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notes and
comment

We welcome contributions from our readers on articles
in PL Magazine and related topics. Both letters, which
appear under notes, and longer contributions, which
are printed as comment, should be addressed to:
PL MAGAZINE
GPO Box 808
Brooklyn, New York, 11202

“The Armed
People”

To the Editor:

The article on the Soviet
Army, The Retreat From
Revolution by L.F.G. (Vol. 12
No. 3 Summer 1979) was very
informative, generally well
thought out, and adds to our
understanding of the growth of
revisionism in the Soviet
Union.

However there is an under-
lying assumption of the article
that requires much more
thought. What I'm referring
to is the thesis, set forth by
Marx and approved by Lenin-
the suppression of the standing
army, and the substitution for
it of the armed people.

Certainly the working class
must smash the old bourgeois
state apparatu$ and especially
the old standing army. L.F.G.
is quite correct to point our
the seriousness of the mistike
to try to incorporate the old
Tsarist officers into the new
Red Army as well as the error
of elevating technique over
politics.

The question I wish to raise
is exactly what is meant by
‘““the armed people.” Yes, the
working class must be armed.
But does this guarantee that
armed force will be used in
the interests of the working
class? As we are well aware,
the class struggle continues
under the dictatorship of the
proletariat and even sharpens
Contradictions  within the
working class will continue to
exist for a long time. Cer-
tainly policy cannot be de-
termined by ‘‘who is the
fastest gun in the West.”’

What is fundamentally
wrong with the ‘“‘armed peo-
ple’’ thesis is that it leaves
out the role of the party. The
issue is not that the existence

of a red army, per se, proves
that revisionism will triumph.
The issue is: What kind of a
red army is it? How does it
serve the working class? How
is it integrated into the work-
ing class? As long as there is
class struggle, there will be
a need for a special state ap-
paratus. The main component
of this is armed forces—an
armed force which is organ-
ized and trained to serve the
working class. This can only
be done if the party controls
the armed forces.

Historical experiences in
the Soviet Union and China
show that the party can go
revisionist. This then leads
to a transformation of the
dictatorship of the proletariat
into a bourgeois dictatorship.
Some may think that the way to
guarantee that the party cannot
turn around by having no red
army at all, This is pure and
simple utopianism in anepoch
of intense class struggle na-
tionally and internationally.

Ultimately the only guar-
antee that revisionism will
not triumph is by winning the
working class to a high level
of communist consciousness.
This will be a long protracted
process that cannot be solved
by simply having no army at
all. Comradely,

A Brooklyn Comrade

Errors in
Cartoon?

To the Editor:

The cartoon on pages 60-61
of the Fall, 1979 issue of PL
Magazine (v. 12, No. 4) con-
tains a number of errors of
Marxist economic theory.

Labor power is a social
category that exists only in
the presence of a propertyless
proletariat which has only its
ability to work to sell. Thus

it is a capitalist economic
category. Labor, or work, is
the universal aspect of labor
power and has existed through
the history of humans.

Surplus labor power and
necessary labor power didnot
exist during antiquity strictly
speaking. Surplus labor did.

Surplus value could not exist
during feudalism which was
not a society based on com-
modity exchange and produc-
tion for profit. Surplus value
only emerges historically in
the context of capitalist pro-
duction relations in which
labor power is a commodity.

The above is a simplifica-
tion. Throughout history there
has been commodity produc-
tion. But only under capital-
ism does commodity produc-
tion become the rule rather
than the exception. Surplus
labor itself is an interesting
concept. It has both objective
and subjective elements. How-
ever, what is ‘‘surplus’’ and
what is ‘‘necessary’ is de-
termined more by class strug-
gle and relations of power
than by any criteria of social
need.

It is useful that the errors
in this cartoon were made in
the middle of an article on
dialectics and history since
the main aspect of the error
is the contradiction between
the universal aspect of things
and the particular aspects.
Another problem that the car-
toon blurs is the distinction
between the relative and the
absolute. On the one hand itis
possible to divide European
history into arbitrarily dis-
tinct periods. On the other
hand, these distinctions have
a relative character andthere
were a number of similarities
among these periods. For ex-
ample: the contradiction be-
tween city life and rural life,
male. domination, the division
of labor. Yet within each of
these universals thereareim-
portant particular differences




from one society to the. other.
In conclusion as dialectical
materialists we must be flex-
ible enough to keep a firm
grasp on the main aspect of a
contradiction andthe principal
contradiction determining the
development of any particular
process, while at the same
time remembering that reality
is infinite and many-sided.
J.G. Brooklyn

On Poetry

To the Editors:

Here are some thoughts on
the two poems published in
the Summer 1979 issue. Ithink
PL Magazine ought to publish
creative work regularly, and
that means we ought to publish
the best work we haveinhand,
unless it’s really bad work
(I'm assuming we’re only
talking about work that’s po-
litically consistent with our
line, and preferably work that
advances our line and argues
strongly for it).

‘““Motown’’ is consistent
with our line, in coming down
for class solidarity and

. against working-class sellout,
especially in focusing on the
working-class artist who
cashes in on the bourgeois
manufacture of culture for a
working-class audience,
namely rock. It’s onesided, I
think, in concentrating so ex-
clusively on the rock star—
it even, ironically, glamorizes
him! I miss a sense of the
strong alternative to this ris-
ing-star syndrome: the pas-
sages about the people he
leaves behind him are de-
pressed, uncomplimentary,
hopeless.

I'd like in this poem a fuller
sense of the writer’s own
stake: what he’s trying to do
writing revolutionary poetry,
for instance, that makes him
hate the star somuch. Inever-
theless seeitas clearly aimed,
angry, making its point well.
But PLP artists should be
more hopeful, for God’s sake!
More love, struggle, personal
force have to get into our art.

From the Editors
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notes

The other poem about the
march to the. Immigration jail
at the Brooklyn Navy Yard
also is slow and dispiriting
at the start. But its strength
is that it goes more deeply
into the (imagined, true) ex-
perience of workers in that
jail. I have some reservations
about some of the imagery
and phrasing applied to the
immigrants: I like very much
the hand waving like a sea fan,
but the ‘‘short thick leggy
fingers,”” and ‘‘Indian cheek-
bones’’ I could do without be-
cause the phrases use short-
hand physical references to
type somebody—the usual
mechanism of racist and sex-
ist stereotyping. These are
perhaps residues of racism
in the poem’s language that, in
line with the recent internal
on racism in the party, we
should edit out in fraternal
struggle with the author. On
things like this you have to
proceed with tact and gen-
erosity toward the author, I
think. But the ending of the
poem I have no reservations
about: it does justice to a
moment that I too thought was
remarkable, a kind of mile-
stone. Except the word
“‘ghetto’’: I think that’s full of
racist overtone, in spite of
being used by anti-racists in
militant contexts. We live in
such places: we don’t go to
see them! Surely PL writing
should have that tone, of in-
timate knowledge of the work-
ers, or respect for the texture
of their daily lives? J.S. just
may not have that first-hand
knowledge, which is no crime;
‘but he should be aware of the
perspective this gives his
poetry about workers.

The writing in ‘““Motown’’ is
tighter, the momentus of the
single sentence building to the
strong wedding-party image
of the ending. The other poem
is slack in the middle.

J.S.’s style is apt for po-
litical poetry: he can modu-
late from oppressionto strug-
gle; he can put physical
texture into political symbols
(“‘raked’’ with barbéd wire is
nice!); he has enough cadence

to 'avoid prosiness or versi-
fied statement. He is full of
implication all the time, so

_ the poem moves beyond itself

as an object, moves, and
moves us, out into the world
where things need doing. My
response to the Navy Yard
poem was overwhelmingly
positive, in spite of all my
criticism above: ‘‘let’s get
them out of there!’’ isthe very
clear spirit of the poem.

A Reader

Decay and
Rebirth

To the Editors:

In its June 1st, 1979 edi-
torial, the New York Times
expressed extreme fear over
the second law of thermody-
namics. Fear of a scientific
principle? Well, not quite. It
seems that a Belgian physi-
cist, Ilya Prigogine, has form-
ulated some revolutionary
changes in one of science’s
basic assumptions. Dr. Prigo-
gine’s research shows that
every decaying system, phy-
sical or otherwise, gives rise
to a new and more complex
system out of the very decay
of the parent system. In a
sense Dr. Prigogine has dem-
onstrated the physical neces-
sity for development and
progress out of the decay nf
the old. In short, he has math-
ematically defined the in-
evitability of revolution in
every system of the universe
— physical and social.

It is no wonder that the New
York Times warned everyone
‘““not to draw progressive,
social and psychological con-
clusions from these discover-
ies.”” The science of physics
has proven the necessity for
special revolution! But what
is this change in the second
law of thermodynamics? For
over 150 years, all scientific
disciplines have based their
theories on the laws of therm-
odynamics. As Lehnninger, in

his book Biochemistry states
it, ‘‘the second law of therm-
odynamics ... states that all
physical and chemical
processes always proceed
with an increase in disorder
or randomness in the world
...orderliness cannot arise
spontaneously from dis-
order.”” It was always as-
sumed that all systems just
fell apart. For example, water
evaporates, stars burn out,
information becomes
scrambled, clothes wear out,
and people die. And eventually
the whole universe would just
wear down to a disordered
mass of energy. Therefore, it
was believed that all social
organizations would always
decay into ultimate disorder—
merely disorder. That would
mean that revolutionis a futile
gesture, because there would
be no continuing progress—
only ultimate disorder.

This is where Dr. Prigo-
gine’s research comes in.
Prigogine has discovered that
while a system, any system, is
decaying, small portions of
that decaying system are using
the energy of disintegration to
reorganize on a more complex
basis, which eventually be-
comes an entirely new and
more complex comprehensive
system. Ineffect, he has shown
that orderliness does arise
spontaneously from disorder.
For example, certain disinte-
grating chemicals give rise
to life, shattered stars give
rise to new, and decaying
capitalism gives risetoanew,
more complex social order—
socialism.

Engels would be gratified
to learn that someone has dis-
covered a mathematical de-
scription of the dialectical
principle of the negation of
the negation. As he pointed
out in Anti-Duhring, ‘‘each
class of things therefore has
its appropriate form of being
negated in such a way that it
gives rise to a development.”’
Once again, dialectical ma-
terialism, the philosophy
which forms the basis for
scientific socialism, is vin-
dicated. Ric Hirst, New York




notes and comment

The Weber Decision: New Direction on Racism?

The Weber case may indi-
cate that the ruling class has
turned away from a strategy
of trying to increase or maxi-
mize racism internally. The
reaction of ruling class media
was almost unanimously sup-
portive, the decision included
votes from what would be
termed ‘‘conservative’’ jus-
tices, and the decision may or
may not be a reflection of the
r.c.’s weakness in its strug-
gles with Soviet imperialists.

It is probably a mistake to
make too many inferences
from the Weber decision and
the reaction to it; yet, I want

to raise the inferences I have
tentatively drawn for purposes
of discussion.

The decision was by a five
to two vote, with two judges
either sick or not partici-
pating. The five justices in-
cluded Stewart (thought to be
generally conservative),
Blackmun (a conservative
Nixon appointee who is not an
open fascist like Burger and
Reinquist, also Nixon ap-
pointees).and Byron White (an
ex-Deputy Attorney General
and tough on *‘law and order’’).
They were joined by Thurgood
Marshal and William Bren-

nan, the ‘‘liberals.”’

One of the judges not par-
ticipating was Justice Powell,
who wrote the majority opinion
in the Bakke case. Although
it might not popularly be
realized as such, Powell’s
opinion did allow ‘‘prefer-
ence’’ to be granted women
and minorities with regard to
graduate school admissions,
and, by logical extension,
therefore to employment op-
portunities. In short, evenhad
all nine justices participated,
the Weber vote would probably
have been six to three, at the

(continued on page 6)

The Myth of Illegal Immigration

Over the past few years the
US Immigration and Naturali-
zation Service (INS) has sys-
tematically created the myth
of the ‘‘illegal alien problem.”’
There has been a constant
barrage of propaganda from
Washington and from local
INS offices that the United
States is being flooded by il-
legal immigrants from Latin
America. Local politicians
have seized upon this myth
during elections and during
budget seasons to justify vir-
tually every urban ill.

In New York City illegal

aliens have been blamed for
drug pushing, prostitution,
crime, overcrowded schools,
arson, unemployment among
US blacks and Puerto Ricans,
etc. Furthermore, INS has
claimed that the number of
illegal aliens in New York City
alone is - at a minimum -
750,000. INS says that the
range could be as high as 1.5
million in New York City.
Once the figure becomes ac-
cepted - although it is a false
one, as we will show shortly -
the illegal alien is then
charged with not paying taxes

while at the same time, con-
suming vast amounts of City
services. The exploitation of
this myth by ruling class poli-
ticians has become a standard
tool for shifting the blame
for the rotten services the
City of New York offers from
the ruling class tothe working
class. The working class be-
comes divided amongst itself
as the blame for the decline
of municipal servicesisaimed
at illegal aliens and, when the
occasion warrants it, the mu-
nicipal unions.

(continued on page 6)

Science and Marxism: New Developments

Even students in basic
sciences are seldom encour-
aged to deeply study the scien-
tific philosophical basis of
their science. Behind all the
‘‘objectivity’” and abstract
mathematics, bourgeois
science is in fact full of bour-
geois ideology. Since the bour-
geois world-views cannot
allow a universe of constant
flux and development, or qual-
ities and discontinuities, it is
little wonder that they have a
hard time coming to terms
with a universe that contains
all these things. As Engels

said, ‘‘necessity and chance,
two main opposites . .. treated
separately, become trans-
formed into one another.’’ The
bourgeois physicist proves
this true by oscillating be-
tween absolute determinism

- on the one hand and total inde-

terminism and idealism on the
other (clearly shown in quan-
tum mechanics). The failure
of bourgeois science to en-
compass  quality, discon-
tinuity, change, and contra-
diction in the universe leads
many to reject science and
look to mystical explanations

of reality.

To serious scientists look-
ing at reality, these failures
may be evident, and from time
to time they may develop the-
ories with important dialec-
tical content. Such advances
are both required for the ad-
vance of science and are a
threat to the future of the rul-
ing class. Scientists have at-
tacked the mechanistic world
of quantity and continuity in a
number of ways.

(continued on page 8)




comment

Weber DeCl:Sion (continued from page. 5)

closest. I am, of course, sug-
gesting that this is a weird
result from a conservative
“‘Nixon-dominated’’ -court.

It might be too simplistic
to think that the Supreme
Court reflects ruling class
thinking and/or strategy inits
decisions. However, here we
have more to go on—chiefly
the response of ruling class
media across the country. The
response of such worthies as
the N.Y. Times, Time Maga-
zine, The Wall Street Journal,
etc. ranged from slightly
favorable to openly approving.
One major theme of the media,
who apparently consulted with
representatives of large in-
dustrial companies (as well as
their own owners, we pre-
sume), was that ‘‘The decision
makes clear what companies
may do,andremoves confusion
and fear about ‘reverse dis-
crimination’ suits.’’”” There
was no special sympathy shown
toward white male workers
like Weber, who normally
would bring the reverse dis-
erimination suits. Onlya hand-
ful of columnists (like the
arch-conservative William
Safire) have spoken out against
the decision. There has not
been, to my observation, any
attempt by the media to sug-
gest ‘‘increased resentments
by white workers toward af-
firmative action because of
Weber,”’ ‘‘Heightened ten-
sions,”’ or any similar clap-
trap.

Further, it is interesting to
note how various groups or
interests lined up on the issue,
even before the case was de-

cided. 1 think that business
interests (like the National
Association of Manufacturers)
to the degree that they took a
stand at all, stood on the side
of ‘‘affirmative action’’ (and
against Weber). Again, the
theory they seemed to espouse
was that they were notagainst
granting preferential treat-
ment to minorities and women,
and just wanted to be pro-
tected (by the Supreme Court)
from ‘‘reverse discrimina-
tion’’ suits.

I do know that the AFL-CIO
fileda friend of the courtbrief
on the side of ‘‘affirmative
action,”” and against Weber.
I think that only the Anti-
Defamation League of B’nai
Brith and some police and
firefighting unions filed briefs
against the ultimate resultand
Weber.

Last, a small news article

-just indicated thata conserva-

tive California Court of Ap-
peal (not its liberal Supreme
Court) has reversed a lower
court decision which had
favored some white prison
guards, and held that a state
could grant preferential treat-
ment to minorities under the
Fourteenth Amendment. This
was the first case after the
Weber decision, and decided
what public employers can
legally do. Weber decided only
what private employers can
legally do, although it ap-
parently was a signal or en-
couragement to the California
court.

1 really am not too sure
what to make of all this. It
just seems as if there is no

one “‘respectable’”” who is
using the Weber issue to whip
up race hatred. Re-enforcing
this impression was a tele-
vision special 1 saw on the
Ku Klux Klan. I, at least,
thought that the people who
had put together the program
and made comments were not
trying to build the KKK, but
were poking fun at it. The re-
porting was different (or such
is my impression) from media
reports on the KKK some
twelve to twenty-four months
earlier, or on the anti-busing
group in Boston some years
ago.

Am 1 all wrong, greatly un-
informed, or has the ruling
class turned away from what
seemed to be a clear strategy
of pushing racial hatred vig-
orously, as it appeared ready
to do two to five years.ago?
On the other hand, I note that
Time recently gave a rela-
tively big spread to Arthur
Jensen who has again trotted
out his racist theories dealing
with IQ in a new book.

If the ruling class has
abandoned such a strategy, is
it a result of pressure by such
groups as InCAR around the
Bakke and Weber cases? Is it
a recognition that US im-
perialism is so weak that it
(the US) needs a unified popu-
lation, perhaps to fight in the
Middle East, etc? Were the
rulers facing substantialattack
(led by PL, hopefully) if the
Weber decision had gone the
other way? Beats me; I hope
some of you, my comrades,
have some answers and
thoughts on this. M.W.

Immigra tion (continued from page 5)

Mayor Koch recently
claimed that there were
750,000 illegal aliens in New
York City. He used this figure
- one thathas become fashion-

able since 1975 - in his legis-
lative program to the US Con-
gress. He had hoped to in-
crease the share of federal
funds that New York City would
receive’ under various
revenue-sharing programs
and grants based upon popula-

tion. At the same time - this
Spring - the New York Times
ran a series of articles onthe
extent of the illegal alien prob-
lem in NYC and its impact.
The usual manure was spread
around citing how the presence
of all those ‘‘illegals’’ was




notes and comment

wearing down municipal serv-
ices. Also, for the millionth
time illegal aliens were ac-
cused of taking jobs away from
blacks and Puerto Ricans.
Mayor Koch pinned the blame
on the decline of municipal
services - at least in part -
on illegals.

But how does the ruling
class or Mayor Koch know if
there are anywhere near
750,000 illegal aliens in New
York City? Why isn’t the num-
ber 250,000 or two million?
After all, the ruling class
spends a lot of tax dollars to
determine how many people
live in each City through the
Bureau of the Census. The
Bureau of the Census has de-
termined through elaborate
statistical techniques that the
population of New York City
has declined by almost 650,000
people since 1970.

The Census Bureau uses a
technique which employs
statistics that are assumed to
reflect population levels.
Through a  mathematical
formula the Census Bureau
claims to be able to estimate
the population fairly accurate-
ly. Then, every ten years
(every five years starting in
1985) the Census Bureau
makes a physical count of the
population. The physical count
is widely known to underesti-
mate the number of blacks and
hispanics in the country andin
large cities in particular.
Hence the Census Bureau
‘‘counted’’ just under eight
million people living in New
York City in 1970. The under-
count of minorities may be as
high as 250,000—although
there is no way to measure
this accurately after the fact.
In between the physical counts
the Census Bureau uses the
statistical techniques to esti-
mate the population onayear-
ly basis.

These statistical techniques
show a decline of the popula-
tion by some 650,000 from
1970. Assuming that US citi-
zens - blacks and Puerto
Ricans primarily are still
‘‘undercounted,”’ the popula-
tion of New York City in 1979

is in the range of 7.2 million
to 7.5 million. And there is a
wealth of data to show that
this is probably the case.

For example:

® The loss between 1970
and 1975 of over 65,000 hous-
ing units in New York City.
This loss has continued in the
poorer sections of the City:
East New York, the South
Bronx, Harlem. The new hous-
ing has been primarily middie
to upper income housing,
housing that does not cater to
low-paid illegal aliens.

® A decline in the school
enrollment by over 100,000
children.

® A continual decline in the
number of transit riders from
1969 to 1977. The ridership
can be measured station by
station in the City, and the
neighborhoods where illegals
are claimed to live show a
decline of over 209,

® A net loss of over 300,000
manufacturing jobs in the
period 1970-1975. At various
times INS officials claim that
illegals in New York City
work in jobs registered with
the State Department of Labor.
At other times INS officials
claim that illegals fill jobs
such as domestics or house-
painters. Almost 750,000
house painters and maids may
be more than even New York
City can handle! The Census
Bureau measured the number
of people living in each house-
hold in a major survey in
1975 and found that the aver-
age number of persons per
dwelling unit had declined
from 2.76 to 2.67 - the first
such major decline in New
York City in two decades.

It is clear from these sta-
tistics and from many others
that could be produced that the
750,000 figure is pure non-
sense. Assume for a second
that the 750,000 figure were
true. Then the population of
New York City would be inthe
range of 7,950,000 to 8,250,000
(this number is the combina-
tion of the Census Bureau
estimate for New York, plus
-an estimate of the undercount
of the resident black and

Puerto Rican population, plus
the ‘‘illegal’’ population esti-
mate). If the ruling class and
its mouthpieces such as the
Times and Mayor Koch really
believe the 750,000 illegal
alien figure, then how do they
account for the decline in
housing, in transit ridership,
in school enrollment?

Well, they can’t. As a mat-
ter of fact, Mayor Koch let
the cat out of the bag recently
when his City Planning Com-
mission Chairman Robert
Wagner, Jr. released a report
on the Capital Needs and Pri-
orities For the City of New
York.

This report is an estimate
of the Capital Budget needs
of the City over the next ten
years. The Capital Budget is

_ the document that accounts for

the construction dollars the
City will pay for new schools,
streets, parks, subway lines,
etc. The report states the
following:
Population Change
Not only has New York’s
population not grown during
this decade, it has been
shrinking. The United States
Bureau of the Census has
estimated a 550,000 decline
in the City’s population be-
tween 1970 and 1977. This
population decrease has
been due, in part, to migra-
tion from New York and to

the sharp decline in births -

since the mid-1960’s. Be-
tween 1960 and 1964, there
was an average of 155,000
births to New York City
residents eachyear. By 1970
the number declined to
139,000 and between 1973
and 1977 the average was
only 103,000 per year, or

50,000 fewer per year than .

for each year in the early
1960’s.

Some have arguedthat the
Census Bureau’s projection
fails to take into account

- the extent of illegal immi-
gration to the City and
therefore seriously under-
estimates the City’s real

(continued on page 8)
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ImmigratiOH (continued from page 7)

population. However, other
kinds of surveys - particu-
larly of the City’s housing
supply - reinforce the
Bureau of the Census’s find-
ings that New York City is
significantly smaller thanat
the start of the decade.
Mayor Koch’s own Planning
Commission Chairman has
repudiated the 750,000 illegal
alien figure!

The ruling class has used
the myth of the illegal alien
to justify racist attacks onthe
working class. At the same
time the ruling class used the
illegal alien to break unions
and to scab on strikes. True,
there are illegal aliens in New
York City. How many no can
can say; but the number is
far smaller than anyone has
been led to believe. Using the
same scare tactics thatHitler
used fifty years ago, the rul-
ing class succeeded in pitting
worker against worker in many

areas of New York City.

With the City facing afiscal
crisis politicians had no
trouble in pinning part of the
blame on illegal aliens who, by
definition, do not vote. When-
ever a particular municipal
service was being cut it was
convenient to blame illegals
for the decline. If that didn’t
work then the politicians could
always blame the municipal
workers. In all cases noblame
was put on the ruling class who
has walked away fromthe New
York City fiscal crisis with
literally billions of tax dol-
lars. The ruling class has
made several billion in in-
terest on the bonds sold by
the City; others in the ruling
class are now taking advantage
of huge tax breaks to convert
buildings and evict small com-
panies that employ minority
workers in the garment
district; still others have
milked exorbitant profits out
of slum buildings and haven’t

paid any taxes for years.

What the ruling class has
realized is that in fact New
York City has lost population
and they are now planning for
a smaller City. But when the
ruling class plans for a
smaller City, that is the code
for even more drastic cuts:
layoffs of municipal workers,
attrition, deferred repair
work, closing of schools, etc.
To justify this round of at-
tacks on the working class,
the ruling class can no longer
claim that the City is growing
in size. Hence, the myth of the
illegal alien is being ques-
tioned

The lessons for the working
class are clear. The ruling
class has used racism to di-
vide us. The distinction be-
tween ‘‘legal’’ and ‘‘illegal”
is irrelevant for the working
class. The only strategy that
the working class can pursue
is unity against the bosscelsz.

SCienCe a nd Ma IZX'ism (continued from page 5)

Most interesting is the work
of Belgian chemistIlya Prigo-
gine who was awarded the
1977 Nobel Prize for his re-
search. He was interviewed
in the New York Times article
of May 29, 1979, ‘‘Scientists
See a Loophole in the Fatal
Law of Physics.”” The study
of the properties of machines
by the rising bourgeoisie of
the 19th century lead to the
uncovering of the ‘‘Second
Law of Thermodynamics”’
which in simplest terms says
that given an isolated system,
any process will result in a
less complex and more dis-
ordered system than the orig-
inal (its entropy increases).
The implications to philos-
ophy of this law were not lost
on Engels, who discussed the
problems in The Dialectics
of Nature, Engels pointed out
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the clear implication—that the
universe was originally
“‘wound up’’ (by God?) and
spent history merely decaying.
The most obvious hole in this
gloomy law is that there are
NO isolated systems. As
David Bohm points out in an-
other excellent book on rela-
tivity, we must assume the
universe to be at least quali-
tatively infinite. Since all
things constantly interact with
all other things, there can be
no isolated systems. Prigo-
gine himself says inhisinter-
views, ‘“‘To speak about the
universe as a whole, to call it
a closed system doomed by
the Second Law, that is anex-
trapolation that goes beyond
the present limits of knowl-
edge.”’

Even within anisolated sys-
tem, Prigogine’s theory pre-
dicts the evolution of ‘‘dis-
sipative structures’’ which

gain complexity and order
out of the general decay about
them. This solution was put
forward in general terms in
1939 by Christopher Caudwell,
a British Communist who was
killed fighting fascism in
Spain. ‘“The Law of Entropy
is a probability law and yet
it is regarded as the basis of
the determinism of physical
processes. This is again not
surprising, since wehave seen
that accident is an aspect of
necessity . . . Becoming means
that there is a continual
breaking up of domains or
orders . ..But each breaking-
up or domain-death, involves
the emergence of a ‘higher’
domain or order. This is the
emergence of unlike qualities
and the basis of novelty...
This conception of entropy is
important as affording a
bridge from the lifeless, hope-
less, world of physics to the
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Science and Marxism (o sonpes

rich pushful world of biology
...”” Caudwell also has ideas
on the nature of time which
resemble Prigogine’s insights
in his interview. Most im-
portantly, as the interviewer
innocently states: ‘‘His ideas
...have attracted a rapidly
growing following of biolo-
gists, behavioral psycholo-
gists, astrophysicists, soci-
ologists, and economists.”’
Prigogine says, ‘‘it can be
possible for physicists and
chemists to turn some of their
attention to analyzing "social
issues.’’ ‘‘Science can now
examine problems of goodand
bad for large communities.’’
Another scientist is quoted:
“it is for societies and the
species itself that we can use
the dissipative structure as a
working model.”’

The profound political im-
plications were not lost on all
the bourgeoisie as on poor

. Malcome. A New York Times

editorial on June 2, 1979, says
‘““we can almost predict in-
tellectual trouble. Soon, we

fear, it will be snatched up to
justify all manner of social
psychological, political, and
simply crackpot convictions.”’
As they admit, ‘“The idea is
attractive and it may even
turn out to be revolution-
ary...” but they warn “it’s
the sort of loophole that one
should inspect very carefully
before sticking one’s head
through.”’

Thes¢ ruling class flunkies
are aware enough to recog-
nize that ‘‘optimism’’ in poli-
tics is very dangerous for a
ruling class on the decline.

K. Hirsch, N.J.

(Editor’s Note)

Bourgeois scientists have
long taught that his ‘Law of
Entropy’ ‘‘proves’’ that he
order in the universe and
everything in it is gradually
breaking down. Therefore,
they argue that Marx’s and
Lenin’s view that human so-
ciety is historically develop-
ing to higher and higher

stages, is ‘‘proven’’ to be
wrong. What these bourgeois
scientists object to mostis the
Cornmunist insistence that
capitalism will inevitably be
replaced by socialism and, at
alater stage, communism. And
David Bohm shows in Caus-
ality and Chance in Modern
Physics, Werner Heisenberg,
the one-time Nazi physicist-
turned-philosopher, argues
this point. More recently Jac-
ques Monod, ex-member of
the French CP, tried to blow
new life into this ‘‘proof’’ that
socialism somehow violated
the laws of physics; his book
was pushed strongly in the
New York Times and college
classrooms. Prigogine’s
““discovery’’ did disturb the
pro-capitalist Times editors,
as the reader notes. But this
‘““discovery’’ was made acen-
tury ago by Marx and Engels!
The lack of a dialectical ma-
terialist (Communist) outlook
forces even the bestbourgeois
scientists to walk in a circle.

Engels on Thermodynamics

Recent reports on new aspects
of the Second Law of Thermody-
namics have been fascinating. The
scientific discovery that all decay-
ing systems give rise at the same
time to more organized, complex
systems provides a far more opti-
mistic and dialectical view than the
notion of universal “entropy” where
everything just runs down and dis-
integrates. Readers might be inter-
ested to know that Friedrich Engels,
one of the founders of dialectical
materialism along with Karl Marx,
predicted just such a two-sided,
dialectical approach to the laws of
thermodynamics over a hundred
years ago. In his Introduction to
Dialectics of Nature (1875), Engels
says: “Finally we know that, with
the exception of an infinitesimal
portion, the heat of the innumer-
able suns of our cosmic island van-
ish into space and fails to raise the
temperature of cosmic space even
by a millionth of a degree centigrade.
What becomes of all thisenormous

quantity of heat? Is it forever dis-
sipated in the attempt to heat cos-
mic space, has it ceased to exist
practically, and does it continue to
exist only theoretically, in the fact
that cosmic space has become war-
mer by a decimal fraction of a deg-
ree beginning with ten or more ze-
roes? Such an assumption denies
the indestructibility of motion; it
admits of the possibility that by
the cosmic bodies plunging into
one another all existing mechanical
motion will be converted into heat
and the latter radiated into cosmic
space, so that in spite of all ‘indes-
tructibility of force’ all motions in
general would have ceased...Hence
we arrive at the conclusion that in
some way, which it will some time
later be the task of natual science
to demonstrate, the heat radiated
into cosmic space must be able to
become transformed into another
form of motion, in which it can
once more be stored up and ren-
dered active.”

We have thus still another lesson
in how principles of dialectical mat-
erialism can predict the scientific
truths that would take, without
the benefit of dialectics, far longer
and with many more years of trial
and error, to discover—if they were
ever discovered at all.

If we apply this dialectical prin-
ciple to the social world, we see
that a more “organized, higher” sys-
tem, socialism, emerges out of a
capitalist system decaying into war
and fascism. The ‘“‘energy” of in-
creased exploitation, rising racism
and interimperialist warfare is trans-
formed into the revolutionary str-
uggle for egalitarianism, internat-
ionalism and the final elimination
of all imperialists. The dialectical
approach to the laws of thermody-
namics, predicted by Engels and
now confirmed by scientific res-
earch, heralds a bright future for
mankind, not merely the morass of
disorder and destruction the bosses
would have us despair over. D.H.
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Editorial

Bosses Plan
War for Oil

hat seemingly started as a test

of nerves between the U.S.rulers

and the fascist clique in Iran has

brought the world to the brink-

of war in the Middle East and a
giant step closer to World War IIL.

After three weeks of stalemate over the fate of the remaining
hostages in the U.S. embassy in Tehran, the U.S. rulers’ troubles
in the Middle East have turned into a full-blown crisis threatening
the entire U.S. strategic position in that crucial area.

Ever since the loss of the Shah of Iran, who acted as the chief
policeman for the U.S. bosses in the Middle East, their control
of its multi-trillion dollar oil empire in that region has been un-
ravelling. The Shah and the Israeli fascists were the two military
anchors for protection of U.S. interests in the region, but even
before the demise of the Shah, which was a body blow to U.S.
imperialism, other Arab rulers moved for more control of their
oil. The growing independence of the Arab rulers developed
apace with the rise of Soviet military might and the general de-
cline of the U.S. rulers. ‘

Thus, a twin set of factors acted to cripple U.S. imperialism.
It was no longer the sole military power in the Middle East. And

 the Arab nationalists extracted a much larger share of the oil

profits. ‘

The U.S. bosses have tried desperately to reverse this situa-
tion. They believed that the Egyptian-Israeli “peace’’ pact would
stabilize this key area of the world. But since the pact was signed,
the Middle East has been more unstable than ever. Realizing
that their blood-soaked oil empire was slipping from their grasp,
they, and they alone, created a provocation which they hoped
would enable them to reassert military control of the Middle East.




WAR MANEUVERS: U.S. rulers prepare for war over Middle East oil, sending carrier Kitty Hawk to the Persian Gulf, while
trying to whip up anti-Iranian, pro-war hysteria at bome with lurid stories and pictures of Iranian demonstrators.

The ruthless U.S. imperialists knew when
they took the murderous Shah into the U.S.
that the Khomeini fascists would seize the em-
bassy and hold its personnel hostage. As the
New York Times of November 18 clearly poin-
ted out:

The decision was made despite the
fact that Mr. Carter and his senior
policy. advisors had known for
months that to admit the Shah
might endanger Americans at the
embassy in Teheran. An aide repor-
ted that at one staff meeting Mr. -
Carter had asked, ‘“When the Iran-
ians take our people in Teheran hos-
tage, what will you advise me then?”

Using this provocation, which was conceived
by Henry Kissinger and David Rockefeller, the
bosses hoped to accomplish several things:

@®Create the climate for military interven-
tion in the Middle East, and

®Use this incident to whip up more jingoism
and nationalism, to convince U.S. workers and
others to line up for their plans of war in the
Middle East and elsewhere. Ever since the
Vietnam War, most of the population has been
unwilling to support the plans of U.S. imper-
ialism—and without a reliable army the U.S.
bosses are powerless.

@Try to use this incident to shove their re-
luctant partners in Europe and Japan into sup-
porting military action in the Middle East.

Ironically, France, West Germany and Japan
depend on Iran for a large amount of their oil.
None of these countries have any domestic oil,
and they are very worried that a U.S. military
action against Iran will close off the vital oil
supplies. While the U.S. can tolerate limiting
oil from Iran, the others cannot! Consequently,
support for the U.S. position on hostages in
Iran has been lukewarm from the “allies” of
the U.S. After all, oil is oil, while a friend is
only... So the U.S. hopes that the super-spec-
ial UN session called on Iran will help them get
more vigorous support from around the world.
What will increase, maybe, are the words, but
few deeds, if any, will come forth. At this
date, while the U.S, crows about how isolated
Iran is, the essential fact is that the U.S. stands
alone in the Iranian crisis.

To date U.S. bosses’ plans have generally
failed. The New York Times (Nov. 25) bitter-
ly complains about the reluctance of U.S.
workers and others to line up for war: ‘‘Amitai
Etzioni, the sociologist, said that ‘nothing he
experienced or studied’ had prepared him for
such a restrained reaction to the Iranian crisis
from Americans. ‘What amazes me about this
is how few are the flag wavers and the calls
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Iran Crisis: A Deeper Recession

WASHINGTON-The Iranian crisis could
further weaken the U.S. economy. already
hurting from double-digit inflation and flag-
ging consumer spending.

Senior economic policy makers and ana-
lysts here worry that recent events in the
Mideast could deepen and prolong the reces-
sion that they expect at home and could pro-
duce new economic problems abroad.

The seizure of the U.S. embassy in Teh-
ran three weeks ago has injected an
“enormous amount of uncertainty” into the
economic outlook, says a White House offi-
cial. ““The longer it goes on, the more likely
we are to get a reduction in Iran’s oil pro-
duction and even higher world oil prices. It's
one grim situation.”

At the Treasury, a top analyst says the
unrest and violence throughout the Mideast
is “‘magnifying all the downside risks” in
the economic outlook. *‘I don't see anything
good coming out of it,” he adds.

Although the Carter administration
hasn't yet revised its official economic fore
cast, which still calls for slow economic
growth in 1980, one planner quickly concedes
that the new forecast due in January will he
“more bearish* than the current one.

As they try to assess the economic conse-
quences of the fluid situation in Iran, gov-
ernment analysts are focusing on the effect
on oil prices and inflation, the effect on sales
and output and the effect on the dollar and
freeze Iranian assets and Tehran's an-
nouncement that it won't accept payment

the international monetary system.

While it is too soon to draw final judg-
ments, their preliminary thinking is that the
crisis can't help but increase the price of oil
and oil producls faster than otherwise ex-
pected. U.S. officials had hoped that once
the big price increases posted earlier this
year by the Organization of Petroleum Ex-
porting Countries worked their way through
the economy, there would be some easing in
the rapid rise of energy prices.

But with future Iranian production so un-
certain, oil prices in the spot market have
been increasing, and next month's OPEC
meeting is likely to produce a sharp in-
crease in the official contract price of oil as
well. In short, says a government expert,
the Iranian crisis ‘‘raises the spectre of ac-
celerating inflation” in the U.S. well into
1980.

Moreover, the crisis could have a depres-
sant effect on automobile sales, which are
currently weak, if it produces gasoline
shortages and renewed fears about long-
term availability of motor fuel. Declares one
official: '‘What might make the recession
bad is if the energy situation is critical and
auto sales don't bounce back this time.”

The international implications of the Ira-
nian situation are even harder to assess
than the domestic consequences. But the
Iranian plan to withdraw its official re-
serves from U.S. banks, the U.S. decision to
for oil in dollars all are worrisome and po-

tentially disruptive—injecting the huge in-
ternational monetary system into the in-
creasingly bitter politics of the Mideast.

The dollar has been weakened by these
developments but it hasn't been seriously
hurt. Still, U.S. officials concede that the
U.S. currency could come under heavy
downward pressure if large dollar-holders
should start diverting their assels because
of fears that Washington might impose new
freezes in panicky reaction to new violence
in the Mideast.

In any event, the uncertainty about the
dollar’s future generated by recent develop-
ments could force the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem to keep monetary policy light even
when it would prefer to relax it for domestic
economic reasons, analysts say. Such a de-
velopment would intensify the recession’s
severity.

This generally distressing picture, policy
planners believe. makes il imperative that
the U.S. take even stronger steps to con-
serve energy and reduce dependence un for-
eign oil. As one senior official puts it: “The
biggest single weapon we have for dealing
with inflation and unemployment isn't mone-
tary and fiscal policy but the effort to re-
duce the demand for oil.”

1t is against this backdrop that the Carter

Atninistration is seriously considering, 3s
Treasury Secretary G. William Miller said
Friday en route to the Mideast, the pussibil-
ity of proposing higher gasoline taxes or
mandatory rationing.
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to send in the Marines.’ Mr. Etzioni, a former
Columbia Univ. professor, now working as an
adviser to the Carter Administration concluded,
“This restrained unity is almost un-American.
It’s happened on no other occasion in Ameri-
can history, certainly not in any case I've ex-
perienced or studied.’ ”

The facts bear this out. Virtually all of the
pro-war demonstrations have been marked by
their smallness, despite huge sums of money
to whip up the population. Certainly there are
large numbers of people concerned with the
hostages. But few favor making war. And many
want the Shah kicked out so that the hostages
can be returned without bloodshed. Still
others see through the clumsy U.S. provocation,
realizing that this is just another version of
“sinking the Maine,” the U.S.-provoked inci-
dent which launched the Spanish-American
War.

To date, U.S. bosses’ plans have generally
failed.

Consequently, this is a time of tremendous
openings for our party. Millions of workers are
looking for leadership. They are not won to
the ruling class policies of war and fascism. But
in order to win workers and students to social-
ist revolution, the current crisis must be taken
very seriously. While U.S. imperialism is weak-
ened, this does not mean it is incapable of
waging war. We must realize that this is not

East is at stake. U.S. rulers will not easily give
it up. More importantly, they cannot afford
to give it up!

War plans are being made. Calls for war in
the Mid-East are rising from the so-called
“more sober’’ sections of the ruling class. For
instance, a Business Week article (Nov. 9)
about the situation in ‘the Mid-East said:

... There is another scenario that many

still think unthinkable: open warfare,

if either the industrial West as a group,

or the U.S. going it alone, gives up trying

to work with OPEC and instead invades

the oil fields. . .

The U.S. may have to pay $100 bil-
lion for its oil by 1985 and $200 billion

by 1995—a sum so incredibly high that

it may be impossible . .. to ante it up

unless a tremendous decline in the stand-

ard of living takes place. . .

CONTROLLING CAPITAL. Again
and again, as OPEC pushes the West
toward the edge of economic survival,
the option of a military response be-
comes more and more reasonable. ..

OPEC prices actions are really getting

out of hand. If they don’t call for a

military response, I wonder what

would. . . I don’t see much danger of
crippling damage to the oil fields. Even

if there were sabotage, it would have

very temporary effects in the Arabian

“just another event.” The oil of the Middle
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Demonstrators mass at Columbia Unwersity on Nov. 17 as PL and InCAR take the lead in building a new movement
against the bosses’ plans for imperialist war in the Middle East. The march went from Columbia into Harlem.

peninsula, where you can strike oil with
a hatpin. Idon’t think many other OPEC
countries would dare to shut down for
very long, if at all, in the face of adeter-
mined, united NATO military action.

Government of Mohammed Mottee’e
in North Yemen. The deal, which in-
cludes Soviet MIG-21 aircraft, tanks
and antiaircraft missiles, was said by a
State Department aide to have caught
Washington by surprise and to have

Not only can the U.S. no longer restrain the
OPEC bosses from raising their prices, but Sov-
iet penetration of the area increases. The New
York Times article by Richard Burt (Nov. 25)
points out:

deeply disturbed the Saudis. It was an
effort to reassure the Saudis, as much
as an attempt to put pressure on Iran,
that led Mr. Carter last week to send a
second aircraft carrier into the Arabian

According to these experts, the Ad-
ministration has been forced to focus
more acutely on the repercussions of,
the 11-month-old revolution in Iran:
the upsurge in religious fundamentalism
in Moslem nations; Moscow’s opportu-
nities to expand its influence in the
Middle East and South Asia; risks of
political instability in the Pers1an Gulf,
Pakistan and Turkey and the doubts
raised—particularly in Saudi Arabia—
about American commitments.

Saudi worries over the growing
Soviet influence in Iran have been re-
inforced by Moscow’s expanding
presence in North and South Yemen,
on the tip of the Arabian Peninsula.
While maintaining close ties with the
(new) Government in South Yemen,
the Soviet Union reportedly has just
completed a large arms deal with the

Sea and to hint that military force
might be used.

Whether or not the U.S. intervenes in Iran
now is not the primary question, as important
as that may be. The objective reality is that
U.S. imperialism is rapidly deploying more
military forces in the Middle East now. How-
ever, we communists cannot take the position
that “‘nothing will happen now.” This would
be an opportunist position for the vanguard of
the working class. We must mobilize on the
basis that it may. Ruling class forces in Iran
and Washington are going on a war footing.
Can we do less?

The class war is raging every day in the U.S.
and abroad. We can no longer be “occasional”
communists. Our Party must go on a war foot-
ing and boldly take our line to the working
class.
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By F.P.

Inside Iran

Class Struggle

Against Khomeini

n the U.S. press, the Ayatollah

Ruhollah Khomeini is portrayed

as simply a religious fanatic. In

reality, he is a sharp bourgeois

politician who is whipping up
nationalism to consolidate his fascist movement inside Iran, just
like KKKarter’s Klan is doing in the U.S. Khomeini’s drive to-
ward a Jihad, or Moslem religious war, against U.S. imperialism
is an effort to divert the class struggle in Iran—a struggle which
had become so sharp that it threatened to topple Khomeini.

As was pointed out in Challenge on October 24, Khomeini has
run into several major barriers to the consolidation of his fascist
rule. By late October, there were many rumors that civil war
was about to break out, some of them even naming the date for
a military move. Let us review the main forces opposing Kho-
meini, or lukewarm to him:

®Workers: Because workers were key in kicking out the ex-
Shah last winter, the Iranian bourgeoisie had to make many con-
cessions to them. Now Khomeini is trying to take back those
gains that the workers won. For instance, he more or less or-
dered the naming of a new oil minister in October; this minister’s
first action was to go to the oilfields to tell the workers that they
would have to work six days instead of five, that their wages
were to be cut 50%, back to the level under the Shah, that there
would be no new housing built for them, etc. The workers beat
the stuffing out of him. Also, many unemployed workers began
demonstrating, with some slogans attacking Khomeini. With un-
employment over 30%, many workers are forced to rely on the
meager income from their families’ land holdings of tiny plots of
land in their home villages. Small farmers have been forcibly




Kbomeini’s view of bimself, in poster above, singlebandedly sending the Shab to bell, does not reflect reality. Millions
of workers did the job, and must now rid themselves of Kbomeini’s new fascist regime.

redistributing land in the villages, against Kho-
meini’s explicit wishes. Many workers still have
illusions about Khomeini himself, but it is quite
common to hear criticism of those surrounding
Khomeini—as if Khomeini hadn’t appointed
those people and didn’t support them. Many
of Khomeini’s pronouncements, especially his
attacks on worldly pleasures and on women'’s
rights, are openly ignored by his so-called fol-
lowers. Khomeini saw that fewer and fewer
workers were supporting him, so he resorted
to a nationalist orgy to revive some support.

@®The Left: The Iranian left has come out
in public for the first time since Khomeini
openly ordered his *“Islamic guards” to attack
the “godless leftists” during the past summer.
At that time only the pro-Soviet Tudeh party
was operating openly. The main left group—
the Fedayeen—organized a demonstration again-
st U.S. imperialism last week in front of the

occupied U.S. embassy with almost 100,000.

people. The Fedayeen has been called “agents
of U.S. imperialism” by Khomeini because it
has long fought along with the Kurds against
the Islamic guards. They call the takeover of
the U.S. embassy a ““diversion” from the real
struggle. The Fedayeen call for a “real anti-
imperialist” struggle based on alliance with

“liberal bourgeois democrats,”” and refuse to
call for the fight for socialism.

®Minorities: Of Iran’s 35 million people,
about half are non-Persian. The ten million
Azerbejainis, a Turkish group who live in the
northwest, were becoming alienated from Kho-
meini. Another ayatollah, Shariatmadari, was
the big ruling class figure here, with consider-
able popular support around a liberal, lesser-
evil platform. Shariatmadari had called for a
boycott of the last elections, and he might well
have backed anti-Khomeini forces in a civil war-
The four million Kurds were actively fighting
Khomeini, unfortunately mainly under the
leadership of a pro-Soviet party and pro-Soviet
mullahs (Moslem priests). The Kurds had pretty
well driven out the central government’s forces
by late October, with arms supplied by the
Soviets. Among the two million Arabs in the
oil-producing southwest (Khuzestan province),
there was great opposition to Khomeini’s rabid
chauvinist policies. Terrorist groups planted
several bombs a day, mostly on oil pipelines.

The anti-Shah, anti-U.S. actions of the last
few weeks have shored up Khomeini’s popular-
ity among the national minorities. In the event
of a war, there would probably be little oppos-
ition to Khomeini, except maybe among the 15




Capturing
Jran for

American Bosses

On Aug. 18, 1853, a disconsolate Snaa
Mohammed Riza Pahlevi and his wife
were shopping on the Via Veneto in
Rome. They had just fled Iran, where a
nationalist Prime Minister, Mohammed
Mossadegh, had ignored the Shah’s order
to resign and won nationalist acclaim for
seizing the British-runoilfields.

Yet the next day, street crewds and sol-
diers, organized by Kermit Roosevelt of
the Centra! Intelligence Agency, drove
Prime Minister Mossadegh from power.
While the old man fled in his pajamas,
Mr. Roosevelt personally escorted his
successor, Fazlollah Zahedi, from his
hiding place tooffice.

A few days later, a grateful Shah, back
in his palace, told Mr. Roosevelt over
vodka and caviar, “‘I owe my throne to
God, my people, my army — and to you.”"

This event marked the start of a pecul-
iar 25-year relationship between the Shah
and the United States that has reached a
climax with a demand by the new Iranian
regime to try the Shah for his alleged
crimes. Officials at the United Nativs
have proposed that an internationd
tribunal hear the charges although, as
Walter Laqueur of the Georgetown Cen-
ter for Strategic and International Stud-
ies has suggested, it could be difficult
finding judges who could come to court

with clean hands,

i A Rese

Kbomeini’s plan—use Iranian workers’ deep batred of the Shab and bis
CIA sponsors to keep bimself in power and defeat bis opponents.
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Arabs. If the U.S. invaded the oilfields with
tacit support from the Arab countries, there
might be some U.S.-inspired agitation for an
independent Arab state.

®The army and the technocrats: The army
and the technocrats (the Western-educated en-
gineers, lawyers, doctors, etc.) were strongly
opposed to Khomeini for two main reasons:
1)Khomeini was undercutting their power by
purging them and replacing them with people
from the bazaar wing of the ruling class, and
2) Khomeini was moving away from the West-
ern imperialist bloc. Some technocrats also
wanted a move towards social democracy with
bourgeois civil liberties, some reforms for wor-
kers, etc., instead of open fascism. This group
was openly organizing for civil war. For exam-
ple, Admiral Mahdani, head of the navy and
governor of Khuzestan, was building a political
movement around himself and there were ru-
mors that he was going to launch a coup. Bakh-
tiar, the last prime minister under the Shah,
was active abroad: 2500 people came to a pro-
Bakhtiar, death-to-Khomeini demonstration in
London in October. This group has laid low

since the takeover of the embassy; they are af-
raid to oppose Khomeini now for fear of being
labelled pro-U.S.-imperialism. By the way, a
large number of the so-called ‘‘leftists” had
more or less joined this group: these leftists
were calling for more ‘‘democratic” rights like
free speech, meaning in reality more rights for
the rich, with no word about workers’ rights.
The resignation of the Bazargan government,
after the takeover of the U.S. embassy, elimin-
ated all non-religious power in Iran. Power now
rested mainly in the hands of the mullahs.

®Foreign powers: Khdomeini had aroused
the ire of the ruling classes in the Arab coun-
tries by his chauvinistic statements. Some of
his closest followers claimed that Bahrein and
other countries of the Persian Gulf were really
part of Iran,and Khomeini’s representative in
Kuwait was thrown out for fomenting a pro-
Khomeini revolution. There is a long history
of nationalist tension between Iran and the
Arab countries. The previous Shah made no
secret of his desire to dominate the Persian
Gulf. Hatred of Khomeini was sufficiently




strong to bring together the quite pro-Soviet
Iraqi ruling class and the very pro-U.S. Saudi
rulers in a pact whose pretty explicit purpose
was to support Khomeini’s overthrow. The
Iraqis have been providing arms to the Arabs
in Khuzestan. Now, with the takeover of the
embassy in Tehran and with the bizarre mosque
takeover in Mecca, which is generally blamed
on the U.S. and Israel, there is much support

- for Khomeini in Arab countries. U.S. military

action against Iran would probably kick up a
storm of protest in Arab and other Islamic
countries, although the main wing of the ruling
class in Iraq, Saudi Arabia and the Gulf states
would tacitly support U.S. intervention if it
got rid of Khomeini.

As for the imperialist countries, there was
considerable dissatisfaction with Khomeini.
The Soviet imperialists, who had hoped Kho-
meini would turn in their direction, had begun
attacking him in the fall and gave weapons to
the Kurds—all of which has stopped since the
embassy takeover. Khomeini used to attack
the Soviets and the U.S. in the same breath:
now he focuses on the U.S.alone. So the Sov-
iets are sitting on the sidelines, hoping for a

bungled U.S. intervention that will push Kho-

meini into their camp.

Meanwhile, after months of hoping for an
alliance with Khomeini on the basis of anti-
communism, the Western imperialists pretty
well gave up on him by late summer. As usual,
the European capitalists were more alert than
the U.S.—the French, British and German rulers
had dropped the Shah earlier than the U.S.,
and now they dropped Khomeini first. Eric
Rouleau, a respected editor of the main French
newspaper, Le Monde, wrote an only-slightly-
veiled call for Western intervention to restore
Bakhtiar, who was welcomed in England and
France.

In short, Iran was headed towards civil war
by late October, and Khomeini’s fascist rule
was in serious trouble. Being a sharp politician,
Khomeini took the one action designed to
neutralize many of his enemies—he sharply at-
tacked the U.S. for harboring the Shah. The
Shah and U.S. imperialism are nearly universally
detested in Iran. If Khomeini can portray him-
self as the bitterest enemy of the Shah and the
U.S. government, he can win much support.
The embassy takeover was only the occasion
for implementing this strategy. Khomeini has
made other steps in the same direction, such as
purging pro-U.S. forces such as the ex-prime-
minister Bazargan, and the U.S.-citizen foreign
minister, Yadi. He also toned down criticism
of the USSR, and he allowed the revisionist for-
ces to reappear legally, newspapers and all.
These revisionist groups will probably all end
up backing Khomeini and the USSR. To back
down in his confrontation with the U.S. ruling

Hundreds demonstrated with PL and InCAR in Washington
on Dec. 1. For more pictures, see centerfold, pages 36-37,

class would be suicide for Khomeini. Khomeini
knows that the best way to preserve his rule
is through war with the U.S. and that is where
he is headed.

Khomeini’s policies will mean death for thou-
sands of Iranian workers. He has turned the
just hatred for the Shah and for U.S. imperial-
ism into a force to support his fascist rule—a
rule which outlaws strikes, which cuts wages,
which protects profits, which degrades women.
The only path forward for the Iranian working
class is to overthrow Khomeini and all capital-

ists in Iran and install a workers’ government

through socialist revolution. We must sharply
attack the rotten theory that the revolution in
Iran will go through an anti-imperialist stage,
represented by Khomeini, before it gets to the
anti-capitalist stage. Khomeini is opposed to
U.S. imperialism only because he wants to keep
for himself more of what is stolen from the
Iranian working class. Especially now, when
there are many illusions about Khomeini, we
must attack him sharply. Communists provide
leadership to the working class by exposing
charlatans such as Khomeini or Kennedy who
claim to speak for the workers’ interest. Our
task is to organize revolution, not to tail after
some “lesser-evil”boss.
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By D.Q.

Reformers and Union Hacks

Liberals Pave the
Way for Fascism

here is a fascist movement

stalking this land, a move-

ment that is not restricted to

white hoods and sheets and

swastikas, nor to names like
Duke, Wilkinson and Collins. It is.a movement headed by
names far more familiar to most Americans, names which
many workers connect with ‘‘progress,’’ “‘social reform”’
and with the leadership of the day-to-day struggles of their
unions.

Years ago, the Louisiana demagogue Huey Long declared
that fascism would come to the U.S. in the name of ‘‘saving
democracy.” Today’s fascist movement, true to that form,
is most likely to be jammed down our throats as the ‘‘an-
swer to the ultra-right.”’ Its leaders, with the name Ken-
nedy emblazoned on their banners, paint themselves as the
leaders and allies of the working class, as the fighters for
the rights of the common people and as our saviors from
the forces of reaction. As this article will show, they are
in fact the fifth column of fascism, the agents of our op-
pressors. From their positions at the head of our unions,
and from movements they have created or control, they
spread the deadly ideas of docility, racism, patriotism and
anti-communism, as their masters move toward the im-
position of fascism. These ‘‘leaders,’’ the Frasers, Wurfs,
Winpisingers, Davises, Fondas and Haydens, are what we
call social fascists, and this article will examine their
origin, their role and our struggle to defeat them and their
masters.

William Winpisinger, president of the Machinists union




(IAM) was recently asked by the Village
Voice about Teddy Kennedy as a presi-
dential candidate. He answered:
We’'re already running him...
He’s the only guy...who has his
head out of the sand at all, who
has the leadership to straighten
this mess out... He’s the only
Democrat around that has the kind
of leadership qualities, charisma,
to get the confidence of the Ameri-
can people to try something new.
(Village Voice, 3/26/79)

The Winpisinger interview quoted
above was contained in an article en-
titled, ‘‘Is There Hope for the 80’s? The
Race to Beat the Right.”’ It starts from
the premise that the ‘‘frustrations and
defeats of American labor over the last
decade’’ have put ‘‘labor’’ on the defen-
sive: ‘‘time is running out; if labor is
to go on the offensive, it must do so
now.”’

Among the many neat tricks here is
the one that equates ‘‘American labor”’
with the likes of Fraser, Winpisinger,
Wurf and Co., putting the rank and file,
the working class, and these lieutenants
of the capitalist class under the same
umbrella labelled ‘‘American labor.”
As it recounts the ‘‘frustrations’’ of
these labor misleaders with the Carter
Administration (which they themselves
had moved might and main to elect),
it conveniently neglects to point out
that the last time the U.S. working
class was on the offensive communists
were at its helm. And that is precisely
the reason for the current direction
of these labor fakers. Today the U.S.
ruling class—the Rockefeller-led big
bosses who own and run this country—
need to prepare for war with their im-
perialist arch-rivals, the Soviet bosses,

to save their declining system. They
and their labor lieutenants are worried
that the working class will not accept
this fate, and especially that they will
not meekly accept fascism, which is the
essential ingredient of this preparation.
They know that millions of workers could
rebel and opt for communist leadership
as the best representation of their class
interests. That possibility has both the
U.S. bosses and their junior partners
who run the unions scared out of their
minds.

Yes, ‘‘time is running out’’ for these
labor ‘‘leaders.’’ They, and the masters
they serve, realize that saving U.S.
capitalism means taking the bosses’ de-
feats out on the backs of the working
class, cutting wages and conditions in
half, among other things. If one is com-
mitted to saving capitalism, by definition
one is committed to intensifying the op-
pression of the working class. They
realize that if they don’t organize to
trap the workers in a web of ‘“‘Kennedy-
(or some other boss)-is-our-leader,”
the workers could burst the ‘‘lesser-
evil’’ chains that bind them once and for
all.

If the labor fakers can’t deliver the
workers into the arms of the bosses,
they lose the reason for their existence,
as far as the bosses are concerned.
And if they’re not prepared to fight the
bosses all the way—which they never
have been nor ever conceived of doing—
they’re headed for oblivion. So, for them,
keeping the workers locked into capital-
ism is the only way of saving their own
necks. Most assuredly, ‘‘time is running
out’’ for them.

Who are these leaders? What are they
organizing for? What is the movement
they represent?

IWSIOSWA TVIDOS




The social fascists in the trade unions an,

d reformist groups are the bosses’ key weapon in winning workers to back

war and fascism. Communist ideas and commu nist leadership are the working class’ key weapon in stopping them.

20

HOW TO ‘“FINE-TUNE’’ CAPITALISM

William Winpisinger, boss of the mil-
lion-member IAM, is now being billed
as a ‘“maverick on the left end of the
trade union spectrum.’’ This is the same
¢Jeft-wing maverick’ who recently sold
out the large aerospace membership of
the IAM; who runs a union that keeps
black, Latin and other workers of color
in the lowest-paying unskilled jobs; who
is intent on expelling any known com-
munists from the IAM, as he did with a
PLP member who was elected shop
steward several years ago, a case Win-
pisinger pursued right to the Supreme
Court in defending the IAM’s anti-com-
munist clause; and whose ‘‘differences’
with the right-wing head of the AFL-CIO,
George Meany, do not interfere with
having ‘‘an enormous respect for him,
because he did not get where he is or
stay where he is without having plenty
on the ball.”” (This is the same Meany
who is proud of the fact that he’s never
been on strike in his whole life!) If this
is a ‘‘left-wing maverick,’”” what must
the right-wingers be like?

But building up Winpisinger’s ‘‘left-
wing’’ image falls flat onits philosophical
face when he is asked, by the Voice,

“Are you a socialist?’’ Says this ‘‘mav-
erick’’ sellout artist, ‘‘I’m not a textbook
socialist. I don’t truly believe some of
the tenets of Marx or any of that shit.
I have never been afraid of...the kind
of socialism it takes to make capitalism

work. ..I’ve sometimes said you’ve got

to fine-tune capitalism with a dose of
socialism.’’ Hitler, too, used a similar
“‘dose’’—*‘‘Nazi’’ was short for ‘“‘Nation-
al Socialist.”’

In organizing a mass movement to save
a capitalisi system diametrically ‘‘out
of tune’’ with the interests of the working
class, Winpisinger has set up the Citizen
Labor Energy Coalition. The CLEC is
made up of ‘‘unions and citizen groups”’
and has six regional and 27 state offices,
financed by Winpisinger’s control of the
IAM treasury. It is allied with groups
like Massachusetts Fair Share, Ohio
Public Interest Campaign, Illinois Public
Action Council and others. Its executive
director is Heather Booth, who, with her
husband Paul, was one of the leaders
of the right-wing in the SDS (Students
for a Democratic Society). (Incidentally
Paul Booth is now a full-time function-
ary for AFSCME in Illinois, and not toa
long ago led a vitriolic attack against




Winpisinger: Fascist Star

William Winpisinger of
the International Associa-
tion of Machinists (IAM)
is a rising star in afascist
sky. His leadership of the
IAM and within the broader
ranks of the U.S. labor
movement has deadly im-

plications for the working
' class.

Across the country TWA
is laying off 2500 workers,
many of them TAM mem-
bers These layoffs have ex-
posed TAM leaders. Not
only does the unionleader-
ship fail to attack TWA—
they see their role as aid-
ing the company in fighting
for regulation of fuel costs
and proposed fare in-
creases. There hasn’tbeen
one word from the union
hall about fighting layoffs
with strikes, shorter work
week committees, slow-
downs, overtime bans etc.

In Kansas City, where
5500 IAM members work
for TWA, the local presi-
dent was saying TWA was
not to blame for the lavoffs.
The local’s news letter
calls for workers to sup-
port a fare increase for
TWA and adds ‘‘if the agen-
¢y does not grant the in-
crease, our local will seek
assistance from our Fed-
eral legislators in Wash-
ington. Five years is a
long time to wait for a
fare increase.’’ (our em-
phasis) Five years is a
long time to wait for a

raise, or a new job, too.

Some people may think
IAM officials and their
like can’t organize a fight-
back. Nothing could be fur-
ther from the truth. These
fakers do it to death for
the bosses and their ‘“‘pro-’
gressive’’ front groups.
They’ve also shown their
true colors in forging anti-
communist attacks against
InCAR and PLI. Whenweran
a candidate for grievance
committee in Kansas City’s
Local 1650, the hacks or-
ganized a record-breaking
turnout at the election to
rally around an anti-com-
munist appeal.

Now Winpisinger and Co.
are staking out the leader-
ship of the Draft Kennedy
movement in the trade un-
ions. More than a page of
the August ’79 issue of The
Machinist, with 3 million

readers, was devoted to
news of “Wimpy’s’’ in-
volvement.

Winpisinger points out
that Carter’s domestic pol-
icies are having a catas-
trophic effect, and that the
government seems im-
mobilized. And, he tries
to draw rank-and-filers in
by listing the mounting
problems of gas lines, in-
flation, unemployment,
health care costs, ete. He
labels Kennedy the ‘‘lead-
er who can supply action
and answers.”’

In the union halls, local
officers brag on Wimpy’s
‘“‘progressive’’  policies.
They run a line that gen-
erally boils down to:
1) The Republicans have
never befriended working
people; 2) Now you can
hardly tell the Democrats
from the Republicans; 3)
If the Democrats don’t
shape up soon we’ll have
to form our own party.
While some rank-and-filers
may -not immediately fill
in the blanks, the message
is clear—a labor party is
in the making, and Wimpy
himself would be glad to
lead the mandate for ‘“‘pro-

, gressive’’ leadership.

Clearly the need has
never been greater tobuild
InCAR caucauses within the
IAM and to recruit rank-
and-file members into PLP.
The IAM has no history of
communist leadership.
From its beginnings it has
been a right-wing haven.
No secondthoughts are giv-
en to using large local un-
ions as recruiting grounds
for a Democratic-Labor-
Fascist party. Communists
and their anti-racist allies
within the JAM must sharp-
en the fight and expose these
traitors while putting for-
ward to the rank-and-file
the truth that the only via-
ble solution to Winpisinger-
Carter-Kennedy et al is
Socialist Revolution.

PLP when we attempted to expose that
union’s racism in a local struggle in
Chicago.)

Winpisinger is also a vice-president
of Michael Harrington’s anti-communist
““Democratic Socialist Organizing Com-
mittee,”” which has hired JAM’er Mar-
jorie Fife as a national coordinator.

Winpisinger is trying to organize the
anger of workers over the energy crisis
into a national campaign to elect Ted
Kennedy president. That’s who, while

bR

‘“‘not a panacea,’”” is the only one who
can ‘‘straighten out this mess.’’ This is
the same Winpisinger who led workers
right into Carter’s arms. ‘‘If you listened
to his campaign promises andtook a look
at the Democratic Party platform, there
was no reason not to be for him.”’ But,
surprise, surprise, Carter has ‘‘sub-
verted’’ all these ‘‘good things.’’ Once
one ruling class figure has exposed him-
self, these labor ‘‘leaders’ look around
for some other ‘‘lesser evil’’ slop to foist
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SOCIAL FASCISM 1

on us.
FRASER: UNITING THE PHONIES

Douglas Fraser is president of the
United Auto Workers, whose members
are perhaps the most vital group of
workers needed by U.S. bosses to carry
out any kind of war to save their declin-
ing system. The auto plants are the hub
of capitalism’s arsenal, which the bosses
look to for the tanks, trucks, troop car-
riers, military aircraft, etc.,—the sinews
of modern warfare. If the bosses cannot
command the allegiance of these work-
ers, their ability to save their system
would be torn to shreds, especially be-
cause of the ripple effect auto workers
have on the rest of the working class.
(It was the militance and organization
of the communist-led auto workers inthe
1930°s that led to the unionization of
5,000,000 industrial workers into the
CIO in four short years.)

The ruling class’s chances of com-
manding that allegiance rest squarely
on Fraser and Co. their junior partners

who run the UAW. Fraser himself is no

slouch when it comes to defending the
bosses and their system. When he was
head of the Chrysler division of the

UAW, Fraser also doubled as a Detroit
police commissioner, leading a force of
racist cops whose main task is to keep
the city’s auto workers in check, es-
pecially the more militant black workers.
It was the ‘‘progressive’’ Fraser who
helped lead a gang of 1,000 goons, many
of them KKK members, to break a rank-
and-file sitdown rebellion, led by mem-
bers of PLP and the Workers Action
Movement, at Chrysler’s Mack Avenue
plant in 1973.

ince Fraserbecamepres-

ident of the UAW, suc-

ceeding Leonard ‘‘Road-
block’> Woodcock (now U.S. ambassador
to capitalist-revisionist China), he has
gone further down the road of depressing
the living standards of U.S. workers as
the main way of helping the bosses make
the working class take the losses of a
tottering system. When Volkswagen set
up shop in Pennsylvania, Fraser jammed
through a contract thatpaid auto workers
there more than a dollar an hour less
than in Big 3 plants, to help VW “‘get
off the ground,’’ even though VW’s world-
wide profit picture has never been better.
This laid the basis for his latest attack
on auto workers, offering to help out

UAWS Fraser: ‘Neutral for Kennedy’

——DETROIT, Sept. 26—
The United Automobile
Workers.. . . 1show ‘‘neu-
tral for Kennedy,”’ Douglas
A. Fraser, the union’s
president, said today.

Mr. Fraser said in an
interview that U.A.W. re-
gional directors in Chi-
cago and Hartford were
seeking support for Sena-
tor Edward M. Kennedy
in their jurisdictions and
that retired union mem-
bers in Florida were busy
trying to elect delegates
supporting the Massachu-
setts Democrat to a state
party convention.

Mr. Fraser said that the
international executive
board of the union, whose
early backing of Jimmy
Carter in Florida in 1975
and 1976 was a key ele-

ment in his successful race
for President, voted last
week to free its officers
to support any Presiden-
tial candidate, but did so
knowing that the leader-
ship and membership were
“‘overwhelmingly for Ken-
nedy.”’

At the moment, he said,
officers of the 1.5-million-
member union are acting
only in their personal cap-
acities, not officially, but
he conceded with a smile,
“That’s hard to separate
sometimes.”’ After the
board action last week,
Robert Johnston, the un-
ion’s regional director for
Illinois and lowa, sent a
telegram to all locals in
his 175,000 member juris-
diction urging them toback
Mr. Kennedy.

Mr. Fraser said he had

not discussed the auto un-
ion move with Mr. Kennedy.

He said that he expected
many union leaders to hold
back on endorsements but
guessed that of the six
regional U.A.W. directors
in Michigan Mr. Carter
could hope for the support
of only one.

While he said thathe was
not endorsing Mr. Kennedy,
Mr. Fraser asserted that
promoting the Senator 1in
the shops would be ‘‘a joy,
a cakewalk.”’

He cited Mr. Carter’s
failure to send to Capitol
Hill a ‘‘comprehensive,
universal’’ national health
insurance plan, and he said
that Mr. Kennedy could of-
fer ‘‘the ability to lead,
the ability to get people to
do what they’d rather not
do.’’ —New York Times. 9/27/79
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the ailing Chrysler through a no-strike
pledge, a loan from Chrysler workers’
pension funds and a lowering of demands
in the current contract negotiations.
Couple all this with the Fraser-sponsored
visit of UAW flunkies to Japan, where
they offered Japanese auto companies
concessions to set up shop in the U.S.,
and we see that Fraseris truly becoming
a master at hitching the workers to the
bosses’ profit system.

With a record like that in auto, Fraser’s
role as organizer of a ‘‘Progressive
Alliance’’ to lead the ‘‘disenfranchised’’
against the ‘‘ultra right’’ would have to
be pretty suspect. (Interestingly, he has
done absolutely nothing to oust KKK
members from positions of control
within the UAW—such as in the Cadillac
Local 22—much less oppose the Klan or
the Nazis in their current drive to es-
tablish a base among workers.)

Realizing that workers generally are
fed up with the anti-working class poli-
cies of the Carter Administration and
fearing that they may very well seek out
left-wing leadership in rebelling against
these attacks, Fraser has tried to bring
together honest and phony forces into an
organization that would ‘‘influence’’ the
Democratic Party and ‘‘keep the workers
within the system.’”” For this purpose
he and his cohorts in the UAW called
a conference in Oct. 1978 of 200 organi-
zations—from the hacks who run many
of the unions, including George Meany’s
plumbers union, to the NAACP, the
American Civil Liberties Union, the Na-
tional Organization of Women (NOW),
Harrington’s anti-communist DSOC, as
well as the whole gamut of phony ““left’’
front groups.

Fraser says that, ‘“The right-wing,
conservatives and corporate business
are out-hustling us.”” The ‘‘solution’’
is to ‘‘reintroduce accountability and
discipline into the Democratic Party”’
and end Senate filibusters! Fraser wor-
ries that capitalist parties are ‘‘not re-
sponding’’ to the needs of the people.
Damn right! That’s the nature of any sys-
tem based on private profit, exploitation
of workers and control of state power—
the governmenti—to enforce that ex-
ploitation.

Does Fraser have an opinion on how
to deal with that power? Sure enough.
A “‘pluralistic system’’ in which ‘‘you
have ‘competing’ forces. The govern-
ment can discipline private industry and
private industry can discipline the gov-
ernment.”” (Interview in The Village

vl
74

“Worker
representation
at higher levels
of management -

really would
result in better
decisions.”

Douglas Fraser

Fraser tells the truth: His concern is for “better decisions’ and
better profits, not better wages and conditions for auto workers.

Voice, 3/26/79) This would include ‘‘na-
tionalization’’ of suchindustries as ener-
gy and would, in effect, bail out capitalism
at the workers’ expense. Opposing
classes can’t ‘‘share power’’; either the
bosses control state power or the work-
ers do—but more on that point later.

This ‘“‘pluralistic’’ rot in whichbosses
would ‘‘give up’’ some of their control
to some mystical ‘‘neutral’”’ government
is the ‘‘socialism’’ that Fraser says he
would ‘‘be comfortable with.”’ Mussolini
thought of this corporate-labor ‘‘part-
nership’’ long before Fraser. He called
his version the corporate state—fascism.
And all these defenders of capitalism—
from Hitler, to Il Duce, and now to Win-
pisinger and Fraser—know they have to
put a dash of ‘‘socialism’’ into the pot
to try to suck workers into a system
that turns out to be fascism. It is not
that big a step from crushing rebelling
workers at Mack Avenue to chaining all
workers to the capitalist drive to fascism
and war.

Once the October conference didn’t
produce anything, Fraser called together
a dozen labor ‘‘leaders’’ toa Washington
dinner last March to ‘‘putup or shutup.’’
Fraser started by putting up $50,000 of
the auto workers’ dues money. Then the
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rest of this motley crew ‘‘chipped in”’
another $200,000 of their members’
dough. (In the true tradition of sellout
artists, this ‘‘progressive, democratic
alliance’’ never consulted the meriber-
ship on the use of their money.)

With this quarter-millionbehind them,
the Alliance began seeking a director;
‘At the top of the listis Richard Warden,
assistant secretary of Carter’s Dept. of
Health, Education and Welfare’ and the
then Secretary Joseph Califano’s ‘“major
political operator.”’” They appear to be
reassembling the coalition that helped
elect Rockefeller’s man in 1976—Jimmy
Carter—but this time to back Carter’s
possible replacement, Ted Kennedy.
Thus, the central goal of this Alliance
is to win workers disgusted with Carter
and the whole political set-up to support
a new liberal ‘‘lesser evil’”’ who may very
well become the ‘‘savior’ of U.S. capi-

I played

with guns, but

the other side played
with helicopters.
—Tom Hayden

talism through fascism, ‘“‘American
democracy-style.”’

In trying to sucker the working class
into saving capitalism with fascismdur-
ing this era of decline of U.S. imperial-
ism, the labor fakers are working with,
financing, and trying to control various
reform movements that they are either
creating or supporting. One of the largest
ones is the ‘“Citizen/Labor Energy Co-
alition,’’ financed mainly by the IAM’s
Winpisinger. It includes on its executive
board Fraser, Wm. Hutton (Secy.-Treas.
of the National Council of Senior Citi-
zens), John Ryor of the National Educa-
tion Association, and participants like
the Americans for Democratic Action,
the Steelworkers union, The Hayden-
Fonda road show, the United Presby-
terian Church and even the National
Football League Players Association.

Its latest kick is the sky-rocketing
price of gasoline and home heating oil,
blaming Carter’s energy policy and the
0il companies as the villains. No doubt
they, as representatives of the capitalist
system are responsible for exploiting
the working class: but a Kennedy Ad-
ministration would hardly be one to at-
.ack that system. CLEC’s ‘“‘program of
action’’ included a ‘‘national day of pro-
test” on Oct. 17 with rallies, energy
pray-ins in churches, ‘“massive call-ins
to Congress and the White House” and
red, white and blue postcards to ‘‘flood
Washington with the call for lower
prices.”

THE TOM AND JANE ROAD SHOW

One of the bigger reform movements
bent on diverting U.S. workers and others
from seeing capitalism (and its drive
towards fascism) as the cause of our
problems is the road show led by mil-
lionaire Jane Fonda and her husband
Tom Hayden. Their base organization
is the Campaign for Economic Democ-
racy (CED) in California. Their main
national activity is the current anti-
nuclear power movement, using rock
stars to attract thousands of young peo-
ple, while they push California Gov. Jerry
Brown, one of the better friends the oil
companies ever had. (The oil bosses are
in love with the idea of limiting nuclear
power—which they have found too ex-
pensive to generate—in favor of oil, or

" coal, which they now own).

Hayden is billed as a former revolu-
tionary from the 1960s, when actually he
led the right wing of the anti-war move-
ment, symbolized by the tears he shed
after the assassination of his hero,
Robert Kennedy. ‘‘I played with guns,
but the other side played with heli-
copters,’’ Hayden told The Village Voice
(Oct. 1). Now this ‘‘revolutionary’’ play-
boy is using whatever credentials the
ruling class has managed to manufacture
for him to focus on ‘‘electoral politics
as a path to structural reform.”

Working as a ‘‘grass roots’’ organi-
zation, but dominated by Hayden and
Fonda, the CED is largely financed by
Fonda’s millions and such outfits as
Jane Fonda’s Workout (a Beverly Hills
health spa with possible upcoming in-
vestments in restaurants and other busi-
nesses). Of course, Fonda’s movie in-
come is a huge source of dough. These
movies are financedby the big banks. And
there is no question that if thesebankers




felt Fonda and her movement were not
useful to the ruling class, they would
do a real job on her. When the ruling
class is really opposed to aperformer’s
politics, they attack them unmercifully
and deny them a living in this country, as
they did to Paul Robeson in the 1940s
and 1950s.

Hayden’s ties to Jerry Brown reflect
a personal relationship on the basis of
which the ‘“CED prospers politically.”
(Village Voice, Oct. 1.) Brown appointed
Hayden to the state SolarCal Council, to
a ‘‘special counsel’ role inhis adminis-
tration and to the Southwest Border
Regional Commission. Through the lat-
ter Hayden has made ‘‘valuable con-
tacts with Mexican officials and. .. ties
to the United Farmworkers, whose lead-
er, Cesar Chavez, helped found CED.”
Brown’s Administration, the Border
Commission, the ‘‘Mexican officials,”
and Chavez have all been instrumental
in grinding down thousands of undocu-
mented workers who toil in the fields
and are shunted back and forth across
the border at the will of the government,
meanwhile being blamed for the prob-
lems of native-born unemployed
workers

This is the ‘“movement’’ that tells the
working-class that it is ““organizing
againstcorporate power.”’ ‘‘Anti-ruling
class’ forces don’t get promoted on
national TV shows like Meet the Press,
Good Morning America, and the Today
Show, as happened with Hayden-Fonda
in the space of a couple of days in
September. With ‘‘anti-corporate”
friends like that, we don’t need enemies.

The Hayden-Fonda axis is not only al-
lied with the labor fakers through Chavez,
but is also participating in the Oct. 17
extravaganza organized by the Winpisin-
ger-Fraser CLEC. Hayden hopes to use
CED as the springboard to the U.S.
Senate in the 1982 elections.

In addition to the CED, other reform
groups that have sprung up around the
country include:

® Massachusetts Fair Share—main
activities around auto insurance rates
and publicizing tax delinquents; mostly
white, conservative, trying to replace the
Democratic machine; shuns the anti-
racist struggle: ‘‘If Fair Share gets in-
volved in race, it’s going to lose a
lot of support,’’ says one of its leaders.
Such issues ‘‘are not going to reach the
wogking class.”’

Ohio Public Interest Campaign—
works to ‘‘stem corporate flight”’ from

the North; works closely with the UAW;
wants corporations to stay in Ohio so that
benefits will ‘‘trickle down’’ to the
workers.

® Illinois Public Action Council—aims
at ‘‘moderate-to-low income’’ people,
utility reform, health care, legal aid;
“‘works with’’ the IAM and Steelworkers,
meaning it works with their leadership,
not their membership.

® Association of Community Organi-
izations for Reform Now (ACORN),
across 16 states from Louisiana to
South Dakota and Pennsylvania to Neva-
da—develops an ‘‘anti-corporate’’ image;
but, ‘““We're not trying to take over,”
says its Board President, an IBM em-
ployee in Little Rock, Ark. ‘‘The estab-
lishment has a right, too. We want to
have our fair share. We need competi-
tion.” Involved in electoral politics.

All of these groups have come together
in the coalition known as the Citizen
Labor Energy Coalition headed and fi-
nariced by the IAM’S Winpisinger. While
liberal reform mouthpieces, such as-
The Village Voice, describe these move-
ments as the ‘‘answer’ to the ‘‘Demo-
cratic President’’ and the ‘‘Democratic
Congress’ who have inflicted ‘‘one sav-
age defeat after another” on the working
class (budget cuts, escalating prices on
oil and gas, etc.), what is their real pur-
pose? Can capitalism andthe destruction
it wreaks on the working class be an-
swered by working within the system
itself? We will take up these questions
shortly.

DSOC: ‘“SOCIALISM’’ WITHOUT
WORKERS

ever advantage they can

from working-class sym-
pathies for socialism, the social-fascist
labor fakers also make a stabat clothing
themselves in ‘‘socialist’’ costumes. In
line with this, some of their ‘‘leading
lights’’ have joined, or joined with, the
latest anti-communist ‘‘socialist’’ party,
the Democratic Socialist Organizing
Committee. This outfit supposedly pro-
vides an avenue for ‘‘closet socialists
(who) are ready to come out within the
labor movement.’’ (Business Week, Sept.
24) They include many of the same char-
acters we have been writing about—Win-
pisinger, Fraser, Wurf, Gotbaum, as
well as the UAW’s GM division boss,
Irving Bluestone (who just signed the
latest sellout contract with GM) and

In an attempt to gain what-
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AFL-CIO, Carter: Partners in Crime

Just how the social fas-
cist labor ‘‘leaders’’ play
their junior partner rolein
the ruling class’ drive to
depress living standards to
Hitlerian levels was evi-
dent in the AFL-CIO’s a-
greement to become part
of the Carter wage-freeze
process. According to the
New York Times (Sept. 27),
“‘]labor’’ has been given a
highly visible advisory role
in reviewing and applying
the Government’s voluntary
standard for pay re-
straint.”’ Chief fink George
Meany was set to put itbe-
fore a special meeting of
the AFL-CIO executive
council which ‘‘was ex-
pected to approve the ar-
rangement.’’

The deal to get the union
fakers’ stamp of approval
on the ‘‘voluntary’ wage
freeze was put together at
a ““working breakfast’’ be-
tween Meany’s right-hand
flunky AFL-CIO Secy.-
Treas. Lane Kirkland, and
Carter’s Treasury Chief,

was done with any ‘‘ad-
visory role’’ of the rank and

file. The whole move
smacks of Mussolini’s fas-
cist ‘‘corporate state,”’

where labor-management
“councils’’ were estab-
lished to set wages. Car-
ter’s body, too, isa ‘“‘la-

bor - management - public”’

group. The working class’
answer to this class colla-
boration can only be agen-
eral strike to bustthe wage
freeze, and dump the
Meany-Kirkland cabal in
the river—or under it—to
pay for their crimes.

Wm. Miller, along with
Secy. of Labor Ray Mar-
shall.

None of this, of course,

SEALING THE DEAL: New AFL-CIO President Lane Kirkland shakes
bands with the bead of the National Association of Manufacturers, pled-
ging to continue George Meany’s policies of racism and sellout.
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leaders of the Amalgamated Clothing
and Textile Workers union. All of these
sellouts are either members of, or on
the Board of Directors of, the DSOC.
The AFL-CIO Building Trades Dep’tre-
cently took an ad in DSOC’s paper *‘con-
gratulating’’ it for ““‘supporting the labor
movement.”’ In addition, DSOC works
closely with Fraser’s Progressive Al-
liance.

DSOC is headed by self-styled ‘“social-
ist’”> Michael Harrington who ‘‘helped
Sargent Shriver shape the Johnson Ad-
ministration’s war on poverty.” (Wash-
ington Post, March 25, 1979) It counts
among its leaders Congressman Ron
Dellums (D-Calif.), CIA operative Gloria
Steinem, Nixon cabinet member James
Farmer, Yale theologian Harvey Cox,
Victor Reuther, Nat Hentoff, and Irving

Howe, anti-communist par excellence.

It’s no surprise, therefore, to read in
DSOC’s recruiting brochure that “We
work in the left-wing of the Democratic
Party,”” where they are “forging coali-
tion.”” Further, they ‘‘played a big part
at the recent Democratic Party Conven-
tion in Memphis.”> They have alsoorgan-
ized the ‘“Democratic Agenda,”’ which
includes Fraser and Wurf, Dellums,
Wisconsin Democratic Party state chair-
man Michael Bleicher, Rep. RobertKas-
tenmeier (D.-Wisc.), Rep. John Conyers
(D.-Mich.), and so on. This group al-
legedly wants to “‘hold Carter and the
Democratic Congress accountable’’ for
the Democratic Party platform (as if
that platform is somehow utopia for the
working class).




aturally this ‘‘socialist”
Ngroup “maintains in-
formal ties with...Sen.
Edward Kennedy.”’” (Washington Post,
3/25/79) In fact, Kennedy spokesman
Tom Southwick says his boss ‘‘knows
Mike Harrington and sees him from
time to time to discuss politics ina very
general way.”” Funny how this whole
motley crew, from the Winpisinger-
Fraser axis to the professional 4nti-
communists in DSOC all come together
around the new ruling class ‘‘savior,”
Ted Kennedy.

But, as the Post reports, the heart of
DSOC’s philosophy is ‘‘a gradualist gos-
pel which...isn’'t that far away from
today’s liberal establishment agenda.’’
And it’s become clearer every day that
that ‘‘agenda’’ includes preparing for
war with the Soviet bosses and tighten-
ing the screws on the working class
here—fascism.

Harrington yearns for ‘“more demo-
cratic and social control of business in-
vestment‘‘; ‘‘forcing corporations to
‘share’ decision-making’’ (Business
Week, Sept. 24); and profit-sharing so
that workers can be induced to ‘‘look
out’’ for the boss who employs (and ex-
ploits) them. That’s ‘“socialism,”” DSOC-
style. All this makes a lovely cover for
the traitors in the unions who support
DSOC, so they can stay in power and
ride roughshod over the working class.

Fortunately, workers are shunning
DSOC in huge numbers. They see through
a lot of this garbage. ‘‘Conspicuous in
DSOC’s membership are the small num-
bers of rank-and-file trade unionists,
blacks and other minorities...(Its)
voices chiefly (are) those of the uni-
versity and the research center, the
social worker, the poverty lawyer and
the labor economist.’”” (Washington Post)

The elitist attitude and anti-working
class approach of DSOC is revealed in
their belief that ‘‘there are fundamental
and almost contradictory problems in
attracting to the complex dialectic of
socialism the minimally educated and
at times anti-intellectual class of Amer-
icans for whom it is intended.’’ What
nonsense! It is the working class which
three times has put real socialism into
practice—in the 1871 Paris Commune,
the Russian Revolution of 1917 and the
Chinese Revolution of 1949. That these
historic working-class achievements
were later reversed or usurped in no
way lessens the fact that it is the work-
ing class that not only understands the

world communist outlook of dialectical
materialism but knows exactly how to
put it into practice. And that’s precisely
what the Frasers, Winpisingers, Wurfs,
Harringtons and the like are afraid of,
since their goal is to ‘‘save’’ capitalism,
not destroy it.

As we have pointed out, the leadership
of these unions are an oppressive force
over the rank and file. These leeches
not only function within the system, but
serve to defend it and help ‘‘save’’ it.
‘“Saving capitalism’’ means taking the
bosses’ problems out on the workers.
And for U.S. capitalism in the 1980s, it
means a healthy dose of fascism. Forin-
stance, what happens when the anarchy
of capitalism catches up with a billion-
dollar outfit like Chrysler? First, Chrys-
ler lays off thousands of workers, the
majority black, toattempt to immediately
cut its losses. They speed up the remain-
der. And then they ask for ‘‘special
consideration’’ from the UAW come con-
tract time—a cut in wages and fringe
benefits; all in the name of ‘“‘preserving
jobs for Chrysler workers.”’

Whatis Fraser and Company’s answer?
“Well, it’s true, Chrysler is in danger
of going under.”” and ‘‘it’s also true if
they go under, thousands of UAW mem-
bers will lose their jobs.’”’ Therefore,
““we have to help Chrysler get out of
trouble’’ so ‘‘some of our members will
keep working.”’

The fact is, the bosses were in deep
trouble in the 1930s when the bottom was
dropping out of their system. If workers
had not fought like hell for their own
class interests, there would be no UAW
today. If the rank-and-file, led by com-
munists, had not risen up andorganized,
fighting the company goons and gunmen,
the National Guard and the daily police
violence directed against unionization of
the basic industries, we would be one big
open shop today. So waiting for, and help-
ing, the bosses to ‘‘get out of trouble”’
will only put the workers in a worse
situation.

In a certain sense, U.S. bosses are in
worse trouble today than they were in
the 1930s. At that time, although in the
midst of a great depression, the long-
range outlook for U.S. capitalism was
still upward. Their strength relative to
the rest of the capitalist world was still
greater. They emerged from that de-
pression through World War II and still
another re-division of the world’s mar-
kets relatively unscathed compared to the
destruction wrought by that war in Eur-
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ope, Africa and Asia, and entered their
most dominant era.

Given these circumstances. ‘‘helping’’
a Chrysler (‘‘accommodating’’ the com-
ing auto contract to Chrysler’s troubles,
as Fraser has promised); demanding the
government grant TWA fare increases
to help pay its fuel bill, as the IAM’s
Winpisinger calls for (see box on p. 13);
bailing New York’s bosses out of their
fiscal crisis, as AFSCME’s Gotbanm
has done and is doing (see box on p. 21)
—all this betrayal of workers’ class
interests is ‘‘saving capitalism’ by
moving in a fascist direction. Had the
working class been led by such forces
in the 1930s, we might very well have
had some form of fascism then. In fact,
that was the direction Roosevelt was
headed in 1933-34. It was the might of
the communist-led working class that
turned it around.

But today

the U.S. bosses

do not have

the options they had
fifty years ago.

However, today the long-range outlook
of U.S. bosses is downward. For all of the
reasons cited by numerous articles in
this magazine (and in their own press),
U.S. capitalism is no longer ‘‘Number
One,”’ and is sinking. Soviet capitalism
is the rising star; West German capital-
ism has greater productivity; Japanese
capitalism sells millions of cars and
other durable goods in the U.S. market.
Mid-East bosses have tacked on a $100
billion ‘‘surcharge’’ to U.S. capitalism
by jacking up the price of oil 7009, (from
$3 a barrel to $21, and rising). And all
this without one U.S. Marine being able to
land on foreign shores and ‘‘set things
straight.”’

So, when a giant like Chrysler gets
“gsick”’ or a TWA can’t pay its 1979 fuel
bill and seeks to recoup by laying off
workers, declining capitalism’s ability
to grant concessions tothe working class

ja ni! To aceumulate ecanital for newin-
vestment, it mustget that monev ont of the
hides of U.S. workers: witness the per-
manent mass layoff of hundreds of thous-
ands of government workers, the drastic
reduction of vital services in the big
cities, the various fiscal crises, uncor-
trollable inflation, the chronic unemploy-
ment which has hardly ever fallen below
67, f)or ten years (the so-called recession
line).

Therefore, increasingly, U.S. bosses
must turn to the same ‘‘solution’’ Ger-
man, Italian and Japanese capitalism
turned to in the 1930s—fascism. While
fascism as such does not yet exist inthe
U.S., events are moving in that direc-
tion. The sharp depression in living and
wage standards of the working class is
one of the hallmarks of fascism. Once the
ruling class finds itabsolutely necessary
to enforce that depression with state
power in a full way, fascism will emerge.

ut today, U.S. bosses do
not have the options they

had 50 years ago. Their

‘need to keep workers in check today is

vital to their very existence. And their
ability to do this largely depends
on how much help they get from their
lieutenants in the labor movement.

If workers, again led by communists
—this time by the revolutionary ideas
of the Progressive Labor Party—or-
ganize to challenge these traitors, it
will weaken the ruling class and make
it even more desperate. Then it will
no longer be merely a fight between
workers and bosses over wages and
conditions. It will become a battle be-
tween a U.S. ruling class bent on fas-
cism and war to save its shrinkingpiece
of the pie, and the potential for working-
class socialist revolution.

The labor ‘‘leaders’’ know they can’t
pull workers into the abyss of war and
fascism by extolling it. So they put for-
ward ‘‘tough talk’ and “progressive
measures,’”’ and ‘blast’” Carter, and
even talk about a ‘‘dose of socialism,”’
while they plot to foist still another
«lesser evil’’ on the working class, this
time apparently Ted Kennedy. But there
is no more reason for workers to put
their faith in the moves of Fraser, Win-
pisinger and Co. than there is to have
faith in these fakers at contract time.
The actions of these ‘‘leaders’ on day-
to-day conditions are cut from the same
cloth as their actions ‘‘outside’’ the
factories. in the political sphere. Both




Gotbaum: In Bed With the Banks

On March 7, 1979, the
Fiorello H. LaGuardia
award was given to Victor
Gotbaum, executive direc-
tor of District Council 37
of AFSCME, the largest
municipal workers’ union
in the country. The award,
presented by the New Schon?
for Social Research, wasto
“honor  Gotbaum for his
crucial rolein (New York’s)
fiscal crisis.”” And what
was this role? According
to an article in The New
Yorker magazine (April 30,
1979):

“‘It was Gotbaum who per-
suaded not only the 110,000
members of District Coun-
cil 37 but the ‘leaders’ of
most of the other munici-
pal unions that the city
could not make it unless
they went along with a wage
freeze and cuts in benefits
—and who, during the
months that followed, was
the strongest force in keep-
ing the labor scene here
relatively calm as the city-
employee rolls were re-
duced, by 60,000 workers.

““In addition, he helped
sell to other local unions

on New York’s ‘creative’
contribution to the history
of municipal finance—the
investment of three and a
half billion dollars from
city-employee pension
funds in city securities
that no other investors
would touch—and he played
a leading roleinlastyear’s
fight for the federal loan-
guarantee bill, whose terms
require ‘he same pension
funds to invest a billion
dollars more in city bonds,
only a third of which will
be protected by federal
guarantees.”’(our emphasis)

It is no wonder that there
‘““‘were a large number of
...people representing
giant banks, corporations,
labor and the political
world,” at the dinner hon-
oring this fink, as well as
speakers like Mayor Koch,
Governor Carey and Felix
Rohatyn, former chairman
of ““Big MAC,” set up by
the ruling class to get the
bankers and the bosses
through the crisis. Rohatyn
has described Gotbaum as
‘*today probably my closest
personal friend.”’

It is also no mystery why
the New York City Cham-
ber of Commerce and In-
dustry and some large New
York City corporations paid
for a full-page advertise-
ment in the New York Times
of March 7 celebrating the
award to Gotbaum. Along-
side a picture of this junior
partner of the bosses was
another photo, of the chair-
man of the dinner, one
William M. Ellinghaus, who
is president of. the richest
corporation in the world,
AT&T.

This leader of the U.S.
ruling class ‘‘hailed’’ Got-
baum as ‘‘a gentleman, a
scholar’® and ‘‘a states-
man,’andfriend. No doubt
this should be a comforting
thought to the 60,000 city
workers who Gotbaum
helped to throw in the street
in the service of the likes
of Ellinghaus.

Is it any wonder we de-

" clare that ‘‘all fascists

must be killed,’’ including
the social fascists who run
U.S. unions on behalf of a
U.S. capitalists system
heading pell mell for war?

serve the needs of capitalism, whatever capitalism in power.

they happen to be at the moment.
THE ROLE OF REVISIONISM

What has been the main influence over
these ‘‘leaders,’”’ both in the U.S. and in
the nationalist-turned-fascist move-
ments around the world? None other
than the arch betrayer of communist
revolution, revisionism. Revisionists
come under many names and colors,
but their practice is the same—they
claim to be socialists who have ‘‘re-
vised’’ Marxism-Leninism to be ‘‘more
relevant to today.”’ In fact, whether they
are former communists, CPers, Mao-
ites, Trotskyites, social democrats, ‘‘in-
dependent radicals’’ or whatever, they
have revised socialist ideas to the point
where all their theory and practice
serves to betray revolution and maintain

In the U.S. the formerly-communist
leaders of large trade unions abandoned
all pretenses to communist ideas by the
1950s. Many of them continued in office
in these unions while others continued to
support what they still call the ‘“‘mili-
tant’> and ‘‘progressive’’ forces in the
labor movement—Davis of the hospital
workers union (District 1199), the Bal-
anoff-Sadlowski forces in the steelwork-
ers’ union, the District 65 leadership in
NYC, the ‘‘anti-reactionary’’ (pro-Ken-
nedy) forces in such unions as the UAW,
the IAM, the UMW (they were among
traitor Arnold Miller’s biggest boosters),
and so on.

These traitors, such as Davis, Balan-
off, etc., whether or not they actually be-
long to the ‘“‘Community’’ Party, still
subscribe to a revisionist outlook, still
try to line up the workers on the side
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TEACHING A LESSON: New

7N

York teachers demonstrate against racist leadership of union president Shanker, one
of the most open fascists in union leadership. The sign giwes the correct answer to this problem.
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of one group of bosses (the liberals)
against the ‘‘ultra-right’’ group. They
like to take on the appearance of militant
talk, but when push comes to shove,
these revisionist traitors always move
to eradicate the revolutionary forces,
the real Left. Whenever PLP-led forces
expose the racism and pro-capitalist
stance of the revisionist-backed union
hacks, we are met with an onslaught of
charges of ‘anti-unionism,” ‘‘dual
unionists,”” ‘‘splitters,’”’ etc., and are
subject to fascist repression.

That’s what is behind Davis’s dirty
work in the firing of a PL member at
New York’s NYU Hospital, after a CAR-
PL slate had won an election there. That’s
the reason for Fraser’s use of 1000
goons against 35 PL-led sitdown strikers
at the Chrysler Mack Avenue plant and
Winpisinger’s fight to maintain the ex-
pulsion of a PLer who had been elected
shop steward by his co-workers.

All these were fascist acts. Revision-
ism will always either lead to, or resort
to, fascism when threatened by revolu-
tionary forces. This is not something
peculiar to the U.S. It is universal. In
many other countries it takes the form
of ‘“‘two-stage revolution.”’ In Iran, the

kR4

“Left’’ attacked the Shah as a tool and
ally of U.S. imperialism. These anti-
Shah forces were ready to supportbring-
ing in Khomeini in the name of a ‘“‘broad
democratic front’’ to oust the Shah. “‘So-
cialism will come later,”’ they said. This
line was supported by revisionists the
world over.

What happened? The militance of the
masses, whose heroic armed struggle
overthrew the Shah andhis billion-dollar,
U.S.-supplied weaponry, became a move-
ment that installed another set of bosses,
led by Khomeini. This new boss has un-
leashed a fascist terror qualitatively no
different than the Shah’s. He has executed
hundreds of militant, left-revolutionary
workers and attacked national minorities,
using the cover of having executed some
Shah agents as his ‘‘credentials’’ (which
helped him consolidate power as a new
ruling class replacing the Shah). He is
even using old members of the Shah’s
Savak (secret police) to kill and torture.

Revolutionaries understand that ex-
changing one set of bosses for another
only continues our oppression. Abossisa
boss. ““United fronts’’ with liberal bosses
mean capitalism continues to run the




show. This is as true in Nicaragua and
Vietnam as it is inIran. Its ultimate con-
clusion is revealed in the Soviet Union
and China where revisionists who have
usurped revolutionary power and in-
stalled themselves in power, absolutely
must resort to fascism to try to wipe
out revolutionary opposition.

Many times the ‘‘militant’’ actions of
revisionists prior to their taking power
seem to be causing tremendous ferment
among the masses. This has beentruein
Latin-America, Asia, Africa and West-
ern Europe. Revisionists in Italy,
France, Mexico and elsewhere often or-
ganize marches of millions of workers
on behalf of revisionist goals. These
goals involve, essentially, supporting
one group of bosses against another.
Such struggles can be, and often are,
militant and even violent armed battles.
Most are cloaked in pseudo-revolution-
ary rhetoric, but violence on behalf of
any bosses will never emancipate the
working class.

When the working class responds to
these goals—virtually always in support
of liberal bosses or a ‘‘progressive’’
program against a ‘‘more reactionary’’
group of the ‘‘ultra right’’—they are not
responding to Left leadership. Although
the workers will engage in many heroic
acts in the course of this response, that
is the secondary aspect of such ‘‘fer-
ment.”” The primary aspect is the fact
that they have been mis-ledinto following
right-wingers.

Revolutionaries must not be fooled by
this ‘“‘ferment,’”’ any more than we might
believe that a Winpisinger or a Fraser
who “‘blasts’® Carter has anything more
on his mind than substituting a Kennedy.
While we must work among workers in-
volved in movements directed against
the bosses in power, whether it be a
Carter or a Tony Boyle in the UMW
or a Shah, we must expose the role of
the liberals, the ‘‘progressives’’—the
revisionists and their idols—as leading
the working class to the same kind of
repression we already have (and some-
times worse).

‘“Two-stage revolution’’ never works,
whether in Iran or the UMW. ‘‘Sharing
power’’ with a new set of bosses tothrow
out the old set simply produces a new
set of bosses, nothing more. Revolution-
aries, while participating in the militant
actions of workers, must always put for-
ward socialist revolution-as the answer,
which means ‘‘sharing power’ with no
one—the dictatorship of the proletariat,

throwing out all bosses.

The ‘‘lesser evil’’ theory that per-
meates the U.S. trade union movement,
and is always backed by revisionists of
every stripe, has kept the working class
on a treadmill of supporting capitalism.
Now it means backing fascism to save
a declining capitalist system. This ‘‘les-
ser evil’’ theory—backing Stevenson
against Eisenhower, JohnKennedy
against Nixon, Johnson against Gold-
water, Robert Kennedy against John-
son, Humphrey against Nixon, Carter
against Ford and now Ted Kennedy
against Carter—has brought the U.S.
working class only more racism, more
mass unemployment, more inflation,
more job insecurity, closer to world
war, closer to fascism; in other words,
more of the same capitalist oppression,
only worse.

ur job is to lead U.S. work-

ers to revolution. This has

only one stage, the ongoing
fight againstall bosses, uniting with none.
We aim to establish the dictatorship of
the proletariat and wipe out all bosses.
The revisionists and their ‘‘heroes’’ in
the leadership of unions who would mis-
lead us down the ‘‘lesser evil,”” ‘‘two-
stage’’ road would lead us straight to
the hell of fascism. We must fight for
revolution, not for reform, and we must
smash these traitors along with the
bosses they serve.

REVOLUTION AND REFORM

Having drawn that conclusion, revolu-
tionaries cannot, nevertheless, absent
themselves from the reform struggle.
However, our participation in reform
struggles is qualitatively different, be-
cause we understand that it is not anend
in itself. Our understanding of the class
nature of society leads us to a far dif-
ferent role in these struggles than the
“reformers,’’ honest or otherwise. Our
aim is to end capitalism, not to teach
it manners.

There are at least three fatal flaws
in thinking that capitalism can be re-
formed and its problems solved within
the system, that is, within the reform
struggle. ’

(1) Unlike the reformers, communists
understand that there are opposing
classes with antagonistic interests: the
working class, which produces all value,
and the ruling class—a tiny minority—
which takes the lion’s share of that value
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for itself, and for reinvestment in more
profitable ventures at home and abroad.
As these bosses tome into conflict in-
ternationally with other capitalists bent
on the same goal, wars result, especially
world wars, to ‘‘settle’’ the conflicting
claims over areas of exploitation.

The antagonism between the oppres-
sors and the oppressed is not an ‘“‘acci-
dent;”’ the result of ‘‘bad’’ presidents.
It is built into the nature of capitalism.
Capitalists must seek maximum profits.
Capitalists who make less become weak-
er and are in danger of ceasing to be
capitalists (it’s called ‘‘going out of
business’’). That is what Chrysler is
trying desperately to avoid. Being driven
to reap maximum profits means being
driven to give the working class the
minimum. But the working class must
survive—therefore, it has always fought
back against the bosses’ attempts to
minimize its share. This is what we call
class struggle. It is the motive force of
history and determines all events.

Thus, capitalists do not ‘‘share’
profits. They will not allow workers to
‘“‘democratically control investments.”’
Those who might would quickly be driven
out of the market place by the more
powerful capitalists. But reformers who
do not use the class struggle as the
starting point of their understanding
will constantly place themselves on a
treadmill of trying to convince or cajole
or push capitalists not to act like capi-
talists.

(2) Reformers lack an understand-
ing of the true role of the state, or at
least they want to confuse the working
class’s own understanding. The govern-
ment, or state, is not a ‘‘neutral” force
to be pushedto the right or left, depending
on how strong the contending forces are.
The state is an instrument of class rule.
The capitalist class, which controls the
government under capitalist society, will
never give up its control over profits
and the profit system without an all-out
fight to the death. No ruling class has
ever left the stage of history peace-
fully, from the Roman and Greek slave-
holders, to the feudal lords, to the Czar.
The U.S. capitalist class, or any group
of bosses in any part of the world, will
not allow itself to be ‘‘voted” out of
power. When they see the danger of work-
ers rising up to throw them out, they
resort to fascism, the openterrorist rule
of the main section of the ruling class,
to fight to the death.

The working class has no choice but

to oppose the bosses in like fashion.
Otherwise, workers will meet the fate
that befell their brothers and sisters in
Nazi Germany and fascistItaly and Japan.
Under capitalism the bosses control all
the powers of the state apparatus. There
is no freedom for workers once itinter-
feres with making maximum profits. To
think workers can influence the govern-
ment ‘‘leftward,’”’ to think that there is
such a thing as °‘‘the left wing of the
Democratic Party,”’ is to fall right into
the arms of the bosses, and, in the present
decline of U.S. capitalism, into thearms
of fascism—which is exactly where the
Fraser-Winpisinger-Hayden-DSOC axis
would lead us.

(3) Reformers functioning narrowly
within the system cannot go beyondtheir
own movement, cannot have a world out-
look, cannot see the influence of contra-
dictions and forces outside their own
immediate struggle for reform. That is
why virtually all of the reform move-
ments outlined in this article, for in-
stance, ignore the bosses’ ace-in-the-
hole in dividing the working class—
racism. And, of course, those ‘‘re-
formers’’ bent on deliberately serving
the bosses, promote racism. Without
fighting racism, the working class fights
with both hands tied behind its back; its
strength is sapped. To launch any strug-
gle against the bosses in power without
fighting against racism dooms the battle
from the start.

imilarly, reformers fail to

see the effect of broader

contradictions, such as the
imperialist rivalry of the USSR and the
USA. It is this rise of the Russianbosses
that is pushing U.S. bosses to the wall.
While Winpisinger and Fraser prattle
about ‘‘curbing the corporate power of
the oil companies’’ and the Harringtons
want ‘‘democratic control of invest-
ments,”” U.S. bosses are driven by
their contradiction with the Soviet Union
to oppress the U.S. working class more
intensively than ever. That is the last
chance to counteract the shortage of
capital investment resulting from their
loss of markets internationally. And, as
all imperialists have been, the U.S.
bosses will be driven to war to save
their system, and will drag U.S. workers
with them to produce for that war, to
fight and die inthat war, to kill “‘foreign’’
workers in that war. Vietnam was just a
small taste of where that process is
heading.




The reformers will, by the very nature
of their relation to the system—working
within it, to ‘‘reform” it—defend the
system and try to save it by backing a
““patriotic’> war against ‘“‘our’’ enemy
(again, no class analysis of war for
whom?). Therefore, honest reformers
who are duped by this non-class analysis
will accept fascism as ‘‘necessary’’ to
fight that war. And ‘‘reformers’’ who
are already on the other side—such as
the trade union leadership—will promote
it.

Therefore, to fight for reform do-
mestically without an internationalist
outlook will not only undermine the
reform struggle itself but will inevitably
place you on the wrong side of the strug-
gle, on the bosses’ side.

Finally, it is not enough to merely
““have’’ such a class analysis; it is

The state

is

an instrument
of

class rule.

necessary to put it into practice. Infact,
that is the only way the analysis can
constantly be sharpened and keep pace
with all the twists and turns of the class
struggle. That is the role of a communist
party, such as PLP. And we enter the
.reform struggle precisely to:
® Oppose the ruling class at every
turn;
® Unite the working class in militant
struggle;
® Point out all the conclusions spelled
out in this article, which flow from,
and answer, the problems of the
working class, out of which we,
® Win the working class to revolution,
to an internationalist outlook, to
overthrow capitalism (not ‘‘reform’’
it). This is the MAIN reason for
entering the reform struggle.
With these ideas, communists be-
come the best fighters in the reform

struggle because only communist ideas
can answer each ruling class idea which
automatically limits the fight to one
within the system and chops it down at
every turn. This is especially true now,
when the ruling class needs fascism
and war to save its system, and a re-
formist outlook will wind up accepting
the cuts, the layoffs, the loans to the
bosses from workers’ pension funds, etc.

Moreover, revolutionary struggle
needs a united working class, which is

. why communists single out the fight
; against racism as central to the class

struggle against the bosses who create,
and profit from, this racism. The fight
against racism under capitalism mustbe
a mass fight, a violent fight (since rac-
ism by its nature is a violent attack
on the working class, especially on
black, Latin, Asian and Native American
workers), a multi-racial fight, and a
fight based on class interest (since all
workers, including white workers, are
oppressed by racism). That is why com-
munists in PLP build the International
Committee Against Racism (InCAR).
InCAR is the mass organization that can
and does unite all workers, as workers,
to oppose racism. ‘

For all the reasons cited above, the
ruling class andtheir social-fascistlieu-
tenants in the ranks of the workers, single
out PLP and InCAR as the main enemy
of the capitalist system. Thatis why they
try to fire, jail, brutalize, and generally
attack communists and anti-racist fight-
ers. That is why they use every available
tactic to prevent these ideas from reach-
ing the working class. Unlike their
servants in the DSOC, they know that
workers will all too readily grasp the
ideas of Marxism-Leninism, the outlook
of dialectical materialism, and use them
to change the world. And ‘‘changing the
world’> means destroying capitalism and
replacing. it with the class rule of the
working class—the dictatorship of the
proletariat.

These are the ideas communists bring
to the reform struggle. Andthese are the
ideas that, through class struggle, will
bury the social fascists and their capi-
talist mentors. Winpisinger, Fraser and
Co. are on the side of the class that is
making its exit from the stage of history.
The working class, led by its communist
party, is making its entrance, front and
center. Let the clash begin! We have
nothing to lose but our oppression under
capitalism; we have a communist world
to win!
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By S.O’H.

Painting the South Red

Building the Party

in Tupelo

ISSISSIPPI. To many of us the
very name has a fearful ring.
To many who took part in the
civil rights movement of the
’60s or grew up during that
period, Mississippi symbolizes the most extreme racism,
the most brutal murders of anti-racists and of black work-
ers, and the stronghold of the Ku Klux Klan. For many, the
words of Phil Ochs summed it up—*‘‘Mississippi, find your-
self another country to be part of.”’

But for our Party today, Mississippihas a different mean-
ing. In Mississippi, in Tupelo and the area around it, we
have begun the task of building a base for revolution among
black and white workers, spreading the ideas of multi-racial
unity and the fight for socialism in the South. From small
beginnings, through the growth of the Tupelo Summer Project,
and with the beginning of a permanent concentration in
Tupelo, we have planted the red flag of revolutionary com-
munism in the country that Mississippi is part of.

This article will examine the beginning of our work in
Tupelo: how we planned it; how we as communists went
about doing our day-to-day work in the Deep South; our suc-
cesses and failures in carrying out our struggle against
the Klan and its masters in the U.S. ruling class; and the
lessons we learned. It willalsodiscuss our plans to continue
this work in the months and years ahead. Over this past
summer about one hundred comrades and friends, black,
Latin, Asian and white, took part in this struggle—some
for a day, some for a week, others for the whole summer.
All of them contributed to our understanding of the work in




L and InCAR contingent at Thanksgiving week march in Tupelo, 1978. The march was the last bigl"uctivity of the

United League. UL’s leadership showed its colors by allowing the Ku Klux Klan to march by untouched.

Tupelo; all took some of that under-
standing home to their own areas.

Tupelo became the center of our work
in Mississippi for two reasons. Although
relatively small, Tupelo, with a popula-
tion of 20,000, is the center of an in-
dustrial area in Northeast Mississippi
with more than 14,000 industrial workers.
Industrial workers are key to building a
revolutionary movement, because it is
from their labor that capitalism makes
its profits. In recent years, the South has
assumed great importance to the U.S.
ruling class as an industrial area be-
cause its carefully-nurtured tradition
of racism has made it the citadel of
low-wage non-union labor, where the
bosses have been able to keep the work-
ing class divided and weak in order to
extract extra profits.

The second factor that drew our Party
to Tupelo was a recent history of anti-
Klan struggle, carried out by a group
called the United League, which in its
earlier stages appeared to be apositive,
anti-racist force acting againstthe Klan,
segregation, racism on the job, and un-
employment. Unfortunately this group
ultimately became not an ally, but one
of the main obstacles to work in Tupelo.
The twin evils of pacifism and anti-

communism turned it into its opposite.

THE UNITED LEAGUE: PACIFISM
AND NATIONALISM

The United League was started some
years ago and quickly attracted the sup-
port of thousands of black workers in
Northeast Mississippi. The issues were
there, and the UL offered some leader-
ship. During 1978 the black community
in Tupelo was enraged over the vicious
actions of the Tupelo Police Department,
and the UL built a mass base in Tupelo
around this issue. Black women workers
played a key role in this process. The
League had many grassroots organizers
from the community.

There is a clear class line, however,
between the membership and the leader-
ship of the United League. While the
rank and file are overwhelmingly indus-
trial and other oppressed workers, the
bigshots in the ILeague are distinctly
petty bourgeois. The head of the UL,
Skip Robinson, is a contractor, and his
main sidekick, LouMyers, is an attorney.
Most of his other cronies are also
lawyers and ministers. While this back-
ground does not, in itself, explain their
sellout politics, it shows the class basis

(Contimied on page 38)

39




“We Won't Fight 1

Washington

In the mid;
emanating fron
Iran, the dynam
socialist revoluti
tegrated worki
in Washington o
ial the clarity of

The demon
only eight days’
cut to the heart
ests of imperiali
alism will not b
blood. Beginni
class section, tf
met with suppo
the rally, threel
House. The mar
along the way.

Additionally
of 25 demonstra
ment’s ban on
of the White Ho
of police and
banner of revok
topresenta unite
overtly fascist po

On the sam
demonstrations i
eapolis and Chic
message to the we
war that workers




Washington T

Chicago

it

0 QNS - -
GUERRA -

heBosses War!”

of the war hysteria Washington
capitalism’s crisis in .

> call for international
n, put forward by in-
-class demonstrators
Dec. 1st, made mater-
ommunist leadership.
tration, organized in
meby PL and InCAR,
f the issue: the inter-
n, fascism and nation-
defended by workers’
g in a black working
> aims of the march
t straight through to
locks from the White
h grew by 15 percent

an organized group
ors defied the govern-
monstrations in front
e, and under the noses
vernment, waved the
tion. The ban, meant
| front for capitalism’s
licies, was broken.
e day, other PL-led
n Los Angeles, Minn-
ago brought the same
orking class. The only
will win is revolution!




TUPELO

38

(Continued from page 35)

of their mistrust and contempt for the
workers, and their attempts to build
their own careers at the expense of the
class struggle. It is the working class,
black and white, which, because of its
relation to production, has the outlook
and the ability to destroy racism and the
system which spawns it.

In September 1978 a group of black
workers in Okolona—a small town near
Tupelo—were framed on charges of
shooting into the homes of some whites.
At the trial the police withesses com-
pletely contradicted each other, and the
trial turned into a sham. By the end of
the trial, with the racists losing badly,
a number of Klansmen drew guns. Black
workers got their guns, and there was a
shootout on the courthouse steps, end-
ing in a standoff.

The next day, over 400 black workers
and students from Okolona and Tupelo
marched in Okolona. Lou Myers, the
chief lawyer for the League, tried to
stop the march the day before, using pure
fear as his tactic. The resolve of the
workers was only strengthened. Finley
Campbell of InCAR drew cheers at the
rally at the end of the march with his
call for multi-racial unity and Death to
the Klan. The cowardly Klan could only
summon up enough courage to burn a
cross later that night on the lawn of the
Okolona mayor—himself a Klansman.

An anti-Klan march at Thanksgiving,
attended by over 1400 people, included
a contingent of 60 from PLP and the In-
ternational Committee Against Racism
(InCAR). This march helped us under-
stand the fundamental nature of the United
League, and also to realize that workers
in the South were very receptive to our
ideas, especially multi-racial unity and
smashing the Klan. Our task then be-
came to plan how to attack the racist
monster in its cradle—the South.

By the Thanksgiving march, the League
was beginning to wane. Although 1400
came to the march, the turnout of Tupelo
workers was small. This was solely the
fault of the U.L. leadership and its po-
litical line. During the summer of °78,
in response to the blatant racism in
Tupelo and in the schools, as well as
unbridled police brutality and terrorism,
directed particularly againstblack work-
ers, the League had made a set of de-
mands against the Tupelo City govern-
ment, including affirmative action pro-
posals. The League organized two mass
marches in support of these demands.
The first was the march that brought the

League its biggest publicity. This was
because it was the biggest League march,
but more importantly because it was the
beginning of the end for the UL. This
was because at this march the KKK broke
the ranky of the parade and was allowed
by the League leadership to escape un-
scathed. First they marched in front of
the post office and then at the police
station. Although there were no more
than 30 of the vermin, UL leaders re-
strained the marchers from attacking
them. Our experience in confronting the
KKK and the Nazis has taught us that this

- sort of pacifism is a loser. Even if they

don’t attack our marches now, every time
they march without resistance they gain
publicity and build their image of in-
vincibility.

The role of ‘‘Klan protectors’ during
the march was performed by members
of fake left groups such as the ““Revo-
lutionary’ Student Brigade and the
October League. These cops in ‘‘left
uniforms’’ marched alongside our con-
tingent to protect the Klan from us and
to keep away workers who would have
joined our ranks. The bankruptcy of
these pacifist ideas was shown in the
events of that night. After the march was
over and the crowd long gone, reports
were heard that the Klan was planning
to go to black neighborhoods near the
starting point of the march. Black work-
ers poured out of their houses with rifles
and shotguns. Needless to say, the KKK
did not show up; they knew that this time
there were no pacifist mis-leaders to
protect them from these workers who
were ready and willing to wipe them off

the face of the earth.
Another reason the UL put forward

for not attacking the Klan was that, after
the march, the people from Mississippi
would be ‘‘left alone to face the heat.”’
The events of the night destroyed both the
myth of helplessness and the idea that
safety lay either in ‘‘cool-it”’ deals with
the local police or in legal maneuvers
with the Mayor or police chief—both
Klan members anyway. The truth is,
the heat black workers face is there
every day, and it will get worse unless
racism is foughtand the Klan smashed.

Mistrust of the rank-and-file showed in
all of these maneuverings by the UL
leadership. They very cynically used
the militance of the rank-and-file in
Tupelo during secret negotiations with
the city over the affirmative action pro-
posals. The League called off all public
activity at the city’s request. The ego-




tistical Skip Robinson believed that he
alone could turn the militancy of black
workers all over Mississippi on or off
like a faucet, but this worked in favor of
the city. First, the only way that the de-
mands could ever be won was *"rough
mass activity, not by clever maneuver-
ing by League lawyers. Second, . the
League members, not getting any reports
on what was happening, or having any
meetings, could only correctly guessthe
worst—a sellout. Our experience showed
that it is the rank-and-file and not the
lawyers who can be trusted. We found
that workers, both those who marched
and those who were tired of only march-
ing, are ready for very advanced ideas.
Over 500 Challenges and 350 InCAR
Arrows were sold. People took thousands
of InCAR leaflets, one hundred InCAR
contact cards were signed, and a num-
ber of people joined CAR on the spot.

To follow up on these goodbeginnings,
regular visits were made to Tupelo after
the march, and a Christmas project
was held. The major thrust of this
project was .to try to gain a toehold in
the industrial working class of Tupelo.
We tried to do this by organizing strike
support activity at the Purnell Pride
poultry plant. Une of the earliest strug-
gles we had with the United League was
over the necessity of gaining a base in
the working class. The League’s follow-
ing was mainly rural workers who lived
outside the city. The strike at Purnell
was the cutting edge of the bosses’
attack against unionization in Tupelo.
The bosses were united in their effortto
smash the union.,and the hacks from the
International were eager to help. Over
30 strikers came to an InCAR meeting
and together we planned to stop the scabs
the next morning, but the union forbade
any involvement by the strikers and
threatened to end the meager strike
benefits to those who participated.
Despite this setback, we held rallies
and picket lines at shopping centers
and urged all workers to help with the
strike.

At the conclusion of the Christmas
project, InCAR’s Tupelo membership
had grown dramatically and the UL’s
hit a new low. Skip Robinson fingered
new CAR members so thatthe cops could
systematically visit them in their homes
and threaten them. Buoyed by the suc-
cess of this Christmas project, two
comrades moved to Tupelo, andplanning
began for a large summer project and
the beginning of permanent work in the

area.
SUMMER PROJECT GOALS

The goals set for the summer project
were: to dioti' - Tupelo CAR member-
ship from <. . 100 members; to sell
500 Challenges and Arrows weekly; to
build a strong city-wide InCAR chapter
of local workers; to recruit to the Party.

The project divided into three areas
of work—industrial, youth and com-
munity. Each of these groups was to be
responsible for daily Challenge sales
and agitation, as well as for carrying
out a specific program to build InCAR.
For youth, there were anti-racist classes
and a struggle to reopen a community
center. A community InCAR chapter was
formed with its base in the housing
projects. It was able to mobilize many
people to marchinour major demonstra-
tions July 7th and August 4th.

It became clear that
we needed

to focus on
industrial workers
in Tupelo.

It became clear to us that we needed
to focus on industrial workers in Tupelo.
The majority of the workers here are
in industry (electrical equipment and auto
parts, including tires, are the major in-
dustries, followed by garment and meat-
packing). Conditions in the plants are
mostly below average: low wages, no
job security, open racism and segrega-
tion, and lousy working conditions. Our
understanding of the key role of industrial
workers in making a revolution, and the
initial favorable responses we got from
both black and white workers, reinforced
this decision. Although our industrial
committee initially did a lot of agitation
at many different plants, we soon realized
that the only way to make a breakthrough
in industry was to concentrate on one
plant and do serious basebuilding with
the workers there. With this understand-
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KICKOFF TIME: June 6th Little Rock demonstration belped get the Tupelo Summer Project off in the right spirit

as a large and militant group kicked the Ku Klux Klan off the Unwersity of Arkansas campus.

40

ing we begana concentration at DayBrite,
an electrical equipment manufacturer.

THE SUMMER BEGINS:
LITTLE ROCK AND OKOLONA

Two events early in June, althoughnot
in Tupelo, helped set the tone of the
project and win new friends for InCAR
and the Party. The first was a success-
ful anti-Klan demonstration at the Uni-
versity of Arkansas in Little Rock on
June 6th. Summer project volunteers
from Tupelo went to Little Rock and,
along with students from the university,
broke up a major Klan rally and ripped
the hood off a Klansman. Two members
of InCAR were arrested. The story of
mass violence against the Klan in the

South made front page news in many
cities and was reprinted in the local
Tupelo newspaper. This really helped
us, as it showed that InCAR was more
than just talk and was ready to take risks
to carry out our line. Talk of the attack
on the Klan was all over town, and work-
ers from DayBrite came to congratulate
us. Many older workers in particular
were really excited about it.

Also early in June came another event
which influenced our work, and from
which we learned an important lesson.
In Okolona a black youth, Lee Carouthers,
a trusty (prisoner) in the Chickasaw
County Jail, was shot and killed inside
the jail by a cop. The response in Okolona
was outrage and anger. Five hundred
workers attended the funeral, and there




was a march of over 500 the next day.
The United League’s response to this
was to call for appointment of a black
investigator to ‘‘get the details of the
killing’’! We called for execution of the
killer cop, Rogers, and made that the
No. 1 demand on our city-wide petition

and the central demand of our marches’

in July and August in Tupelo.

What we did not do, however, was
carry on consistent work in Okolona. We
made the mistaken estimate that the
United League had a big base there and
would stop us from doing anything. Later
events showed that we could have been
the leaders of the marches thatfollowed.
At the time of the murder we did not
have a base in Okolona; being bold would
have helped us build one.

DAYBRITE WORKERS:
KEY TO VICTORY

DayBrite, the focus for the project’s
industrial concentration, is a manufac-
turer of electrical equipment. Itis owned
by Emerson Electric, a major corpora-
tion with annual sales in the $2 billion
range and 1978 net income of nearly
$170 million. Like many large manu-
facturers, Emerson has been moving
plants and jobs into the low-wage South
in recent years (e.g. the Jersey City
plant, closed 6 years ago) and recently
pulled out entirely from St. Louis, Mo.,
its long-time headquarters.

The DayBrite plant in Tupelo is one of
the few unionized plants in town. Union-
ization, however, means little at Day-
Brite. The wages in Tupelo are 307, lower
than were paid in St. Louis—that is why
the plant was moved. Ancient hazardous
machinery continues in use. There is
constant harassment and speedup; work-
ers in one area regularly lose part of
their break time because the buzzer
doesn’t sound in their area. And there
is no sick leave at all!

There is, however, a history of rank-
and-file militancy in the plant. There
have been a number of strikes, including
one in 1978 which lasted six weeks and
cut enough production to show up in
Emerson’s balance sheet. Some of these
strikes have been led by women workers.

During the height of the Klan’s public
activity in the Tupelo area many black
workers went into work at the plant
armed; A large number of the DayBrite
workers were active in the United League
when it was growing, and many have been
supportive of INnCAR since we firstbegan

leafletting there last winter.

As the industrial plan for Tupelo
shifted toward concentration on the Day-
Brite plant, we began a weekly DayBrite
newsletter, which almost all of the work-
ers took. Agitational sales of Challenge
at the plant increased from 15 to 30 a
week, and about 15 more were being sold
inside the plant, for a weekly total of
between 40 and 50 papers. This success
did not set well with the plant bosses.
They responded by trying to build anti-
communism inside the plant, warning the
workers away from the project workers
outside. When this did not work, they
turned to calling the cops on us daily.
By midsummer, the cops were there
regularly at all shift changes, showing
the political weakness of the bosses. We
were not alone in recognizing the in-
dustrial concentration as key to the
project. The ruling class also under-
stands this; this is reflected in the fact

We were -

constantly encouraged
and urged

to stand up

to the cops

that the greatest harassment was di-
rected at the DayBrite committee. We
were threatened with arrest for leaf-
letting and talking to workers passing by.
The cops directed traffic at shift changes
to keep workers from getting our litera-
ture, and threatened us with arrest for
‘‘upholding traffic.”” We were tailed by a
motorcycle cop for 45 minutes after one
sale; the cop left us only when we re-
turned to the housing projects. And one
CAR member was arrested on fake
charges of ‘‘forging checks’ after a
rally; when a friend stopped at the plant
gate she was arrested for speeding one

mile over the limit.
This open harassment angered many

of the DayBrite workers. We were con-
stantly encouraged and urged to stand
up to the cops. Some workers pledged
to go to their union reps and demand the
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union go on record against the police
action. And the workers continued to
take our literature and to take it into
the plant. We put forward InCAR’s in-
dustrial program of 30 hours work for
40 hours pay and smashing the Klan and
found numbers of white workers who were
friendly and interested. Our experiences
at DayBrite helped us see that the com-
bination of day-to-day basebuilding and
bold, consistent political agitation are
the key to winning industrial workers to
our ideas in the South, justas elsewhere.
Our plans for the fall are to continue
this work and to put out a regular news-
letter about the need for rank-and-file
power in the union to stop layoffs and
kick the Klan out of industry.

THE BATTLE OF TUPELO
COURTHOUSE

~ As the project volunteers did mass
work we found that workers were more
receptive to marching than to any other
activity. The civil rights movement and
the United League have left a tradition
of marching here, and we were constantly
asked ‘“‘When is the next march?”’ Our

~most important march took place on

July 9th. Important not only in itself—
it was the first of its kind in the Deep
South held under the leadership of our
Party and InCAR—but important also
because our response when attacked
during the march showed the working
class of Tupelo our seriousness and our
ability to maintain our ranks even under
the sharpest attack, and showed the depth
of the ties we had built.

The July 9th march began near public
housing and moved through the projects,
gathering more people. We marched
downtown, chanting ‘‘Death to the Fas-
cists, Power to the Workers!”’ and were
greeted by friendly workers along the
route. We spoke of the brutality of the
police and the necessity to put an end
to them. The difference between us and
the United League became sharper and
clearer when speakers called for violent
revolution against this racist and rotten
system.

As we rallied outside the courthouse,
speaking from a van, shots rang out. Five
marchers were hit by buckshot, but the
marchers, in disciplined rows on the
courthouse steps, held their ground
chanting ‘““We are not afraid!’’ Daniel
Brazil, the racist who hadfired the shots,
kept walking down the block, reloading his
shotgun. Sixty seconds passed, and the

cops still stood idly by. Many members
of the United League looked on, wonder-
ing what kind of response InCAR would
have. The response was quick and sharp.
Our security forces knocked Brazil to the
ground, breaking his neck. This action,
more than anything else, illustrated the

(The following two letters are
from Jr. High School students
who participated in the July 7
march in Tupelo, Miss. They
are the future of our class.)

Dear Challenge:

I'm writing to you to let you
know that the papers that you
sent us are really helpingusa
lot. On the march on Saturday
we marched from Debro to
Lockbridge to the police sta-
tion. More people came to the
march. I was on security and
I stayed with the crowd. Except
for two of our people who ran
out of the crowd, we kept on
marching. The march that we
had, I thought was a goodthing
for the people. My age is 12
years old and I go to Lawhon
Jr. High School. I am a mem-

ber of InCAR’s Freedom
School in Tupelo.
From,
Christy

Dear Challenge:

1 was in the march and I
thought it was great. Until a
little while I ran because ]
got scared. My nameis Wyne-
ma. I am 12 years old. I was
just holding a flag. We had a
march Saturday and it was
raining. My mother was inthe
march too. I really didn’t want
to be in it but I just went on.
I was not a security guard but
my friend Christy was. When
we marched in front of the
courthouse one policeman got
hit in the head and they took
one man to jail that was
marching with us. I am in
InCAR. 1 go to Milam Jr. High
School.

From,
Wynema Hunt, Tupelo

politics of InCAR—the necessity to use
violence, disciplined violence, against
these scum. The action won InCAR a lot
of respect from workers.

Meanwhile, the cops had taken no
action. No action, that is, until we took
their pet racist out of action. They had
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Members and friends of the Party and InCAR march
kers. This Christmas week 1978 demonstration was one of our first independent actwities in the Tupelo area.
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expected that the attack would scare the
marchers off and the demonstration
would disintegrate. Instead, we dealt
with the attacker, regrouped ourselves,
and marched to the police station. Not
only had we held a march to protest the
killing of a youth by a racist cop, but we
had not let ourselves be intimidated. At
the police station, in a last-ditch attempt
to break the march, they arrested Floyd
Banks, the InCAR member who had been
leading security. This, too, failed, as

we had planned alternate leadership in

case of arrests, and a woman comrade
led the march back to the projects. Many
new members joined InCAR.

The spirit of those who participatedin
this march is the stuff revolutions are
made of—boldness, militancy, discipline
and the desire to act as one force against
the enemy. On July 9th we realized that
we have a lot to learn from the workers
of Tupelo in terms of their willingness
to do battle with the enemy. In their re-
sponse in the days after the march we
realized that quantity had turned into
quality: the amount of day-to-day work
we had done had resulted in CAR chang-
ing from an outside force to animportant
part of the lives of Tupelo workers.

FREE FLOYD BANKS

The ruling class of Tupelo did not take

any of this lightly. They increased their
harassment of residents, warning them
not to have anything to do with InCAR.
They arrested a woman who had shown
concern for us at a DayBrite rally after
the cops falsely arrested an InCAR
member. They were angered that com-
munists and anti-racists could go so
far in an area that only last summer
was considered a Klan stronghold!

As a last resort they decided to make
an example of Floyd Banks. Their intent
was clear—to warn Tuvelo workers that
working with InCAR would bring retalia-
tion. They particularly wanted Floyd as
their victim because he is a black work-
ing-class leader. He was charged with
assault and battery with intent to com-
mit murder.

The response of the working class of
Tupelo was simple and deep. We were
congratulated right and left by many
workers. Many asked how they could help,
and witnesses to the shooting came for-
ward and offered to testify. Several local
people put up their houses and property
as collateral to allow Floyd to leave
jail on bond. This strong local support
helped us raise money around the coun-
try for Floyd’s defense. Money began
coming in from around the country, from
both chapters and friends. A number of
press people did favorable stories and
helped us in locating legal aid andbetter 43




Shotgun blasts from a
gunman’s neck, and th

Klansman did not stop this militant march on July 9tb. March security squads broke the racist
e marchers regrouped and continued on to a rally in fronmt of the police station.
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publicity.

Above all, the workers in Tupelo,
especially those who had been working
with us or taking our literature at Day-
Brite and in the projects, reacted with
fury—fury against the cops, and fury
against the ruling class that was prose-
cuting him. To the workers, Floyd and
the others who had helped protect the
march were heroes! They understood that
the rat who had shot five people and would
have shot more was crazy with racism,
and that only the marchers, notthe cops,
would stop him.

InCAR and PLP began a mass cam-
paign to get the charges dropped. The
drive included press releases, press
conferences, an added demand on our
city-wide petition, and extensive legal
work to organize the case. But most
importantly it consisted of more and
more mass agitation and basebuilding
work among our contacts in Tupelo. We
understood that the legal process holds
no gifts for the working class, and that
the same racist rulers who had the cops
arrest Floyd and had the County Attorney
prosecute him had every intention of
having their courts convict him. We
understood that only mass pressure pny
the working class could stop thatprocess.

Another example of the way the legal

system serves the ruling class may be
seen in the Tupelo parade and sound
amplifier ordinances. Prior to this sum-
mer Tupelo had no laws regulating
parades or sound trucks—only laws
against leafletting, union organizing
activities and the like. Within two days
after the July 9th march the city passed
new ordinances, aimed specifically at
InCAR; in effect banning marches, sound
systems, and use of bullhorns in resi-
dential communities, forbidding
marchers to carry arms of any sort or
use profane language (with the definitions
left up to the authorities), and placing
ridiculous time limits on activities. So
much for any idea that the government
and the courts are impartial. Under
capitalism, capitalists hold power—and
they use it.

AUGUST 4—UNDER THE GUN

The next major march of the summer
project took place on August 4th, less
than a month after the shotgunattackand
only a few weeks after the new ordi-
nances took effect.

Undaunted by threats, pointed guns,
and racist harassment, the marchers
massed in front of the Tupelo police
station, demanding ‘‘Death to the Klan”’




and ‘““Jobs for Youth.” The rally at the
police station was the high point of a
bold and spirited march against racist
killings by cops. Among the marchers
were industrial workers from Tupelo and
students from the University of Missi-
ssippi. Black, Latin, Asian and white
people marched together from the
projects downtown through a working-
class neighborhood, where more than 60
Arrows and 60 Challenges were sold.
Both black and white workers were very
receptive to the march.

The rally was held at the police sta-
tion because it represents the cutting
edge of oppression here. Although some
workers felt uneasy about massing at the
police station, knowing the brutality these
pigs are capable of, they came anyway.

We marched and picketed and the cops
pointed their guns, but they did nothing,
because they and their masters knew that
the fury of the working class would have
been unleashed if they attacked us again.
Instead, they tried harassment and in-
timidation to try to stop people from
joining us. Before the march they flooded
the projects where most InCAR mem-
bers live with cops and paddy wagons,
and warned people not to march. Despite
this Tupelo workers did march, and be-
came marshals and scouts for the march.
This active involvement is what made the
march such a success.

Intimidation was not the bosses’ only
tactic against this march. They tried
to spread the illusion that change comes
from nonviolence and through the courts.
They put Skip Robinson, the head of the
United League, in frontof the TV cameras
the day before the march to warn work-
ers against marching with InCAR. But
the tactic did not work. The work of the
summer taught a new lesson to us andto
the workers of Tupelo. The only way to
battle fear is to move ahead, to do more
political work, to reach more workers.
When we were warned not to canvass,
when some of us were fearful of can-
vassing, we realized that if we stopped
doing the work the racist bosses would
have won. We went ahead with the work,
and relied successfully on the workers
to protect our marches and activities.

Late in August Floyd was acquitted.
This helped prove an important point—
the working class movement can win
victories when it relies on the power of
the working class. Floyd was acquitted
for only one reason—his conviction would
have unleashed more action in Tupelo
than the local rulers were prepared to

risk. Mass sentiment against the racism
of the cops and courts has been building
up for years. Combined with the base
Floyd had built among Tupelo workers
during the many days he had spent or-
ganizing InCAR here, anything but an
acquittal would have meant an extremely
militant fightback, led by InCAR and
PLP, with many new forces joining in.

The acquittal, of course, doesn’t mean

that the cops or the courts are now on
our side—they aren’t. They will attack us
again whenever they think they can get
away with it. And it doesn’t mean the
legal system is good—it isn’t. It let
Brazil go free, when he deserves to be
six feet under. What it does mean is
that being bold about fighting back wins
allies in the working class, and a mass
base in the working class can win vic-
tories now, and build for socialist revo-
lution.

The only way

to battle fear

is to move ahead,
to do more
political work.

LESSONS OF THE SUMMER

Within the limited time of the sum-
mer project our work in Tupelo was able
to expand and to deepen its roots in the
working class of Mississippi. By the end
of the summer hundreds of workers,
black and white, had come into contact
with the Party and with InCAR. We re-
ceived extensive news coverage. More
importantly, hundreds of industrial
workers had read our leaflets at Day-
Brite, Penn Tire, Kreuger Metal, Nach-
man Springs, and other plants. A regular
newsletter circulated at DayBrite. Inone
day 70 Challenges were sold at the Uni-
versity of Mississippi campus, and we
were able to put forward our line during
a brief struggle against racist testing
policies there. Scores of black workers
in Okolona had read our literature and
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some had attended our meetings. More
than 75 workers had participated in our
marches.

The main lesson we learnedin Tupelo,
as everywhere, is to be bold. We ap-
proached the project with some timidity,
and didn’t begin having regular bullhorn
rallies until late June, mostly because of
fear. But we saw thatthebolder we were,
the more seriously people took us and the
more willing they were to respond tous.
Workers understand that the system will
come down hard when you try to fight it.
They are also ready to understand that
you only win on the offensive. The United
League had put workers here on the de-
fensive, relying on lawyers, prayer and
pacifism. Our work turned that around,
and put Tupelo workers on the offensive.

We also learned that basebuilding,
along with consistent mass work, is the
key to building our movement. Despite

Every time we did
bring our line to
white workers

we met an
enthusiastic response.

the limitations of time, the project volun-
teers built ties with workers and students
and became involved in their lives. The
majority of our time this summer was
spent building a political base with peo-
ple for InCAR and the Party.

Although we did not meet our goals
completely—our highest Challenge and
Arrow sales were 300—we did sell the
papers consistently at supermarkets,
housing areas and factories, and won
two DayBrite workers to selling inside
the plant. Many other workers partici-
pated in other Challenge networks. Even
so we did not rely, to the fullest extent,
on workers in Tupelo to distribute the
papers. This we now must do. We must
also struggle harder to consolidate new
members to CAR. Although nearly 40
people signed up over the summer, many
have not yet paid. On the other hand, we
did win a number of local people to take

on the task of organizing InCAR in Tupelo,
and several new members were re-
cruited to the Party.

Since our Party began to work in
Tupelo the situation has changed sharply.
Long an area where new jobs were open-
ing up constantly, Tupelo has become a
center of high unemployment as the U.S.
ruling class’s economic crisis deepens.
Layoffs have become common. In Sep-
tember, Penn Tire, the highest-paying
plant in town, laid off 700 workers in
two days and closed the plant. The state
unemployment office is packed. Unem-
ployment is especially high among youth.

Despite this economic crisis our line
of anti-racism and multi-racial unity
has made headway. Little more than a
year ago Tupelo was in the news as a
center of KKK activity. Today the Klan
no longer marches openly here and has
not since last winter. The growth of
InCAR and PLP as serious forces here
in Tupelo, and the South in general, have
dealt the Klan a sharp blow. Our marches
this summer declared war on them and
their masters. As more and more work-
ers, black and white, look to us forlead-
ership, our movement can turn the South
from a cradle of racism to a bastion of
anti-racism and anti-capitalism.

PLANS FOR THE FUTURE

Our collective, as well as the national
Party leadership, has triedtolearnfrom
our mistakes. We made two serious
mistakes this summer—not raising
money from the workers in Tupelo and
Northeast Mississippi, and not reaching
out strongly enough to white workers.

Due mainly to our weaknesses in
reaching out to and concentrating on
winning white as wellas black workers to
InCAR, the goal of building amultiracial
Tupelo InCAR Chapter was not reached.
However, every time we did bring our
line to white workers and students, we
met an enthusiastic response, proving
that they are open to a class line on
racism. This response was reflected in
Challenge sales. One mass sale in the
downtown mall resulted in 40 papers
sold mainly to white workers inthe same
number of minutzs. On our first trip to
the University of Mississippi Oxford
Campus, 70 papers were sold inanhour,
many of them to white students. This
openness to anti-racist and communist
ideas was also evident at the factory
gates. Workers of all races stopped their




Despite open threats of police and Klanviolence and warnings from the United League’s sellout leaders, Tupelo wor-

kers and students came out to march on August 4. The spirit of the march was a sharp answer to the threats.

cars to take our leaflets in defiance of
the police. Many gave clenched fist
salutes, and shouted encouragement when
they saw our banners with the slogans
“Death to the KKK’’ and ‘‘Stop Racist
Cop Terror.”” The fact that the masses
of white workers and students in Tupelo
and throughout the South are winnable
to anti-racism is also shown in the in-
ability of the bosses to mobilize white
workers to attack us either at the fac-
tories or in the streets. All of this
points to the-potential and need to build
a mass multiracial movement in the
South now. In Tupelo the bosses want to
build a mass base for fascism among
whites, but we can destroy their plans.
While many years of segregation, as
well as KKK and boss terror have created
some objective obstacles to overnight
success in building CAR multi-racially,
this goal can and must be attained with
bolder and more concentrated efforts.

We have now been paying special at-
tention to fundraising, collecting InCAR
and PLP sustainers and holding weekly
fundraising events. What we learned is
not new—that fundraising is a political
struggle. Some workers and retired
people are now giving $1 a week. It
doesn’t sound like a lot, but it adds up.

More importantly, it is a sign of commit-
ment and solidarity to our movement.
One parent who gives $1 weekly has
twelve children and lives on Social Se-
curity. This is obviously a much larger
contribution than most better-off people
give. We need to reach more people to
give $1 or $2 on a regular basis.

To an extent we have been taken in by
the stereotype of Southern whites. Al-
though our literature sharply attacks
nationalism and racism and calls for
multiracial unity, that is not enough.
Very few people can be recruited just
by reading literature. We have to take
the problem of segregation head on by
struggling for multi-racial CAR activi-
ties here. Our key to this will be in the
high schools, where black and white
students are side by side. A secondary
place for this struggle is at DayBrite
and other local plants.

This was the Tupelo summer project—
a bold step forward to begin building our
Party and InCAR in the Deep South, among
workers oppressed by capitalismand di-
vided by capitalism’s racist poison. We
have shown that it can be done, and that
we can do it. This winter’s work will be
built on the foundation of the summer
project, and will strengthen its victories.
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By G.B.
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Detroit Summer Project

Breakthrough
in Auto

he Detroit Auto Summer

Project was, in a very real

sense, one of the most serious

and ambitious undertakings -

mounted by the left in Detroit,
and inside the auto industry, since the old Communist Party
began organizing the United Auto Workers in the’20’s and
30’s.

In a word, we attempted to concentrate our forces on
building anti-racism, anti-imperialism, and anti-fascismin
the industry and inside the UAW, among tens of thousands
of auto workers through the ’79 contract struggle. We had no
members inside the plants, and in fact, have never regained
a foothold in auto since the UAW-led ‘‘witch-hunt’’ against
the Party after the 1973 Mack Ave. Sit Down Strike where
the UAW labeled us ‘‘Public Enemy No. 1.’ The goal of this
project was to turn this unhealthy situation around, take an
aggressive, mass approach, and put the Party and InCAR
inside the plants and local unions, by winning the workers
already there! Doing this from the ‘‘outside’’ is no easy task.

We concentrated on three ‘‘targets,”’ one from each of
the Big 3, putting into practice our slogan of ““Strike the Big
3.”” They were:

e GM-Chevrolet Gear and Axle/UAW local 235:A 7 plant
complex with about 10,000 workers, at least-507%, black.
A key complex to all GMAD and located in the heart of
Detroit.

e FORD-River Rouge/UAW local 600: Henry Ford’s mon-
ument to himself. At one point this complex had
100,000 workers, but is now “‘down’’ to over 30,000.
Very thoroughly integrated, with a very high concen-
tration of Arab workers, and the biggest single local in
the UAW.
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Marcbmg on Solidarity House, tbe UAW beadquarters, Detrott Summer Praoject participants kicked off tbe campazgn
with demands for “No War Contract in ’79,” and a call for a strike against all of the Big Three automakers.

® Chrysler-Lynch Rd. Assembly/
UAW local 961: In 1977, it was the
scene of a very militant wildcat,
with workers pelting the cops with
bricks and bottles. In 1978, this
plant underwent a $30 million re-
tooling (who knows what they’ll be
turning out for the next war?). About
7,000 workers, mostly black and
Arab, are employed here.

In addition, we made a secondary con-
centration at Chrysler’s Dodge Main
Assembly Plant just prior to the Project.
Chrysler announced it would be closed,
laying off over 5,000 workers by the
end of the 1980 model year (July ’80).

In order to carry out this Project,
we set up three factory committees, one
around each concentration point. These
committees were the life of the Project,
planning and carrying out six distribu-
tions per week at each plant, collecting
signatures on the InCAR ‘‘No War Con-
tract’”’ petitions, making contact with the
workers, following them up by arranging
visits in the workers’ homes, recruiting
new InCar members, writing articles
and leaflets, planning social functions
and political actions, raising money, etc.
In addition, an International Committee

was set up to focus on the specific ques-
tion of winning Arab workers into InCAR.
This meant translation of all literature
into Arabic, and a Saturday mobilization
at Dix, an Arab ghetto that sits across
the tracks from the Rouge plant, strictly
segregated from the rest of Dearborn.
The Project started off like a shot out
of a cannon, with plant distributions at
three plants every Monday, Wednesday,
and Friday, morning and afternoon, and
distributions at Dodge Main every Tues-
day and Thursday afternoon. In between,
there was canvassing in the neighbor-
hood of the InCAR office and distributions
in front of the unemploymentoffice.
Overall, the first two weeks were a big
success with many signatures collected
on the petitions and scores of ‘‘contact
cards’’ signed by workers, even though
on a somewhat opportunist basis. Chal-
lenge-Desafio sales fluctuated between
50-100 at the plants and many more were
soldin the neighborhoods, unemployment
offices, and at Wayne State University
where work was begun. Political struggle
internally was very healthy and plentiful
as comrades had their eyes focused on
the auto plants and auto workers. At the
end of the first two weeks, we held an
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InCAR forum at the office which was
fairly well attended, including about four
new auto workers and a couple of people
from the neighborhood.

There was only a modest effort at
visiting workers in their homes, and due
in part to the opportunism involved in
making contacts (‘‘is itall right if we give
you a call?”’), the task was beginning to
look a little overwhelming. This led to
some very good internal struggle around
fighting opportunism, and focusing in on
exactly what we were talking to the
workers about. We made it clear thatwe
wanted workers to understand that we
were not “‘fighting a sellout”” but rather
building a multi-racial, anti-racist
movement to combat war and fascism
through this contract struggle in auto,
and in fact win large numbers of auto
workers to lead this movement, because
of their strategic position in society, and
that they should give us their names and
numbers and arrange visits based on
this understanding.

BUILDING InCAR
BUILDING THE PARTY

The main contradiction inside the
project was that of not fully appreciating
the absolute need for building InCAR as
a mass organization, especially in auto,
and in addition, the relationship between
the Party and InCAR, or to be morepre-
cise, why the Party builds InCAR as a
major part of our overall strategy for the
seizure of state power and the building
of Socialism. This lack of understanding
was based primarily on a lack of practi-
cal experience in building InCAR on the
part of many Project participants, and
within the Detroit organization. This
seriously limited our ability to be more
effective in the mass work and more
aggressive in the follow-up. Moreover,
it left us prey to an undue amount of
confusion when attempts were made to
sabotage the Project from within.

All of this led to a general grinding
down of the work from the end of June to
mid-July, coupled with many transporta-
tion problems and a certain amount of
fatigue. Some comrades raised that ‘‘the
Party was being buried by all the InCAR
activity”’ even though Challenge figures
were consistently higher than any of the
other figures, petition signatures, con-
tacts, visits, etc., and in spite of the
fact- that at all bullhorn rallies, the
majority of speeches were Party
speeches since most Project workers

were Party members. In fact, a case
could have been made for the opposite
position, that InCAR wasn’t being built
in the Project, and the very low number
of visits and new members would have
been very convincing. In any event, these
incorrect observations, which threatened
to become a consolidated position, gen-
erally reflected either a lack of under-
standing or a disagreement with the_
Project’s main goal: building InCAR in
auto as a mass organization to create
many more opportunities for building the
Party and the fight for socialisminbasic
industry. It was around this time that the
PL magazine came out with the editorial
Smash Racism-Build The Party. It be-
came the focal point of the internal strug-
gle, with everyone being told to read it
and having it discussed inall Party clubs
and collectives. This sharpened the
struggle and made it clear that there

New workers
began

to come around,
giving leadership
to the work.

were two lines in open conflict. At the
.ame time a fight was made to sharply
increase the mass work at the plant
gates, and especially to make more con-
tacts, visits, and new InCAR members.
This struggle did not really begin to take
hold until the end of July, when the InCAR
Regional Steering Committee met in
Detroit.

Prior to this, we had begun to discuss
more concretely taking a sharp action
against the auto bosses and their UAW
goose-steppers, and made aplan to begin
building for Auto Day, August 25. We
tried to insure that every factory com-
mittee made ten visits a week (30 work-
ers). We also said that we would try to
bring some auto workers and Wayne
students to the InCAR Mid-West Regional
steering committee meeting being heldin
Detroit at the end of July. ‘

The next week showed some small




Auto workers lead the way as nearly 200 marched with InCAR and PLP on August 25, the bigh point of the Detroit
Summer Project. Picket signs showed the names of bundreds of auto workers who bad signed the InCAR auto petition.

improvements. Although we didn’thit the
target for visits, the number of visits
made did jump, and two new InCAR mem-
bers were signed up. The distributions
took place, and the campus work began
to pick up as well. We went to another
UAW demo, which they tried to keep
secret until that morning, and did pretty
well considering the demo was very
small and very bad. People began totalk
more and more about the work, their
contacts, the conversations with their
base during visits, and less and less
about each other. We had turned a very
important corner in the Project.

That weekend was the InCAR regional
meeting. A GM worker we had met by
canvassing the neighborhood of the office,
attended the meeting, spent the entire
day with us, joined InCAR and came to a
party that night. During the break in the
meeting, we took everyone toan AFSCME
picnic, where our largest trade union
concentration is, and took part in a rally
against the AFSCME social-fascist, sold
about 150 Challenges, gave out hundreds
of InCAR AFSCME newsletters, dis-
tributed posters for the auto day march,
and came out with fifteen contacts and
three new InCAR members. Another
bright spot in action was that it was or-

ganized by a comrade who had never done
it before, and involved mainly Detroit
comrades, some of whom hadbeenoper-
ating at a very low level before, in
carrying out a union action.

From this point on, it was a whele new
ballgame. August 25 became the target,
and visits to auto workers sharply in-
creased, and kept increasing until the
end of the Project. New workers began
to come around, giving leadership to the
work, and attending InCAR meetings and
forum. The last remaining obstacle,
again given all our weaknesses and limi-
tations, appeared to be fatigue. It had
been a very hard eleven weeks, money
was scarce, and people were starting to
count the days until they could go home.
Some were even trying to figure out
reasons to go home early. But the harder
we struggled, the more the comrades
rose to the occasion. August 25 was a
big success, both the march and the
banquet. We got over 125 auto workers
and WSU students to sign ‘‘Pledge Cards”’
for the march. Everybody at the plants
knew the march was happening and what
it was for. Seven workers from the plants
attended, spoke, and were on security for
the march.
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LESSONS OF THE PROJECT

First of all, there are literally tens of
thousands of auto workers open to our
line right now. There is a basic under-
standing that there is a war coming, and
a real awareness of the increase in
racism. One problem is that most work-
ers don’t connect the two right now and
have only a small understanding of the
connection between fascismandwar. The
good part is they want to know more!
At any given plant distribution, we might
give out 1000-1500 leaflets. None would
be left lying onthe ground. Many workers
would not sign the petition when we were
opportunist about it, saying ‘‘stop the
sellout’”” or some other dribble. But
when we told them to sign the petition to

build an anti-racist movement inside the

UAW, their eyes lit up.Itgotto the point,
very rapidly, where workers would either
take our literature, or refuse to take
our literature, based on their outlook
towards fighting racism, the threat of
war and fascism, and how they viewed
their union leadership. There wasn’t
anyone who didn’t know what we were
saying. That was very good.

Hatred of the fascists runs far and

deep into the heart of the auto plants.-

Two of the best responses we got were
just before Wheeling, when we issued a
leaflet entitled ‘‘Crush the Klan.” Work-
ers read it as they walked, came out for
more, stopped talking to their friends to
read it, and so on. Then, after the shoot-
ings in Tupelo (see article inthis issue),
we issued another leaflet along with a
Tupelo Solidarity Letter, which we asked
workers to sign and give money for. The
response was overwhelmingly positive.
Workers we didn’t know, who never
signed our petition, signed the letter and
were giving us dollar bills at 5:00 a.m.
at a factory gate. We mustbustourasses
to win workers to view Fraser and Co.
with that same contempt and hatred. We
made some modest advances this sum-
mer.

The call for multi-racial unity to fight
racism, fascism and war is right on the
money. Nationalism is a dead end and
no one knows it better thanauto workers.
The call for multi-racial unity and fight-
ing racism as a class question gives us
the highest respect among the workers.

We also found that the worker-student
alliance works. We took a relatively
small number of students and teachers,
mostly white, and sent them to win auto

might have underestimated some of the
anti-working class bias that holds us
back from doing more vigorous base
building and follow up, the idea of worker-
student unity in this project was very
successful.

In fact, when workers were told that
they were being visited by students from
out of town, who had chosen to spend
their summer break winning auto
workers to this movement, they tended to
take the whole question a lot more seri-
ously. At no point did anyone but our
enemies try to create a division between
workers and students.

The project showed that outside con-
centration works. The key word here is
concentration. We often tend to focus on
outside. The summer Project taught us
all a lesson in what it means to develop

"a plant concentration, -and this should

help the auto work wherever the Project

i

We once again
have a base

in Auto

in Detroit.

workers went home to. We have noreason
at all to feel timid or to bait ourselves
about going to the plants in order to get
into the plants. Especially now, with the
economy in a shambles, and the auto in-
dustry leading the collapse, our chances
for sending people into auto will be few
and far between. Our main shot is to win
workers already inside. You can’tdo that
by going out once a week, or once every
two weeks. Every area should begin mak-
ing serious concentration plans around
the auto plant in their city, which should
involve as many comrades and friends
as possible. The larger the presence,
the larger the returns.

As we pointed out in the ““Anti-Nuke’’
editorial (PL, Fall 1979), the revision-
ists are in fact doing the leg work for
the social-fascists andare leading work-
ers to fascism. This became crystal
clear through their total unity with

workers, mostly black. Although we




The militancy and determination of auto workers under communist leadership bas long roots.
with staves, came from all over Michigan and Obio in support of the 1936-37 Flint strikers who organized the UAW.

ese workers, armed

Fraser and the UAW leadership through-
out the whole contract ‘‘struggle,’” never
breaking with them on any point, and most
of all, never talking in any terms other
than the most basic, reformist dribble.
No war, no fascism, no racism, no
nothing. That’s good. Workers could see
a clear difference between us and them.
Probably the most graphic display of this
phenomenon was ata UAW-called demon-
stration to ‘‘Save Dodge Main.”” This
was their third such rally, and by thenit
was clear that they had no intention of
saving anything except Chrysler’sass. A
rally that drew 3,000 in June, now could
not draw more than 300. What we saw
said it all, as every revisionist in the
city, with the usual gaggle of Trotskyites,
marched with banners and newspapers,
and leaflets, behind the UAW social-
fascist leadership, who marched behind
a car pulling a trailer holding a UAW
retiree marching band, playing Solidarity
Forever!

We ended the Project with 50 new
InCAR members, having sold over 1800
Challenges in the city, with over 1200
signatures on the InCAR auto petition,
and none the worse for wear. In fact,
we ended with a stronger organizationin
Detroit than we have ever had. Over
twenty of the new members are in auto.
The Project enabled us to ‘‘squeeze the
sponge’’ of subjectivity ever so slightly,
and we are much stronger for it. Weare
in a position now that is better than we

were in before the coal miners strike.
We once again have a base in Auto in
Detroit. It will take twice as much effort
to consolidate it, but the situationis ripe,
the workers are open, and the Detroit
Party is ready to go.

POST SCRIPT TO THE SUMMER
PROJECT

At Chevy Gear and Axle, less thanhalf
of the workers voted on the contract,
and one-third of those who did voted NO!

At Chrysler Lynch Road, the company
laid off over 2,000 workers with as much
as tenyears seniority—the whole second
shift. Before the workers left, they spent
the last week on the job engaged in mass
sabotage against the racist auto bosses,
costing Chrysler millions by turning
new cars into scrap metal.

At Ford Rouge, two supervisors re-
cently donned a white hat with KKK
written on it and paraded down the line.
Six workers walked off. In two days,
over 1000 workers signed a petition de-
manding the foremen be fired and the
workers not be disciplined. The good
aspect is that there is a mass, multi-
racial base against the fascists inside.
The bad part is that unless we win the
leadership of these workers, by con-
solidating our contacts made over the
summer, this will be turned into its
opposite.
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By S.P.

You Can't Buy Revolution
Marxism and

Material
Incentives

ne of the bigger lies the bour-
geoisie pushes about social-
ism is, ‘‘Socialism will never
work because there will be no
, reward for hard work, so
everyone will goof off’’—as if there were any reward for
hard work under capitalism, where garment workers aver-
age under $90 a week while Jackie Kennedy rolls in her
millions. There has been much debate in the international
communist movement about the question of incentives under
socialism. Revolutionaries say that socialism will be based
on the collective incentive of transforming society to elimi-
nate classes and to end poverty—a policy which is badly
misnamed ‘‘moral incentives,’’ as if ending exploitationand
war were only moral goals. Others claim that socialism will
have to use the same incentives as capitalism; that is, high
pay for each individual who works hard (‘‘material incen-
tives’?). This latter view is the view of revisionists—right-
wingers who consider themselves socialists but whose
actions show that they think revolutionary change is un-
necessary or impossible. For instance, when our ex-
comrades in the Canadian Party of Labour (CPL) began to
abandon revolutionary communism, they wrote a series of
articles glorifying material incentives. In this article, we
explore the question of incentives under socialism drawing
upon the experiences—both positive and negative—of the
Bolshevik Revolution.
In order to understand the Bolsheviks’ attitude towards
incentives, we have to place it within the context of the
54 Bolsheviks’ strategy in developing the dictatorship of the




proletariat. This strategy included a
policy of seeking rapid industrial de-
velopment using material incentives and
various other concessions to peasants,
technicians, and so forth, as well as
relying on the political understanding of
the workers. The Soviet working class
and its allies needed this policy inorder
to prepare for war, to ensure adequate
food supplies for the cities, and to pro-
vide an expanding level of material
well-being. Yet this policy ran con-
siderable risks, as the Bolsheviks noted
at the time. The policy provided con-
siderable room for maneuver for the
former capitalists and other enemies of
the working class.

In the Critigue of the Gotha Program-
me, Marx himself laid the basis for the
Bolshevik policy of material incentives.
Marx said that although bourgeois ex-
ploitation (private ownership of the
means of production)would be eliminated
under the dictatorship of the proletariat,
wage differentials and hence some in-
equalities would persist:

What we have to deal with here
is a communist society; not as it
has developed on its own founda-
tions, but, on the contrary, just
as it emerges from capitalist
society; which is thus in every
respect, economically, morally
and intellectually, still stamped
with the birth marks of the old
society from whose womb it
emerges ... Here obviously the
same principle prevails as that
which regulates the exchange of
commodities, as far as this is
exchange of equal values. Content
and form are changed, because
under the altered circumstances
no one can give anything except
his labour, and because, on the
other hand, nothing can pass to
the ownershipofindividuals except
individual means of consumption.
But, as far as the distribution of
the latter among the individual
producers is concerned, the same
principle prevails as in the ex-
change of ¢commodity equivalents;
a given amount of labor in one
form is exchanged for an equal
amount of labor in another form.

Hence, equal right here is still
in principle—bourgeois right al-
though principle and practice are
no longer at loggerheads ... This
equal right is an unequal right for
unequal labor. It recognizes no

class differences because every-
one is only a worker like every-
one else; but it tacitly recognizes
unequal individual endowment and
thus productive capacity as na-
tural privileges. It is, therefore
a right of inequality, in its con-
tent, like every right.*

The proletarian revolution itself—the
overthrow of the exploiters—was a first
step toward the communist abolition of
classes. But Marx had warned that wage
differentials, necessary though they
might be for the first stage of com-
munism, were an aspect of bourgeois
right which persisted under socialism.
A policy of simply developing these in-
equalities and relying on them to ‘‘grow
into communism’ would be like simple
reformism under capitalism—it would
lead to capitalist restoration. As early
as his writings on the Paris Commune,
Marx depicted the potential turbulence
and protracted class struggle involved
in maintaining the dictatorship of the
proletariat.

The communal organization
once firmly established on a
national scale, the catastrophes
it might still have to undergo,
would be sporadic slaveholders
insurrections, which, while for a
moment interrupting the work of
peaceful progress, would only ac-
celerate the movement, by put-
ting the sword into the hand of the
social Revolution.

The working class know that
they have to pass through dif-
ferent phases of class struggle.
They know that the superseding
of the economical conditions of
the slavery of labor by the con-
ditions of free and associated
labor can only be the progressive
work of time, that they require
not only a change of distribution,
but a new organization of produc-
tion or rather the delivery (set-
ting free) of the social forms of
production in present organized
labor ... They know that this work
of regeneration will be again and
again relented and impeded by the
resistance of vested interests and
class egotisms.**

*Marx and Engels, Selected Works, 11, 23-24

s«Draper, ed., Marx and Engels Writings
on the Commune, from the first draft for
the address to the International Working-
man’s Association on the Civil War in
France, pp 154-5.
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argued that within the

“‘mmovement of the present”’
(trade union struggle or democratic
revolution, or under socialism, the con-
tinued, though modified, existence of
bourgeois right—wage differentials—in
production;, the communists must de-
fend the ‘‘future’’ of the movement,
revolutionary politics. Before the revo-
lution, this meant fighting for interna-
tionalism and a Paris Commune-type
state; afterwards, in addition to these
two points, communists would have to
lead the struggle for political under-
standing of the main contradiction in
each stage of the continuing class strug-
gle, including war, and direct the move-
ment forward, within the limits of the
possible, in mobilizing working class
leadership to break down the division
between manual and mental labor and to
develop greater and greater understand-
ing among the workers and their allies
of the possibility and necessity of a
transition to communism. Not reform
(and this includes material incentives
under socialism)but revolutionary work-
ing class politics would have to be the
primary aspect of each stage of de-
velopment.

In analyzing the Commune, Marx had
argued that the proletarian state must
be composed of the armed workers them-
selves and that officials should have no
aura of bourgeois superiority, but, as
workers themselves should be paid only
the wages of skilled workmen. He spoke
of the Commune:

Doing away with the state
hierarchy altogether and replac-
ing the haughty masters of the
people with always removable
servants, a mock responsibility
by a real responsibility, as they
act continuously under public
supervision. The whole sham of
state-mysteries and state-pre-
tensions was done away with by a
Commune, mostly consisting of
simple working men, organizing
the defense of Paris, carrying the
war against the praetorians of
Bonaparte, securing the appro-
visionment of that immense town,
filling all the posts hitherto
divided between the Government,
police, and Prefecture, doing their
work publicly, simply, under the
most difficult and complicated
circumstances, and doing it...
for a few points, acting in broad

In the Manifesto, Marx had

daylight, with no pretentions to
infallibility, not ashamed to con-
fess blunders by correcting them.
Making in one order the public
functions—military, administra-
tive andpolitical—real workmen’s
functions . . . ¥
In other words, revolutionary politics,
the direct leadership of the workers in
running the state, for no special material
privilege, but based only on their under-
standing of their class interests and not
on ‘‘material incentives,”” was thehall-
mark of Marx’s approach to the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat. This expres-
sion of class interest, consistent with a
rapidly rising material standard of well -
being for the working class as a whole,
is also present in all acts of interna-
tionalism. It is not, as some revisionist
critics have called it, ‘‘hairshirt, bed
of nails’’ socialism. What must be pri-
mary is serving the working class, not
self in the narrow individualist sense.

THE BOLSHEVIKS AND MATERIAL
INCENTIVES

In the Soviet Union, the Bolsheviks
made many concessions beyond wage
differentials to secure the aid of intel-
lectuals, technicians and the peasantry
in constructing socialism: the New
Economic Policy of private trade in
agriculture, high salaries for technicians
and managers, one-man management
in the factories, and so on. If the Soviet
strategy had been restricted to this (and
some like Bukharin with his thesis of the
rich peasants ‘‘growing peacefully into
socialism’’ wanted to restrict it), the
dictatorship of the proletariat would
have been quickly undermined in Russia.
Following Marx’s analysis of the Com-
mune, hov:ever, Lenin and Stalin had
transformed the Bolsheviks into a party
of the working class based inthe factories
before the revolution; in the early’20s,
they strengthened this proletarian com-
position by weeding out and purging op-
portunists, mainly among the intellec-
tuals**and recruiting 250,000 workers

*Same, 163.

«+[n 1924, Stalin spoke of a number of gov-
ernment officials who were party members
sweating it because ‘‘some chauffeur’’—that
is working class party members—were going
to put them through the purge. It was good,
Stalin said, that such people—those who were
reactionary—would be made to feel the pres-
ence of their master, the working class, and
swept out of the party.




from the point of production (elected
by their fellow workers)inthe 1924 Lenin
enrollment. Following the policy of the
Commune for party members, no Bol-
shevik in the’20s could earn a salary
above the party maximum, the wage of a
skilled worker. The rest had tc be given
to the party. Thus, the party grasped the
need for the working class leading
socialist industrialization; technicians,
if they joined the party (and few were
allowed in) had to give up any income
above thatof a skilled worker, rather than
proving a leading force for seeking ‘‘a
little more for oneself.”’ The party and
" the masses whom it influenced made
maintaining the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat primary.

hatever mistakes may have

been made in granting con-

cessions or using material
incentives in the society at large, the
Bolsheviks blazed a continual path to the
left politically, placing the working class
and revolution, not reform and bourgeois
conceptions of ‘“‘self’’ in the predominant
position.

The Stakhanovite campaign must be
analyzed from the point of view of the
relationship between the specific prob-
lems (the main contradiction) the Soviet
Union faced in the 1930s, and the struggle
to make revolution primary over reform
in the course of socialist construction.
The party leadership recognized from
the outset of the revolution that the im-
perialists would inevitably attack social-
ism at some point. The triumph of the
Nazis in Germany placed the most bar-
barous form of capitalist onslaught upon
socialism on the agenda. In this situa-
tion, the Bolshevik leadership stressed
the need for rapid development of Soviet
heavy industry and preparation for war.
Soviet strategy for World War II would
rely mainly on mobilizing the masses for
people’s war, but the artillery, tanks and
planes produced by Soviet industry were
also vital. Under the influence of abso-
lute egalitarianism, Tomsky, the leader
of the trade unions, and others argued
for slow economic growth and wage
equalization throughout the society. In
defeating this argument politically, Stalin
and others emphasized the need to
mobilize the workers for vigorous ef-
forts in socialist construction to pre-
pare for war.* They also wrongly, as
we shall see, stressed the use of wage

*Stalin, Mastering Bolshevism.

differentials not only in the working class
as a whole, but also in the party itself.
Thus, while primarily furthering a left
political thrust of preparing to deal
with the Nazis, they also seriously
undercut the political understanding of
the party and its Lasc.

STAKHANOVISM: WORKERS TAKE
CHARGE OF PRODUCTION

The policy of Stakhanovism itself was
originally a strong movement to the left.
Stakhanovism derived from the initiative
of the workers themselves to institute
collectively new methods of production,
and boost output, especially in heavy
industry, to prepare for war. The Soviets
hailed not bourgeois innovators or
technocrats but workers themselves who
initiated the reorganization of the pro-
duction process. Stakhanovism proved

Stakhanovism:

a major step

in breaking down
the division between
mental and manual

that the working class, not ‘‘experts,”’
were the driving force for innovation in
production, and took a major step in
breaking down the division of mental and
manual labor. Thus, it pointed toward
communism. As described by the Eng-
lish communist economist Maurice Dobb:

It (the Stakhanov movement) was

an emphasis on rationalizing

working methods or technique and

not on greater effort on the work-

er’s part as previous campaigns

of shock-brigades and socialist

competition had very largely been.

It showed a concern with quality,

and not an attention to quantity

alone. It was a product of thought

and not merely of good intentions

—moreover, of thought about his

job from what for most workers

was an entirely new angle. Stak-

hanov’s innovation at the Irmino

mine in the Ukraine involved a
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Soviet poster of the '30s, calling workers to join the Stakbanovi

te movement. Alexei Stakbanov, shown with drill, led

bis fellow coal miners in reorganizing production, based on their experience, rather than on “expert”’ theories.
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simple principle: a separation of
the two processes of coal-cutting
and the propping of the workings,
which obviated the need for each
hewer to change frequently from
one operation to another and en-
able the picks and mechanical
drills to be continuously utilized
throughout the shift...The new
method enabled a team of Stak-
hanov and two timberers working
with a mechanical drill to attain
the remarkable output of 102 tons
in a shift of five andthree quarter
hours, - and subsequently even
higher figures ... The achieve-
ment of the pioneer (which Stak-
hanov tells us first met with
skepticism even from other work-
ers in his own mind) quickly
found imitators in other indus-
tries . .. Evdokia Vinogradova and
her fellow worker of the same
name introduced a new system of
team work in the minding -of
Northrop automatic looms, and
with nine unskilled assistants,
managed as many as 220 looms;
thereby attaining a per head output
507, higher than the best Lan-

- cashire or New England figure. .. .

Marie Demchenko in agriculture
(sugar beet production), workers

on Marten ovens at Makeyevka,

workers in a vegetable cannery,
miners in Siberia followed with
comparable achievements...
in the Gorki motor works, the
production-time for making a
valve was reduced by 20% and of
pistons by 40%, on that which op-
erated in the Ford works in Amer-
ica.¥

Stalin spoke of this movement as part
of “‘a radical revolution in men’s view
of labor, transforming labor fromanun-
worthy and painful burden, as it was
formerly considered, into a matter of
honor, a matter .of glory, a matter of
valor and of heroism.’’ **

Stakhanovism emphasized teamwork
and permanent improvements inproduc-
tion through utilizing methods which
could easily be emulated by other groups
of workers; in addition, advanced workers
helped slower workers to develop better
methods. Accompanied by vastprograms
of technical training and upgrading
(700,000 workers were involved in such
programs in 1936, the Stakhanov move-
ment enlisted a sizable portion of the
working class as innovators. By August,
1936, little more than a year after the
movement began, 70-80%, of the workers

*Maurice Dobb, Soviet Economic Develop-
ment Since 1917, pp 429-430.
#:Dobb, 425.




in heavy industry were able to meet the
new production norms; Stakhanovism
became a huge mass movement to de-
velop the collective initiative of the
workers themselves to reorganize and
improve the processes of production in
which they were involved. In & dition,
some Stakhanovites participated in the
subbotnik movement, giving a free (6th)
day’s labor per week to further socialist
industrialization and prepare for war.
This movement was led by younger work-
ers, the bulk of whom were not in the
Bolshevik party.* Here Marx’s early
dictum in the Poverty of Philosophy, ‘‘the
greatest productive power is the revo-
lutionary class itself’” was clearly in

evidence; the results, in terms of pro- .

duction, were dramatic.

This movement was not mainly an at-
tempt to develop an ‘‘aristocracy of
labor,’” but to invoive the workers more
deeply in socialist construction.

In the West, the bourgeoisie and Trot-
skyists attacked Stakhanovismas ‘‘speed
up.’’ But in fact, as an English miners’
report of 1937 shows, the length of the
work day in Russia remained 7 hours.
Only in 1940, after the Nazi conquest of
France, did the Soviets go on an 8 hour
day to prepare for war.

Thus it may be seenthat Stakhanovism
was a program to improve the collective
efforts of the workers through reorgan-
izing production, and not to speed up
individuals through getting ‘‘stars’’ or
management experts {o setunreal quotas.
This collective effort of the working class
represented a threat to factory man-
agers, particularly hangers-on of bour-
geois origin and their allies, and the
Stakhanov movement was attacked by
them. The threat of Stakhanovism to
these elements is clear—if the working
class was able not only to carry on, but
to reorganize and improve production,
what justification could there be to con-
tinue pay incentives and other conces-
sions for ‘‘expert’’ managers and tech-
nicians doing the same job? Indeed, that
managers and foremen should still have
been paid more in the early’30s (and this
was reinstated in 1940), seems a very
bad policy, and suggests the continued
prevalence of non-party bourgeois forces
in the leadership of the factories. Stak-
hanovism countered this to a considerable
extent.

STAKHANOVISM AND MATERIAL
INCENTIVES

The other aspect of the Stakhanov
movement was the use of material in-
centives. The English Miners’ report
emphasizes - . aspect:

We found, owing to this inten-

sive piece system, sometimes a
great disparity between the wages
of the Stakhanovites and otherun- -
skilled labor. We have great dis-
parity in our own countries be-
tween the wages of the skilled
workers and the so-called un-
skilled workers...but it is
nothing like the disparity we came
across in the Soviet pits. Often
the amount is five or six times
higher, and in one case, tentimes
higher than some of the other
workers. Then the Stakhanovite
has other privileges. He can buy
‘better food and clothing and other
household utensils. He is thefirst
to be considered for cultural and
educative facilities, and all other
things being equal, he is given
preference in housing accommo-
dation and so on. All this is ac-
cording to the law ‘From each
according to his ability, to each
according to his labor.’

Thus the party (with whom the English
miners concurred) placed the emphasis
with non-party workers heavily on ma-
terial incentives. Though this emphasis
did not immediately override the po-
litical impetus of the movement, it
weakened its thrust to the left. Why
should party workers and their allies
have taken 10 times the wages of other
workers, let alone shopped in special
stores? Some of the use of material in-
centives (paying workers more who held
harder jobs in heavy industry like coal
mining, or would move to new industrial
regions) was more defensible, than em-
phasizing all-out striving for higher
pay for individuals.**Yet the party in-
creasingly emphasized the latter aspect.
The policy itself, by the way, did not
even fully go along with this ideological
emphasis on the use of material incen-

tives, with the readjustment of norms.

of pay after the new processes had been
assimilated.
Many Stakhanovites suffered a
reduction of earning on the high
levels at which they had been earn-

*Dobb, 441, 434-6.

**Dobb, 443.
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ing for the first few months fol-
lowing their achievements, al-
though they continued to benefit
substantially as compared with
their original position. At the
same time, anenergatic campaign
...was launched to afiord oppor-
tunities for these slower or less-
trained workers to attain to the
new standards. In fact the situa-
tion we find, so far from being one
where attempts are made to per-
petuate the differential privileges
of a better-paid minority, is the
precise opposite.*

e should look more closely

Wat this development. In a

movement with aprimarily
political thrust, led by the party, some
use of material incentives to encourage
the efforts of workers who were more
backward politically might well have
been necessary. There would, however,
have been a continuous tension between
motivation through material incentives
(‘‘getting more for oneself’’), and the
party’s efforts to win the masses to the
political outlook of boosting production
to prepare for war, uniting mental and
manual labor to revolutionize the pro-
duction process, etc. The party should
have determined the balance between
political outlook and material incentives
in life—through striving both to reor-
ganize and increase production, and to
win other workers away from the primacy
of material incentives and to join the
party. Instead the party dealt with the
situation as if, by the ‘“‘invisible hand”
of Adam Smith, material incentives and
striving for self would somehow lead to
the public interest: socialist construc-
tion. Due to important changes in policy
by the Soviet party, the tensions between
revolutionary politics (the future of the
movement) and material incentives were
very much played down. As the 1937
Leningrad institute Textbook on Philos-
ophy put it.

This ‘‘mutual penetration’’ (of
opposites) is manifested in the
form of piece work, the insistence
on differential wages according
to the quality and quantity of the
work done, the bonus system,
diplomas and other awards for
exceptionally good work and other
forms of encouragement designed
to enlist all the powers of the in-

dividual in the service of society . **

Thus they reduced the real contradic-
tion between material incentives and
working class politics to selfish passions
leading somehow to their opposite, the
common good.

This misinterpretation of Stakhanov-
ism derived from a weakening of the
revolutionary aspect of the Bolshevik
party’s line in order to further indus-
trialization. In the mid 30s, the Bol-
sheviks reintroduced wage differentials
within the party itself. They recruited
more technicians andother intellectuals,
not on the basis of giving up their
privileges, but of maintaining and de-
veloping them, thus influencing working
class party members and leaders in this
direction. With the triumph of collectivi-
zation, Stalin developed the erroneous
theory that internal class struggle had
disappeared in the Soviet Union. Stalin
fought the efforts of the bourgeoisie and
the technocrats to restore capitalism—
the ‘‘purge trials’’ were a militant ex-
ample of this—but saw the threatas com-
ing from ‘‘hangers-on’’ who had become
‘““‘spies’> and ‘‘wreckers’’ serving ex-
ternal powers. This led him to mis-
estimate the character of a danger that
was in reality primarily internal.

The concept that the danger to the
Soviet Union was primarily external and
that internal class struggle had ended,
opened the door to a revival of Russian
nationalism and Soviet patriotism that
helped provide a cover for the efforts of
the bourgeoisie and reactionary intelli-
gentsia to develop concern for self and
material incentives rather than concern
for class and revolutionary politics
among workers. This they did under the
heading of mobilizing ‘‘necessary tech-
nical skills’’ to further the industriali-
zation of the ‘‘Russian nation.’’ This na-
tionalist revival is reflected in, and was
spread by, the Soviet films of the’30s,
such as Peter the Great and Alexander
Nevsky,which show ‘‘good Tsars’’ lead-
ing the peasants into battle for the
““motherland.”’ In fact, these films built
Soviet patriotism against the Germans,
and it was around this line that the Soviet
workers were mobilized politically for
World War II.

As the Bolsheviks were still primarily
a working-class party, and continued to
lead the efforts to develop worker initia-
tive in socialist construction, this aspect

*Dobb, 441-2.

**].eningrad Textbook on Philosophy, 167.
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Millions of Soviet workers gave extra days of vokunteer labor to belp build
Year Plan. Their incentwe was the benefit to the working class as a whole, and the strength of the Soviet Union.
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Soviet industry, beginning

with the first Five

of the line did not take its full toll until
later. After World War II, however, a
degeneration set in, resulting in 1956 in
the triumph of Khrushchev and the new
bourgeoisie. Over that period of time,
the line of material incentives over
revolutionary politics had become pri-
mary.

THE DEVELOPMENT OF
MARXISM - LENINISM

Marxism-Leninism has always pro-
gressed through developing theory and
strategy, testing it in practice, seeing
how it takes hold among the masses,
and evaluating its strengths and weak-
nesses. There is no ‘‘law’ or ‘“‘ortho-
doxy’’ in Marxism which proposes that
one must hold on to errors that the great
leaders of the movement once made. In-
stead, the main point is to learn from
and strengthen what is revolutionary in
previous experience, and to criticize
and repudiate the errors. Now we have
the completed experience of the re-
versal of socialism in the USSR and its
emergence as the main imperialist
power in mortal rivalry with the U.S.
Some mishandling of the contradiction
between reformism (material incentives)
and revolution (politics in command)
must be at the root of this reversal. The

work of Lenin, Stalin and the Bolsheviks
—despite their great achievements—
must be examined for this error, and we
must strive to understand it. An error
that would have been understandable for
Lenin, a great revolutionary, in the first
experiment of building the dictatorship
of the proletariat would be farcical and
tragic for us to commit again today.

Marxism-Leninism has always ad-
vanced by relying on the masses, making
breakthroughs in developing revolu-
tionary politics over reforms, and dis-
carding inadequate and ultimately re-
actionary economic determinist formu-
lations. In 1905, Lenin held that a revo-
lutionary democratic dictatorship of the
workers and peasants in Russia, though
the most radical possibility at the time,
could carry out only a democratic revo-
lution coinciding with the continued ex-
istence and development of capitalism
(see for example, ‘‘“Two Tactics of Social
Democracy’’). In 1917, with the new
situation created by inter-imperialist
rivalry exploding in the first world war
and the emergence of mass soviets among
the Russian workers, peasants and
soldiers, Lenin made a new estimate and
decided that a dictatorship of the prole-
tariat was already quite possible in
Russia. Should we discard the Lenin
of 1917 for the more economic determ-
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inist Lenin of 1905?

Lenin and others saw the Russian
Revolution as triggering a world revo-
lution (or at least revolution in Germany).
When the latter was defeated, Stalin
formulated the theory of socialism in
one country—that the Bolsheviks, rely-
ing on the workers and peasants in
Russia, could force socialism and that
““economic backwardness’’ was not an
insurmountable obstacle. Trotsky,
Kamenev and Zinoviev, on the other
hand, all squealed that socialism was
impossible in Russia ‘‘due to an in-
adequate development of the productive
forces,’”’ that capitalism would have to
be reintroduced internally, massive
foreign investment tolerated and that all
the party’s policies were bound to fail.
They cited as evidence the secondary,
economic determinist, strain in Lenin’s
analysis—a position that Lenin had long

The dictatorship of
the proletariat

must be the primary
incentive

for our class.

since corrected. Should Stalin be con-
demned as a revisionist for moving
forward, or should we return with
Trotsky and Co. to the formulations of
19052

In China, in the Great Leap Forward
and in the Proletarian Cultural Revolu-
tion, steps toward new production rela-
tionships in agriculture were initiated
by Chinese peasants, mainly agricul-
tural laborers. They criticized the all-
out use of material incentives and the
notion that remnants of bourgeois equal-
ity (to each according to his work) and
wage differentials should be systema-
tized and developed. In this, and in their
efforts to develop the Shanghai Com-
mune, a Paris-commune type of state,
Chinese workers in the cities and coun-
tryside emulated the Parisian workers
whose Commune Marx hailed as the
‘“political form at last discovered in
which to work out the economic emanci-

pation of all labor.’’

Let us examine the Great Leap For-
ward more closely. In doing so, it is far
better to speak in terms of ‘‘making
revolutionary politics primary’ or of
“political work as the lifeline of all
work’’ than to speak in terms of ‘‘po-
litical incentives.’’ The concept of politi-
cal incentives is infected with revision-
ism, because it makes incentive to pro-
duction (material or political) the
primary element in understanding the
dictatorship of the proletariat. This is
different from the true point—that the
new social relations that develop under
the dictatorship of the proletariat will
lead to rapid increases in production.
The primary aspect of the Great Leap
was fighting to break down the division
of mental and manual labor. This cor-
responds to the left aspect of Stak-
hanovism—to break down the divisionbe-
tween city and country, and to introduce
some aspects of communist distribution
under socialism.

The “‘failure’’ of the Great Leap For-
ward was essentially a political failure
of the leadership of the Chinese Com-
munist Party. They substituted absurd
and incredible expectations about im-
mediate increases in production for the
struggle called for by these mass left
developments, initiated by the agricul-
tural laborers and rural cadre. The
phasing out of material incentives
(private plots, wage differentials, etc.)
that was proposed called for study and
evaluation to see how far it would work.
This study would have followed the revo-
lutionary trend in Marxism, learning on
the basis of mass practice, not abstract
economic determinist principles. How
far to the left this movement could have
gone, and how fast, would have been
properly determined in this way. How-
ever, the leadership of the CCP, withits
inflated output goals, ignored dialectics;
ignored the fact that for new relations of
production to take full effectandproduce
a qualitative leap, a period of quantita-
tive development—perhaps a long one—
must take place. When the hoped-for leap
did not take place and the goals were not
met, the CCP leadership attacked the
entire movement, thus joining U.S.
Sinologists and the Soviet revisionists
who had denounced the movement from
the start. This economic determinist
understanding infected both the ‘‘left”
and ‘‘right’’ in the CCP leadership, and
led to the reversal of much of the gains of
the movement. The situation was similar




By 1933, when Cbhelyabinsk
reached full production of
tractors, Soviet industry bad
been transformed.

Soviet workersuse borse-drawn
trucks and tractors to lay the
foundations of Chelyabinsk
tractor works early in the First

in the attacks on the Shanghai Commune.

Under the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat, the working class will certainly
want to produce more and achieve all-
around better conditions for itself and
its allies, but not under the capitalist
slogan of ‘“‘work hard and you’ll get
ahead.”” The thrust of the dictatorship
of the proletariat is to rely onthe politi-
cal initiative of the workers—our class
understanding—to reorganize and de-
velop production, to break down the old
divisions between mental and manual

labor, city and country, etc., and to con-
duct the class struggle and war against
our enemies. Qur line will not be more
money for oneself, not living high off
the hog as an individual. Our goal will be
revolutionary understanding and enough
to live at the rapidly expanding level of
material development which our class
will achieve under socialism. Winning
and furthering the dictatorship of the
proletariat, not gaining
privileges, must be the primary motiva-
tion of our Party and our class.

special .
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“MILLIONS STAND
BEHIND ME!”’

This illustration, as well as
those on pages 67 and 68,
are by Jobn Heartfield, a
German communist and jn-
ventor of photomontage.
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MILLIONEN

stehen hinter mir

By LK.

Book Review

Who
Financed

Hitler?

he revival of the Ku Klux Klan
and other fascist groups has
spurred an interest in the
sources of financing of con-
: temporary fascism. While it
is clear to many people that the Klan and others of their ilk
aid the big businessmen who rule the U.S. by attempting to
set one part of the working class against another, many are
hesitant to believe that this country’s top capitalists might
finance the small and relatively ineffectual (but highly dan-
gerous) avowedly racist groups.

A recently published work by James and Suzanne Pool
entitted Who Financed Hitler—shows that such backing has
occurred in the past. From its very inception, Hitler’s
Nazis were financed by the bourgeoisie and, increasingly as
the years of inflation, depression and the threat of Com-
munist-led revolution wore on, by more and more powerful
elements of big business. As the authors make clear at the
outset, great amounts of money enabled the Nazis to estab-
lish racist politics as a viable force in Germany:

By continuous propaganda, even the greatest untruth
will be believed by some people. There were
anti-Semites in Germany long before Hitler, but
they belonged to small splinter parties that were in-
effective because of their endless squabbling. Large
donations provided Hitler with the needed tools to
organize these fringe elements and turn them into a
major political force. (p 2)

The founder, protector and initial financial sponsor of
the Nazis was the Thule Society, describedas ‘.. .the most




powerful secret organization in Ger-
many ... Among the groups’ members,
immediately after World War I, were
lawyers, judges, university professors,
police officials, aristocrats, leading in-
dustrialists, surgeons, physicians, as
well as rich businessmen...” (p 7).
The symbol of the Thule Society was the
swastika and the authors describe it
thusly:

Like many other volkisch
(racial, nationalist) movements
in Germany, the ostensible objec-
tive of the Thule Society was the
establishment of a Pan-German
state of unsurpassed power and
grandeur. There were alsomysti-
cal aspects to the association in-
volving bardic rituals and occult
ceremonies. On the practical,
political level, the society es-
poused German racial superiority,
anti-Semitism and violent anti-
Communism . . . Unlike mostother
conservative nationalists, the
Thule Society was aware of the
danger presented by the widening
gap between the officer class and
the workers. It became one of the
society’s primary objectives to
bring the working man back into
the nationalist camp. (pp 8-9)

To accomplish this last-mentioned
aim, the Thule Society picked on an ob-
scure racist worker, Anton Drexler, to
found the Nazis. Hitler entered the Nazi
Party initially as an agent of the German
Army, whose protection he received. He
basically engineered its emergence from
obscurity by stressing the needto ‘‘court
publicity.’”’ The Nazis first advertisedin
and later bought the Thule Society news-
paper, the Volkischer Beobachter (‘‘The
Pure Germans’ Observer’’), with money
supplied by aleading Bavarian capitalist,
Gottfried Grandel.

The connections between the Army,
the cops in Munich, where the Nazis got
their start, and the Thule Society were
strong. The latter financed a 2000-man
armed unit of the Freikorps, the para-
military, counter-revolutionary veter-
ans organization, called ‘“Freikorps
Oberland.” This same unit received
money from Fritz Thyssen, chairman of
the board of the Vereinigte Stahlwerke,
the largest German steel combine. Thy-
ssen, who ‘‘wanted law and order at any
price’’> became an early backer and
then member of the Nazis. After 1929,
he was to supply Hitler with ‘“‘plenty of
money’’ which he claimed put the Nazis

‘‘alittle more in my hands.”’

The Army also backed Hitler’s group
financially, funneling money through its
propaganda officer, Captain Ernst Rohm.
In exchange, Rohm became head of Hit-
ler’s army of thugs, theS.A. These goons
were protected by the chief of police of
Munich, who was a member of the Thule
Society. Not to be outdone, Naval Intel-
ligence also helped Hitler financially.
Admiral Schroder was an early Naziand
even von Seeckt, the Supreme Com-
mander of the armed forces met with
Hitler in 1923 and later said, ‘‘We were
one in our aim, only our paths were dif-
ferent.”’

Even in the first years of the Nazis,
Hitler attracted many aristocratic and
capitalist backers, like Emil Gansser,
an executive of Siemens and Halske, the
huge electrical trust. Hitler’s original
mass base was primarily among smald
businessmen, but in 1921 Gansser in-

‘troduced Hitler to the big bourgeoisie

at their National Club in Berlin (p. 25).
Two years later he -spoke before a simi-
lar assemblage of bosses at the Herren
(‘““‘Bosses’’) Club in Munich.

The interest in the Nazis displayed by
some capitalists was also reflected in
the government. The German Foreign
Office, hoping to aid in the crushing of
the Russian Revolution financed the vari-
ous anti-Bolshevik, racist organizations
of exiled ‘‘White Russians.’”’” These, in
turn, passed on money to Hitler. After
Hitler, together with the second-ranking
World War I German general, von Luden-
dorf, attempted a coup in Bavaria, he was
briefly (although comfortably) im-
prisoned. Certain politicians called for
Hitler’s deportation to his native Austria,
but the ruling Social Democrats, who
dominated Germany’s unions, came to
Hitler’s aid and prevented the deporta-
tion. The Social Democrats were always
to regard Hitler as a better alternative
than the Communists who struggled for
working-class power.

German capitalists and pseudo-leftists
were not Hitler’s only early aids. The
most outstanding foreign backer of the
Nazis was the U.S.’s most outstanding
industrial exploiter, Henry Ford. In1920
Ford launched a series of vituperative
anti-Semitic articles in his racist com-
pany town newspaper, the Dearborn In-
dependent, the first of which, on May
22, 1920, began:

There is a race, a part of hu-
manity which has never been re-
ceived as a welcome part. This
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people has ever been fouling the
earth and planning to dominate it.
In order to eventually rule the
Gentiles, the Jews have long been
conspiring to form an interna-

tional super-capitalist govern-
ment. (p. 87)
U.S. auto manufacturing’s ‘‘super-

capitalist’’ thus attacks a group mainly
composed of workers for being ‘“super-
capitalists’’! Such a ‘‘Big Lie’’ is in no
way different from presentday lies about
minority workers being criminals that
are spread by the ruling class, which
itself gains its wealth not by work but
by systematized murder and thievery.

Ford made a deep impression on the
Nazis. Hitler put a large portrait of
Ford above his desk in the Nazi head-
quarters. The Hitler Youth leader, von
Schirach, stated at his war crimes trial
in 1946 that it was Ford’s book, The
International Jew, that made him an anti-
Semite. When Hitler thought at one point
that Ford might run for the U.S. Presi-
dency, he termed ‘‘Heinrich’’ Ford the
leader of U.S. fascism and offered to
send Storm Troopers to campaign for
Ford. Hitler massively distributed
translations of Ford’s racist babblings
throughout Germany and himself adopted
many of Ford’s ideas straight out:

Not only did Hitler especially
praise Henry Fordin Mein Kampf,
but many of Hitler’s ideas were
also a direct reflection of Ford’s
racist philosophy. There is a
great similarity between Hitler’s
Mein Kampf and some passages
are so identical that it has been
said that Hitler copied directly
from Ford’s publication. .. There
can be no doubt as to the influence
of Henry Ford’s ideas on Hitler.

(p. 91)

The similarity of the ideas of Ford
and the Nazis also helped Hitler garner
support among German capitalists:

In the early twenties, when
Hitler was still an obscure
agitator, his charges...were
taken seriously by many people
who would have ignored them if
Ford’s publications had not stated
the very same arguments. .. The
fact that Henry Ford, the leading
American industrialist, con-
demned democracy as strongly
as Hitler must have been seen by
some German businessmen as an
indication that America would
have no fundamental objection to

Germany becoming an authori-
tarian state. (pp 103-4)

Ford did not provide Hitler with only
ideas. He gave cash, as did other U.S.
capitalists:

‘““That Henry Ford...gave money
to the Nazis directly orindirectly
has never been disputed,’”’ said
Konrad Heiden, one of the first
biographers of Hitler. Novelist
Upton Sinclair wrote in The Fliv-
ver King, a book about Ford, that
the Nazis got forty thousand dol-
lars from Ford to reprint anti-
Jewish pamphlets in German
translation and an additional
$300,000 was later sent to Hitler
...The U.S. ambassador to
Germany, William E. Dodd, said
in an interview that ¢‘certain
American industrialists had a

Hitler’s ideas
were

a direct reflection
of Henry Ford’s
racist philosophy.

great deal to do with bringing
fascist regimes into being in both
Germany and Italy...”’(p 111)

The Nazis kept this immense aid (worth
then at least ten times what it would be
worth now) a secret, for ‘‘If the German
people found out that Hitler was financed
by Ford, he would have been accused of
being the puppet of a foreign capitalist’’;
the latter, of course, being frequent
targets of Hitler’s demagogic rantings.
Actually, Ford turned over to Hitler
some money derived directly from the
sale of his autos in Germany and fun-
neled other money through the White
Russians. Hitler did not forget his old -
fellow racistafter Hitler achieved power.
In 1938, Hitler presented Ford with the
Grand Cross of the Supreme Order of the
German Eagle, the highest decoration
that could be given to any non-German




citizen. Ford was only the fourth person
to receive it, the last one having been
Mussolini. Jews in the U.S. and else-
where reacted angrily to Ford’s Nazism.
Boycotts of Fords were organized and
the entertainer Eddie Cantor put it well
when he said, ‘‘The more men like Ford
that we have, the more we mustorganize
and fight.”

The Nazis also developed a coterie of
British capitalist sympathizers includ-
ing, to one extent or another, the chief
of Air Intelligence of the British Secret
Intelligence Service, the editor of The
Times of London (who, according to the
editor of another large British news-
paper, the Daily Herald, ‘‘always watered
down dispatches from the The Times
correspondent in Berlin in order tokeep
any stories about Nazi atrocities out of
the paper’’ and the governor of the Bank
of England, Montagu Norman, of whom
his biographer states, ‘‘It is quite cer-
tain that Norman did all he could to
assist Hitlerism to gain and maintain
political power...”” (p 311).

Other British backers included Lord
Beaverbrook, owner of one of the largest
British newspapers and Viscount Rother-
mere owner of the London Daily Mail.
The British press heaped praise on the
Nazis and helped them to obtain funds and
wealthy supporters:

...the German industrialists,
aristocrats and bankers were all
very sensitive to how foreign
opinion would regard the Nazis.
When even moderate Germans
were debating the merits of join-
ing the Hitler bandwagon, a favor-
able comment or two in the re-
spectable, neutral British press
could be very influential (p. 312).

Rothermere was openly pro-fascist
and both he and Beaverbrook urged
Anglo-German Alliances. More im-
portantly, the pro-Nazi orientation of
the British press was later an en-
couragement to Hitler to re-militarize
and re-occupy the Rhineland, his first
step toward launching war.

Indeed, the King of England, Edward
VIII, was an open Nazi sympathizer. His
abdication was not caused by his
marriage to an American divorcée, but
because he opposed the British govern-
~ment’s hostility to rival German im-
perialism. Much more important to Hit-
ler, however, was the support of Sir
Henri Deterding, the head of Shell Oil,
who went from financing White Russians
in order to recover oil fields confiscated

U.S., British and French, as well as German, capitalists prayed

together in the church of profits. Hitler was their tool,

during the Russian Revolution, ta buying
favor with Hitler. Other prominent
foreign backers of Hitler included the
Archduke Albrecht of Hungary, prospec-
tive heir to its throne, the Queen of
Romania and the King of Bulgaria. In
the early days of the Nazis, the govern-
ment of France also may have financed
Hitler, interested more in Hitler’s anti-
communism than it was afraid of his
German nationalism.

Meanwhile, Hitler continued to attract
capitalist support in Germany. The head
of a large electrochemical firm, upon
giving a donation, remarked that he was
attracted to Hitler’s ‘‘uncompromising
attitude toward socialism and com-
munism.’”’ Hitler showed his love of
‘‘private property,”’ for example, by op-
posing the expropriation of the German
princes, even though a significant wing
of the Nazis, led by Gregor Strasser,
thought support for expropriation a wise
move to attract the poor. Hitler ‘.. .did
not want to spoil his chances for analli-
ance with the ruling elite,’’ who supported
him both politically and privately.

Hitler’s first conquestamong the real-
ly big capitalists was Emil Kirdorf, head
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of the big Rhein-Westphalian Coal Syn-
dicate, a capitalist who was ‘‘so reac-
tionary that he called the (labor) poli-
cies of the Imperial German government
dangerously radical’”’” and ‘‘...thought
that those who were unemployed were
either lazy or stupid and deserved no
help from the state.”’” Kirdorf sent an
agent, Josef Terboven, into the Nazi
Party who agreed to use the high posi-
tion that he was awarded (leader of the
Nazis in the heavily industrial city of
Essen) ‘“in the best interests of heavy
industry,”” which meant, for one thing,
to combat the Strasser wing of the Nazis.
According to Strasser, in exchange for
his financing and political protection,
Hitler told Kirdorf in 1929 that ‘“You
and the other industrialists could dic-
tate the Party line as far as it affected
you and the properties you own.’’ (p 152)

Hitler secretly published a pamphlet
in 1927 entitled Der Weg zum Wiederauf-
stieg (The Road to Resurgence) ‘‘in-
tended only for...the nation’s leading
industrialists.’”’ It was so secret, infact,
that it was not uncovereduntil 1966. Inhis

pamphlet, Hitler down-played anti-Semi-
tism, suggesting that big businessmen did
not believe in Hitler’s mumbo-jumbo
about Jews being the cause of the prob-
lems of German capital. Instead Hitler
spoke of ‘‘pacifying the workers to pre-
vent a social transformation of society
... " praised the capitalists, andavoided
mention of any of the ‘‘radical’’ points
in the Nazi Party programme that were
designed to attract the working class.
The pamphlet was ‘‘received with in-
terest by many conservative business
leaders ...”” although ‘‘few of them con-
sideredhis proposals seriously (because)
Germany’s economic position was not
yet desperate enough.”’

By the following year, even before the
onset of the Great Depression, some
sectors of German big business were
already ‘‘on the verge of collapse’’ and
it was these sectors, of whom Thyssen’s
steel industry was a representative ex-
ample, that gradually swung over to sup-
port of Hitler. Germany was a declining
imperialist power. It had been stripped
of a sizable slice of its own territory,




lost all of its colonies and much of its
raw materials (particularly iron ore,
zinc and coal) during World War I. The
Versailles Treaty, imposed by the U.S.,
Britain and France, was designed to
keep German imperialism a weak com-
petitor and it ‘‘gave Britain and France
a stranglehold over German export
trade.”’

In this situation, the German capital-
ists used the pseudo-left Social Demo-
crats and the trade union leaders toprop
up their political rule,and an alliance
affected with these sellout artists gave
the bosses ‘“...a base from which they
could unobtrusively exercise decisive
roles in regulating the economic affairs
of the Weimar government.’’ Social Dem-
ocratic leader and Reichskanzler Fritz
Ebert summed up the bourgeoisie’s
strategy thusly: ‘“The Social Democrats
are the most effective defenders of cap-
italism. For they, better than anybody
else, have learned the technique of
explaining convincingly to the workers
how it is not yet possible to take steps
toward setting up a socialist state and
why it is necessary to wait...a little
while longer.”

When crisis came, it was heavy in-
dustry that was hit hardest and that felt
it most necessary to shift the burden of
the crisis onto the backs of the workers.
Heavy industry could not easily cut back
on its huge fixed expenses of interest,
depreciation and maintenance for its
plant. During the great inflation of the
1920’s, the head of the National Asso-
ciation of German Industries had termed
Germany’s wages ‘‘the lowest in the
world.”” Now heavy industry wanted to
lower these wages further as a method
of ‘‘recovery,’’ which they thought would
be further enhanced by ‘embarking on a
massive re-armaments program.

Heavy industry’s political center was
the Ruhrlade, a secret organization
formed in 1927 and composed of only
twelve men who controlled some of
Germany’s largest heavy industrial cor-
porations, these, in turn, being inter-
locked with the big banks. Originally,
the Ruhrlade gave support to the racist,
but ‘‘respectable’’ Nationalist Party, led
by former Krupp Steel director and then
press lord von Hugenberg. However, he
was also backed heavily by the big agri-
cultural bosses, whose contradictions
with heavy industry revolved around
tariff questions. Hugenberg co-operated
with Hitler in many ways and especially
paved the way for the acceptance of

blatant racism by the bourgeoisie through
his violent anti-Semitic propaganda.
Hitler blew hot and cold during the
early depression days, sending his Storm
Troopers to stop foreclosures on small
farms on the one hand but ordering his
forces to not support the workers’ strike
in Saxony on the other, fearing to lose
support among the capitalists. Hitler
was also genuinely contemptuous of the
German workers. At the time he re-
marked to the ‘‘radical’’ Strasser:

Now look: the great mass of
working men want only bread and
circuses. They have no under-
standing of ideas of any sort
whatever; we can never hope to
win the workers to any large ex-
tent by an appeal to ideas. We
want to make a revolution for the
new dominating caste which is not
moved as you are by pity, but is
quite clear in its own mind that it
has the right to dominate others
because it represents a better
race; this caste ruthlessly main-
tains and assures its domination
over the masses... The capital-
ists have worked their way up to
the top through their capacity, and
on the basis of this selection,
which again only proves them a
higher race, they have a right to
lead. (pp 242-3)

Hitler put it another way to his eco-
nomics advisor, Funk:

The Fuhrer personally stressed
time and time again during talks
with me und industrial leaders to
whom I had introduced him that
he was an enemy of state economy
and so-called “planned economy”
and that he considered free enter-
prise and competition as abso-
lutely necessary in order to gain
the highest possible production.

The Chief of the Press Bureau for the
Nazis and the reputed liaison man to
Hitler for Rheinland heavy industry,
Otto Dietrich, had this to say about
Hitler’s attitude toward capitalism:

Hitler accepted private property
and the role of capital in modern
economic life because he recog-
nized these as the economic foun-
dations of our culture. (p 340)

Although “‘smashing interestslavery”’
was one of the points of the Nazi pro-
gramme, ‘‘Hitler recognized that he
could not eliminate the system of in-
terest from the economy without under-
mining his own political existence.”
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Today’s capitalists are stil

.4

I the force bebind today’s Nazis, and the task of communists is still to destroy not only

the Nazis but their masters. Here, PL and InCAR carry on the fight.
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Hitler’s greatest pledge of fealty to
capitalism was made at a speech in 1931

before the Industry Club in Dussel-.

dorf, an organization ‘... chiefly com-
posed of the heavy industry magnates of
the Ruhr region, the lords of coal, iron
and steel.”” There he summed up his
outlook by saying:

I see diameirically opposed
principles: the principle of de-
mocracy, which is the principle
of destruction; and the principle
of the authority of personality,
which I would call the principle
of achievement.

““By associating his racist and elitist
philosophy with the ideas of private prop-
erty and individual initiative, Hitler had
established a common interest with his
audience.’’ (p. 347) Not surprisingly, the
bourgeoisie applauded this pro-capitalist
line of Hitler and after the Nazis gainsin
the 1930 elections began to treat the
Nazis seriously. This was especially
the case with firms that were being ruined
by the crisis. In this situation, Hitler
made duplicity into a strategic principle:

Henceforth, Hitler’s struggle
for power was waged on two levels.
Outwardly there was his propa-
ganda effort to increase the size

of the Party and his popular
support among the masses. Atthe
same time, behind the scenes he
would try to convince the key in-
dividuals that he did not threaten
their economic interests...All
this ambiguousness was prin-
cipally intended for those who
controlled the levers of power. ..
On the one hand Hitler was making
an offer of alliance and on the
other warning them what might
happen if they were not willing to

* compromise with him.

The result for the Nazis was the first
donation by the Ruhrlade in 1931. In the
election of the following year, the top
bosses responded to Hitler’s call for
support and, according to Otto Stasser,
the S.A. was ‘‘showered with money’’
by wealthy industrialists. Some of this
money went to the factions of the Nazis
that were opposed to Hitler tactically
such as that of Strasser, who made
“rad.cal”’ noises but ‘‘favored the basic
principles of free enterprise.’’ Strasser
received some money from converted
Jewish capitalists such as Otto Wolff
and Paul Silverberg, who held top posi-
tions in heavy industry and worked
through ‘‘Aryan’’ intermediaries. Some




organizations of coal operators who be-
lieved that playing upon differences in the
Nazi Party would give them more lever-
age over it also contributed. Other mem-
bers of the Ruhrlade, however, gave toa
fund designed to ‘‘expose Hitler and
other leading Nazis to ‘sound’ economic
advice.”’

The Communists and other workers
fought vigorously against the Nazis in
the streets as the latter gained more
and more backing from the big bour-
geoisie. Many efforts were made to kill
Hitler and other Nazi leaders. The
Communists, however, never set their
sights on an armed insurrection and in
that way sealed their fate. Hitler was
able to come to power in a completely
legal manner, putting into effect his
dictum that “democracy must be defeated
with the weapons of democracy.”

The Communists counted on election
victories as a show of strength against
the fascists. Indeed, in the July, 1932
elections they won 5-1/4 million votes
and became the third largest party in
Germany. In the November, 1932 elec-
tions the Communists increased their
share by another one million votes
while the Nazi share decreased by 2
million. Millions of votes, however, do
not have the effect of even thousands of
guns.

The Nazi Party began to decline in
strength in the fall of 1932. Many Nazi
workers were actually won over to the
Communists. It was then that the ques-
tion confronted the ruling class: ‘“Would
they let the Nazi movement collapse and
risk facing the impoverished, half-starv-
ing masses alone or would they come to
Hitler’s aid...”’ Needless to say, the
capitalists chose the latter course. The
heads of 1.G. Farben, the Schroder bank-
ing empire and other capitalists rushed
to prop up Hitler. When the Nazis
marched on the Communistheadquarters
in Berlin in January, 1933, the govern-
ment also lent a hand. It banned a Com-
munist counter-demonstration and the
police turned out in force with machine
guns and tanks to hold back the anti-
fascist crowds. A week later, Hitler was
made Chancellor.

Several conclusions canbe drawnfrom
this important study, although the authors
who are liberal bourgeois historians,
certainly do not draw them. The most
obvious conclusion is that the Nazi move-
ment would not have come into being or
succeeded had it not had the increasing
backing of important segments of the

ruling class of Germany and other in-
dustrial countries. Big bankers, heavy
industrialists and their mouthpieces of
the press used their money and propa-
ganda power to buy and build the Nazis.

Second, the Nazi leaders had complete
contempt for the working class and ad-
hered thoroughly to the vaunted ‘‘prin-
ciples of free enterprise.’’ Finally, it
is a grave mistake to conclude that be-
cause fascist groups are small and
seemingly isolated, they will not grow and
win out if they are not vigorously com-
bated at an early stage of their develop-
ment, using every means at the disposal
of the anti-fascist movement, with the
ultimate aim of armed revolution to
overthrow the capitalist backers of
fascism, a revolution that will bring a
socialist system that makes fascism a
crime.

As the authors observe, ‘‘to a certain
extent Hitler succeeded because he was
dismissed as being more ridiculous than
dangerous.’”” We need only recall the
famous incident in Berlin in February,
1927 to see how every unsuccessful
challenge 'to the fascists brings them
windfall rewards. Then, Goebbels, the
Nazi leader, called for a mass meeting
in Wedding, a heavily pro-Communist,
working class suburb. The rally was
meant as a direct challenge to the Com-
munists, who turned out in force to stop
it but failed to do so. ‘‘The next morning,
the Nazis made the headlines in almost
every newspaper in Berlin. Within a few
days, 2,600 applications for membership
were received...’’” by the Nazi Party.

The U.S. is a declining imperialist
power faced with ever-deepening eco-
nomic and political crises. Moreover, it
is a country with a more obvious history
of racism and anti-communism than
Germany fifty years ago. Can it be that
the fledgling fascist groups here are not
looked upon by capitalists as possible
candidates to fill the same role that
their German counterparts played? If
history can supply an answer it is defi-
nitely ‘‘it can happen here.’’ The des-
cendents of Henry Ford, physically and
politically have been backing fascism
everywhere—from Iran, to South Africa
to Nicaragua—ever since Communists
had the pleasure of finishing off Hitler
and Mussolini. We too can learn from
history and it also shows that a militant,
multi-racial, communist party like PLP
can lead a movement to crush fascism
and win socialism—and that is our great
historic task.
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anti-racist
{ ' colendar
» | for

1980”

the fight against
rocism must
intensify in 1980.
rocism must be
fought 365
days a yeao.
to emphasize
the day-to-da
noture of this battle, InCAR has
produced a historical, anti-racist, bi-linguall
calendav. it measures 22”le”opened, top half
shows photos,cartoons,woodcuts,etchings and on
the bottom,historical dates with space to write.
it sells for o mere $5.00 each and mokes the
ideQI hOIidQY gift. AVAILABLE FROM InCAR CHAPTERS, OR BY MAIL:

INTERNATIONAL COMMITTEE AGAINST RACISM
G.P.O. Box 904, Brooklyn, New York, 11202
Telephone (212) 989-5499

SpeC/'a7 rates available for bulk orders E

The International Committee Against Racism actively opposes racism in all its forms—economic, social,
institutional and cultural. InCAR is firm in its belief in multi-racial unity, and is composed of workers,
students, professionals and others of all races and ethnic backgrounds from different countries. INCAR
is a mass membership organization open to all, which relies on rank-and-file leadership to fight against
the racism which hurts us all.




