi-
cant because it comes at a time
of sharpening strike strugglesall
across the country, and in the
midst of government preparations
to deepen its attack on the work-

Pacific Rail Strike Spreads To SPRR

BY A BULLETIN
REPORTER

PITTSBURGH, CA. —The
railroad strike has now shut
down the Southern Pacific
Railroad. The railroad work-
ers are striking against
efficiency measures which
will introduce speedup and
eliminate a great many jobs.
' They face incredible opposi-
tion from the combined forces
of the capitalist class, including
a federal injunction, vicious anti-
union ads in the newspapers, and
demands by agricultural corpora-

tions like scab lettuce grower
Bud Antler for ‘‘more direct”
government intervention.

The railroads have threatened
“punitive” layoffs and pay cuts
if the strike continues. A United
Transportation Union member
picketing a Southern Pacific sta-
tion told the Bulletin:

‘“The government got an injunc-
tion to keep us from a mass
strike, but we’re having selec-
tive strikes. If we work it right
we can still shut down most
of the railroads. Probably they’ll
try to stop the selective strikes,
too.

‘“Some of the men are saying

we should call a mass strike,
but the leadership won’t have it.
I remember reading about Harry
Bridges and the dock strike of
1934 when they called in the
troops. Our leadership is just
scared that it will happen to us
this time and that’s -all they’re
worried about. You can’t budge
these guys.”

In relation to the longshore
strike and the fact that the ports
in Canada and Mexico have been
left open, he said, ‘Harry Bridges
must know what he’s doing, but
it seems to me they should close
it all down and that’s what we’ll
have to do with the .railroads.”

¢

ing class. In fact, the strike call

is a response to government in>
in agriculture that

tervention
threatens to break the strike in
San Diego and deliver blows to
agricultural unionization in Cali-
fornia.

It is clear that the UFWOC le-
adership has acted under pre-
ssure. The leaders themselves
indicated by thir statements that
a massive strike was not part
of any strategy for Southern Ca-
lifornia agriculture.

They said that the move was a
direct result of a very recent
court decisioninSan Dieg6 whrein
the court refused to block scabs
from working in struck fields,
even though that is part of fede-

‘ral law.on labor disputes inagri-

culture.
RANKS
But the real pressure comes
from the ranks of the strikers
themselves. They are fighting
back scabs and cops andagovern-
ment attempt to break the strike

through  ‘‘decertification’’. The
initial strike effort, limited to a
single company, was forced to
the brink of disaster by the Uni-
ted Farm Workers Organizing
Committee leadership that con-
sistently allowed strikers to re-
main isolated through refusal to
mobilize workers and broaden the
movement.

These ‘‘leaders” parade aro-
und with their retinue ofliberals,
boycotters, and roving priests
while the growers and their agents
prepare to smash striking farm
workers. Now they must execute
a sharp left in order to avoid lo-
sing control of the ranks who must
FIGHT for their union and their
safety while the leaders preach
non-violence and hunger protests
from serene conference rooms.

The federal government has
shown that it is ready to act as a
direct strikebreaking agent. The
State of Califormina is conside-
ring legislation to outlaw boycotts
and exert its control over agricul-
tural union recognition elections.

These attacks must be ans-

~wered by a strike movement that

covers the enire country. SanDie-
go is only the beginning.

Stalinist Betrayal. . .

(Continued From Page 16)
ciently, change methods of work,
utilize labor saving devices and
direct work through employers
representatives while explicitly
observing the provisions and con-
ditions of the agreements.”’

In other words the union gave
up the principle of control over
work methods and loads and pro-
tection from ‘‘labor saving devi-
ces.” Job and pay guarantees
were to be payed from a five mi-
llion dollar per year slush fund
doled out by the employers.

The pact was ratified by all the
locals, except Local 13 in Los
Angeles.Los Angeles’ rejection of
the pact is not so mysterious in
view of the fact that in September
of 1960 Bridges had rushed down
here to squelchatwo-week walk-
out over grievances. Anindication
of Bridges’ cozy relationship with
management at that time is given
by the fact that together with St.
Sure, director of PMA, he out-
lawed grievance work stoppages
as well as stopwork meetings in
L.A. '

In its article of September 10,
1960 entitied ‘L.A. Pier Pacl

Streamlines ‘Beef” Handling”’ the

‘People’s World jeered at would-

be hecklers of Bridges who were
stunned into silence whenSt. Sure
announced that his choice forim-

" partial arbiter to head a compul-

sory dispute board was none other
than ILWU Vice President Ger-
main Bulcke. Such was the ‘‘con-
fidence’” of the bosses in the u-
nion leadership. Such was the out-
right treachery of that leadership.
Such was the sickening pandering
of the Stalinists to that leader-
ship.

In Los Angeles, Bridges took

; the opportunity to bemoan with his

chum from the PMA, St. Sure, the
rise of mechanization. The Peo-
ple’s World of September loth
quotes Bridges as saying: ‘“Idare
say we and the employers in this
industry have gone further than
any in trying to workout this pro-
blem. What’s the solution?”’

The solution of Bridges, St.
Sure and the CP came several
months later —‘‘Mechanization
and Modernization™.

The M and M agreements of
1961 did not result inanimmedia-
te crisis for dockers. However,

they did represent, in principle,
a capitulation by the Bridges lea-
dership to the PMA onthe crucial
question of automation. The crisis
that exists today was prepared by
the deepening crisisof capitalism

itself along with Bridges’ out and .

out betrayal of the union in the M
and M agreement of 1966.

In the 1966 pact Bridges carried
out the logic of the 1961 agree-
ments. In return for abigger dole
from the PMA (813,000 per regis-
tered worker after twenty five
years service) plus 90¢ over five
years, the union gave up outright
the no layoff guarantee and the
guarantee on minimum weekly
wages. In addition the employers
were given greater latitude in
work assignments and in the eli-
mination of ‘‘unnecessary’’ men
in favor of machines.

This time there was a full
scales rank and file revolt. Of
the big longshore locals only San
Francisco voted in favor. Only a
big ‘‘yes’’ vote in San Francisco
and in the clerks locals overcame

the decisive ‘no” registered up

and down the coast. A fight against

made the difference!

It was this fight the Stalinists
refused to take up. Pursuing a po-
licy of the rankest opportunism
the CP attempted to back Bridges
without openly éndorsing the pact.
Between April 23, 1966 when the
People’s World carried an arti-
cle reporting Bridges’ demands in
the upcoming talks, namely an im-
proved M and M, and July 16 when
it reported the tentative agree-
ment between the ILWU negotia-
ting committee and the PMA, the
Stalinists maintained icomplete
silence in their press on the fun-
damental fight taking place inside
the union. ;

In the article of July I6th they
simply reprted the widesperead
dissatisfaction with the negotia-
ted settlement and attempted io
counterpose to the sellout of de-

rantees the ‘‘attractive’’ money
package. They effectively pushed
for swift ratification by conclu-
ding the article with the statement
that the wage increase would only
be retroactive if the pact werea-
pproved by August Ist.

In an August 6tharticle report-

ing the ratification of the new pact,
the People’s World again empha-
sized the ‘‘big money provi-
sions.”” On the fundamental threat
posed to jobs and to the union it-
self by the mechanization and
work rules provisions, it offered
nothing but the question: ““...will
the displacement (by automation)
attain a faster rate thantheattri-
tion effected by skimming off the
top (by retirement?)”’ _

In 1966 the Stalinists valued
their ties to Bridges more than
the interests of the dockers. That
is why they failed to carryout the
necessary fight against Bridges to
protect the union from the emplo-
sers’ plans to weaken and even-
tually smash it. Today the Stali-
nists carry out the same policies
of class collaboration and capitu-

"lation.
cades of hard won rights and gua-

Dockers must learnthe lessons

- of their own history and repudiate

the Stalinist traitors once and for
all. The Stalinists will do anything
to prevent the independent politi-
cal mobilization of the working
class and the building of a true
Marxist leadership, a Trotskyist -
leadership, in the unions.

"Bridges in Local 10 could have ~
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HacksUse Goons

On CWA Ranks

BY A CWA MEMBER ,

SAN FRANCISCO--At a special union meeting, Tues-
day July 27, Communications Workers of America
Local 9410 unanimously supported the Executive Board’s
decision to override CWA International’s order to the

local to go back to work,

crossing the International

Brotherhood of Electrical Workers Local 1269 picket

lines.

A virtual revolt by the ranks had
forced the president of the local,
G.G. Kirkpatrick to declare that
the local would continue to honor
the lines although this decision
places his job and the entire lo-
cal on the line. The rank and file
angrily booed down the CWA In-
ternational representative as he
lamely tried to explain why they
would continue to order us back
although IBEW’s strike is clearly
sanctioned by the AFL-CIO, as
well as its own International.

Ever since CWA national presi-
dent Joseph A. Beirne ordered
strikers back to work before con-
tract ratification ballots were e-
ven mailed out, the rank and‘file
has been demanding that they get
back to acting ‘‘like a union”.

It becomes clear as the mee-
ting proceeded and more and more
people took the floor to continue
on the subject of the CWA’s own
contract offer ( which was recei-
ved with overwhelming hostility
when presented at a meeting the
previous week) that the leader-
ship could in noway affordtoans-
wer any questions about the stru-
ggle for wages and benefits or why
this struggle had been purposely
dissipated as a nationwide move-
ment.

HOOLIGAN

The bureaucracy at this meet-
ing did not limit itself to merely
red-baiting or shouting down the
speakers. The rank and file was
clearly fuming at the gaping holes
that the leadership had left in
the struggle for wages. The Work-

ers League supporter who put
forward a motion for the local
to declare itself ready to stay
out indefinitely for 25% the first
year was dragged away by his
neck in mid-sentence amidst the
protest of the membership.

All further speakers attempting
to clarify the contract offer or in
any way deal with anything beyond
the IBEW’s strike was not only in-
sinuated to be a Communist, by
the President, but also pushed
roughly away from the micro-
phone or otherwise terrorized by
the goon squad.

Subsequently, the rank and file
no longer took the microphone but
a steady stream ofcriticisms was
levied at the chair from the sea-
ted members. At this point, the
meeting was declared adjourned
for the subject of the IBEW was

‘over. However, the rank and file

largely remained seated and ye-
lled ““NO’’ back at the chair. The
sweeping arm of the goon squad
quickly emptied most of the room.

President Kirkpatrick procee-
den then to beat up one ofhiscri-
tics, while protected withinaring
of goons from those members try-
ing to stop the fight. One member
who had managed to snap a few
pictures of the leadership’s fist-
fighting had her camera grabbed
and smashed by the goons and was
forcibly removed from the room.

It is clear from the leadership’s
desperate attempt to clamalidon
boiling rage of the CWA rank and
file, that they areterribly threat-
ened by a program which calls for
the winning of 25%, for the winning

of all CWA demands. Under the
guidelines. of Nixon’s ‘‘incomes
policy’’ as spoken through Secre-
tary of Labor Hodgson to the CWA,
the national CWA leadership and
the International have acted to call
off the strike to force this local to
become scabs on the IBEW.
The local leadership was forced
to immediately falsify the entire
proceedings at the meeting. The

San Francisco Examiner publi- .

shed an article the following day
characterizing the meeting as a
hooligan attack on the president
by the Progressive Labor Party,
which certainly did not occur.
But this is the sortof “‘truth’’ that
the leadership must give outinor-
der to confuse and terrorize its
membership.

Local 9410 must stay out and
vote NO on the contract.

As IBEW picketed Bell (above) CWA Local 9410 President Kirk-

patrick tried unsuccessfully to force CWA ranks to cross IBEW line. -

Bridges Endangers

BY A BULLETIN REPORTER
SAN FRANCISCO—As the Longshoremen’s strike which
has shut down 24 ports on the west coast enters its
second month, the greatest danger is raised by the
moves of the Bridges leadership.

Bridges has agreed to reopen
negotiations, the first since the
strike began, not only with the Pa-
cific Maritime Associationbut al-
so with Governor Reagan. Last
week US Secretary of State Stans
stepped in calling for a settle-
ment. Reagan and other west
coast governors followed by de-
manding to be present at negotia-
tions.

The government is now moving
into open intervention into the
strike to break the back of the

fight on wages and jobs.

CAPITULATE

Bridges is entering into these
negotiations by already beginning
to capitulate on the demand for a
40 hour guarantee. Lately he has
said that the battle is one for *‘ju-
risdiction.”” In other words it is
not a fight for full employment
against the employers’ plans to
smash jobs on the docks, but a
battle between the ILWU and the
Teamsters for a dwindling num-

5 Week Dock Strike

ber of ijs.

The ranks of the ILWU must
mobilize now to make sure that
there is absolutely -no retreat
from the wage demands and the 40
hour guarantee and againstany a-
ttempt by Bridges to compromise.

- ‘Bridges has continued to per-
mit cargoto move through ports in
British Columbia and Mexico, as
well as the shipment of perisha-
ables and war goods. The ranks
must demand that these ports be
closed and that all goods be
stopped. This must be combined
with a massive campaign for su-
pport from the entire labor move-
ment.

~ STALINIST BETRAYAL ON THE WATERFRONT

West Coast longshoremen picket.

BY BARRY ZVERKOV
AS THE DOCK strike that
has closed down the entire
West Coast enters into its
sixth week, the impasse be-
tween the ILWU and the Pa-
cific Maritime Association
(PMA) sharply poses the fun-
damental political nature of
the shutdown.

Under the pressure of the deep-
ening economic crisis with its
developing trade wars and profit
squeeze, the PMA is committed
to carrying out the logic of the
‘““Mechanization and Moderniza-
tion’’ agreements signed by ILWU
President Harry Bridges in 1961
and 1968. These agreements
paved the way for the PMA to
institute its massive program of
automation and rationalization
which today threatens to shut
down all but a few container
ports and throw thousands of
dockers out of work.

The union’s demands of $1.60
over two years and a 40 hour gua-

rantee are totally irreconcilable
with these plans. They are totally
irreconcilable with the govern-
ment’s policies of recession, un-
employment, and wage freezing.
They can only be won by forcing
Bridges to bring the entire labor
movement ‘into the fight for a ge-
neral strike and building a labor
party to oust the capitalist parties
in 1972. ‘

The working class is in the
midst-of a massive strike wave.
This tremendous offensive of the
working class nationally is today
expressed sharply on the West
Coast. Victory for the dockers
can only come from a conscious

. program to direct this movement

politically in a class fight against :
the employers. :

It is this political struggle on
the docks whichthe AmericanCo-
mmunist Party consciously seeks
to obscure. Consistent with its
whole history of backing up or
covering for Bridges’ betrayals,
it seeks today to reinforce the
ranks’ illusions, allowing Bridges !

to sell out the life and death fight
against attrition, speedup and la-
offs.

In the July 10th People’s World
Conn Hallinan wrote that the ma-
jor issues in the strike ‘‘cut to
the very heart of the crisis that
has overtaken this industry inthe
past ten years.”” What he fails to
mention is that for the last ten
years the dockers have been
shackled to the M and M agree-
ments that bartered away the
substance of the basic princi-
ples and guarantees won by the
union since 1934, leaving little
more than the shell. In the M and
M agreements the Bridges lea-
dership capitulated to the PMA’s
plan to automate by virtually se-
lling them the workbook and a-
long with it job security and ear-
nings guarantees. Hallinan wants
to forget all about this because the
the CP completely backed the a-
greements in 1961 and covered
for Bridges whenhe rammed them
through in 1966.

In the People’s World of De-

cember 10, 1960 the CP hailed
the ratification of the first six
year M and M agreements by San
Francisco Local 10 as *“...an im-
pressive triumph for the union’s
international officers, headed by
President Harry Bridges.”” The
People’s World went on to quote
Bridges, who called the agree-
ment ‘... the greatest achieve-
ment of the union and the greatest
step forward since the establish-
ment of the hiring hall, decasuali-
zation and union security after
the 1934 general strike.”’

Of what, exactly, did this ‘‘great
achievement’ consist? In return
for assurances from the PMA a-
gainst layoffs, a guarantee of mi-
nimum weekly earnings, and a
pledge against speedups and in-
fringements of safety rules, the
bosses were ‘...relieved from
restrictions in contract and work-
ing rules dealing with sling loads,
first place of rest, multiple hand-
gang sizes and manning scales so
as to permit them tooperate effi-

(Continued On Page 15)
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On CWA Ranks

BY A CWA MEMBER
SAN FRANCISCO—At a special union meeting, Tues-
day July 27, Communications Workers of America
Local 9410 unanimously supported the Executive Board’s
decision to override CWA International’s order to the

local to go back to work,

crossing the International

Brotherhood of Electrical Workers Local 1269 picket

lines.

A virtual revolt by the ranks had
forced the president of the local,
G.G. Kirkpatrick to declare that
the local would continue to honor
the lines although this decision
places his job and the entire lo-
cal on the line. The rank and file
angrily booed down the CWA In-
ternational representative as he
lamely tried to explain why they
would continue to order us back
although IBEW’s strike is clearly
sanctioned by the AFL-CIO, as
well as its own International.

Ever since CWA national presi-
dent Joseph A. Beirne ordered
strikers back to work before con-
tract ratification ballots were e-
ven mailed out, the rank and‘file
has been demanding that they get
back to acting ‘‘like a union”.

It becomes clear as the mee-
ting proceeded and more and more
people took the floor to continue
on the subject of the CWA’s own
contract offer ( which was recei-
ved with overwhelming hostility
when presented at a meeting the
previous week) that the leader-
ship could in noway afford toans-
wer any questions about the stru-
ggle for wages and benefits or why
this struggle had been purposely
dissipated as a nationwide move-
ment.

HOOLIGAN

The bureaucracy at this meet-
ing did not limit itself to merely
red-baiting or shouting down the
speakers. The rank and file was
clearly fuming at the gaping holes
that the leadership had left in
the struggle for wages. The Work-

ers League supporter who put
forward a motion for the local
to declare itself ready to stay
out indefinitely for 25% the first
year was dragged away by his
neck in mid-sentence amidst the
protest of the membership.

All further speakers attempting
to clarify the contract offer or in
any way deal withanything beyond
the IBEW’s strike was notonly in-
sinuated to be a Communist, by
the President, but also pushed
roughly away from the micro-
phone or otherwise terrorized by
the goon squad.

Subsequently, the rank and file
no longer took the microphone but
a steady stream ofcriticisms was
levied at the chair from the sea-
ted members. At this point, the
meeting was declared adjourned
for the subject of the IBEW was
over. However, the rank and file
largely remained seated and ye-
lled *“NO’’ back at the chair. The
sweeping arm of the goon squad
quickly emptied most of the room.

President Kirkpatrick procee-
den then to beat up one ofhiscri-
tics, while protected withinaring
of goons from those members try-
ing to stop the fight. One member
who had managed to snap a few
pictures of the leadership’s fist-
fighting had her camera grabbed
and smashed by the goons and was
forcibly removed from the room.

It is clear from the leadership’s
desperate attempt to clamalidon
boiling rage of the CWA rank and
file, that they areterribly threat-
ened by a program which calls for
the winning of 25%, for the winning

of all CWA demands. Under the
guidelines of Nixon’s ‘‘incomes
policy’’ as spoken through Secre-
tary of Labor Hodgson to the CWA,
the national CWA leadership and
the International have acted to call
off the strike to force this local to
become scabs on the IBEW.

The local leadership was forced
to immediately falsify the entire
proceedings at the meeting. The
San Francisco Examiner publi-
shed an article the following day
characterizing the meeting as a
hooligan attack on the president
by the Progressive Labor Party,
which certainly did not occur.
But this is the sortof “‘truth’’ that
the leadership must give out inor-
der to confuse and terrorize its
membership.

Local 9410 must stay out and
vote NO on the contract.

Bridges has agreed to reopen
negotiations, the first since the
strike began, not only with the Pa-
cific Maritime Associationbut al-
so with Governor Reagan. Last
week US Secretary of State Stans
stepped in calling for a settle-
ment. Reagan and other west
coast governors followed by de-
manding to be present at negotia-
tions.

The government is now moving
into open intervention into the
strike to break the back of the
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patrick tried unsuccessfully to force CWA ranks to cross IBEW line.

Bridges Endangers
5 Week Dock Strike

BY A BULLETIN REPORTER
SAN FRANCISCO—ASs the Longshoremen’s strike which
has shut down 24 ports on the west coast enters its
second month, the greatest danger is raised by the
moves of the Bridges leadership.

fight on wages and jobs.

CAPITULATE

Bridges is entering into these
negotiations by already beginning
to capitulate on the demand for a
40 hour guarantee. Lately he has
said that the battle isone for ‘‘ju-
risdiction.”” In other words it is
not a fight for full employment
against the employers’ plans to
smash jobs on the docks, but a
battle between the ILWU and the
Teamsters for a dwindling num-

ber of jobs.

The ranks of the ILWU must
mobilize now to make sure that
there is absolutely -no retreat
from the wage demands and the 40
hour guarantee and againstanya-
ttempt by Bridges to compromise.

Bridges has continued to per-
mit cargo to move through ports in
British Columbia and Mexico, as
well as the shipment of perisha-
ables and war goods. The ranks
must demand that these ports be
closed and that all goods be
stopped. This must be combined
with a massive campaign for su-
pport from the entire labor move-
ment.

STALINIST BETRAYAL ON THE WATERFRONT

West Coast longshoremen picket.

BY BARRY ZVERKOV
AS THE DOCK strike that
has closed down the entire
West Coast enters into its
sixth week, the impasse be-
tween the ILWU and the Pa-
cific Maritime Association
(PMA) sharply poses the fun-
damental political nature of
the shutdown.

Under the pressure of the deep-
ening economic crisis with its
developing trade wars and profit
squeeze, the PMA is committed
to carrying out the logic of the
‘““Mechanization and Moderniza-
tion’’ agreements signed by ILWU
President Harry Bridges in 1961
and 1968. These agreements
paved the way for the PMA to
institute its massive program of
automation and rationalization
which today threatens to shut
down all but a few container
ports and throw thousands of
dockers out of work.

The union’s demands of $1.60
over two years and a 40 hour gua-

rantee are totally irreconcilable
with these plans. They are totally
irreconcilable with the govern-
ment’s policies of recession, un-
employment, and wage freezing.
They can only be won by forcing
Bridges to bring the entire labor
movement into the fight for a ge-
neral strike and building a labor
party to oust the capitalist parties
in 1972.

The working class is in the
midst-of a massive strike wave.
This tremendous offensive of the
working class nationally is today
expressed sharply on the West
Coast. Victory for the dockers
can only come from a conscious

_program to direct this movement

politically in a class fight against
the employers.

It is this political struggle on
the docks which the American Co-
mmunist Party consciously seeks
to obscure. Consistent with its
whole history of backing up or
covering for Bridges’ betrayals,
it seeks today to reinforce the
ranks’ illusions, allowing Bridges |

to sell out the life and death fight
against attrition, speedup and la-
offs.

In the July 10th People’s World
Conn Hallinan wrote that the ma-
jor issues in the strike ‘‘cut to
the very heart of the crisis that
has overtaken this industry inthe
past ten years.’’ What he fails to
mention is that for the last ten
years the dockers have been
shackled to the M and M agree-
ments that bartered away the
substance of the basic princi-
ples and guarantees won by the
union since 1934, leaving little
more than the shell. In the M and
M agreements theé Bridges lea-
dership capitulated to the PMA’s
plan to automate by virtually se-
Iling them the workbook and a-
long with it job security and ear-
nings guarantees. Hallinan wants
to forget all about this because the
the CP completely backed the a-
greements in 1961 and covered
for Bridges when he rammed them
through in 1966.

In the People’s World of De-

cember 10, 1960 the CP hailed
the ratification of the first six
year M and M agreements by San
Francisco Local 10 as *‘...an im-
pressive triumph for the union’s
international officers, headed by
President Harry Bridges.’” The
People’s World went on to quote
Bridges, who called the agree-
ment ‘... the greatest achieve-
ment of the union and the greatest
step forward since the establish-
ment of the hiring hall, decasuali-
zation and union security after
the 1934 general strike.”’

Of what, exactly, did this ‘‘great
achievement’’ consist? In return
for assurances from the PMA a-
gainst layoffs, a guarantee of mi-
nimum weekly earnings, and a
pledge against speedups and in-
fringements of safety rules, the
bosses were ‘‘...relieved from
restrictions incontract and work-
ing rules dealing with sling loads,
first place of rest, multiple hand-
gang sizes and manning scales so
as to permit them tooperate effi-
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