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WORKERS OF THE WORLD, UNITE!

Autoworkers, Take the Offensive!

Every paper in the country carried head-
line news of the sellout by the UAW lead-
ership to Ford. Trying to project a picture
of a triumphant and confident, beaming
Douglas Fraser, head of the UAW, they
announced ‘‘UAW leaders Pleased with
Pact at Ford, Expect Its OK.”’

The UAW Ford Council has accepted
the concessions made by the UAW nego-
tiating team. The concessions mean work-
ers will give up billions of dollars in
wages, benefits and COLA to Ford. The
union chiefs and Ford say this will *‘save
jobs.”’

‘T'he fact is, autoworkers do not want
concessions. Even a large proportion of
local officials do not greet concessions,
fearing that if they were to accept them and
try to sell them to the angry autoworkers,
they would be replaced. At the meeting of
the General Council of UAW Local 600
(Ford River Rouge) discussing the re-
negotiated contract, lower-level officials,
squeaking with fear, asked Mike Rinaldi,
Local 600 president, how in the name of
God they could sell this one to the produc-
tion workers.

Hank Wilson, president of the Dearborn
Assembly Plant unit, had a heart attack
just prior to the negotiations with Ford. No
wonder, the pressures are very great.
Others who spoke out against Fraser, such
as Al Gardner, head of the skilled trades
unit at the Rouge and a long-time opposi-
tionist, were set upon by Fraser who said
he’d ‘‘tear (Gardner’s) ass off”” and “‘I'll
get you.”’ This rage and abuse from the
normally smug Fraser show that he is far
from being confident.

In reality,the union bureaucracy is fear-
ful of what might happen in the ratification
voting at Ford. They are moving with
lightning speed (the only time they do is
when selling out), to ram the new contract
through. But they did know what the op-
tions were before they started the conces-
sions drive. :

Fraser, paraphrased in The New York
Times after the acceptance of the conces-
sion package at Ford, said that the choice
was between letting Ford lay down the
economics the union would have to work
under or going on strike.

That means that just about everybody .

else knows what the alternatives are.
Either accept concessions or prepare the
offensive.

Ford workers do not have such short,

memories that they have forgotten what
happened to the Chrysler workers who
accepted concessions to {‘Save Chrysler’’
and then have had to face an escalation of
plant shut-downs and layoffs. They see
how the GM auto barons and the UAW
bureaucracy are beating down the GM
workers in retaliation for their daring to
reject concessions. .

But there is a way out of this seeming
impasse. In his remark in The New York
Times, Fraser himself touched on it. But
more than a strike to answer concessions is
needed — the answer is to prepare the
General Strike.

But what can autoworkers do now to
take steps in that direction? The union is
divided, not only between the UAW
bureaucracy and the ranks (a fundamental
division) but also between the many
formations and caucuses opposed to con-
cessions, each one saying, ‘‘join us.”’

But the autoworkers need a way to fight,
need to immediately take steps to unify
their ranks. It is not enough to vote “‘no”’,
against concessions — we must be pre-
pared to defend this vote. The proof is
what’s happening to GM workers — 5,000
more are losing their jobs.

The Locals Opposed to Concessions
(LOC) have been telling the workers to
fight concessions, so have the Independent
Skilled Trades Council and the United
Front Caucus at Ford River Rouge. And
these same organizations have said they
are for the General Strike, or at least work
stoppages. The General Council of Local
600 voted for a resolution on December
31, 1981, (reported in Local 600’s paper,
Ford Facts, by Rick Martin, president of
the Steel division) calling on the entire
UAW and the AFL-CIO to organizé a
nationwide work stoppage against the
‘‘ongeing destruction of livelihoods and
living standards and lives of people by
Reaganomic policies.”’

Autoworkers must take the offensive,
form a factory council embracing all the
workers, laid-off, employed, production
and skilled workers, and embracing all the

formations and caucuses in the UAW
opposed to concessions. This factory
council must have a clear aim, the actual
preparation of the General Strike.

It has not been enough to be against
concessions or to have a good program. As
‘a young militant said at a public meeting of
our party,-the Trotskyist Organization/
USA, in Detroit: “‘It’s very nice to have
the right program and to be raising de-
mands that the workers need, but how are
they going to get them, how are they going
to confront the demands of the capitalist
government with words? We need the
General Strike to win these demands.”

The fight for the General Strike has a
good basis. It .supports and develops the
initiatives and efforts of the GM workers
and of other unions that have rejected con-
cessions, including city workers and the
United Rubber Workers, who in the face

Rebel youth in El Salvador.

of proposed concessions said, “‘Give us
higher wages, more benefits.”’ :
The struggle for the factory council ‘at
the Ford Rouge plant can be the example
for other locals and other unions to follow,
to break out of the trade union framework
of*‘collective bargaining’’ and class col-
laboration, to unify the unions against the
imperialists and their agents in the lead-
ership of the unions. '

We have said before, and we say again,
that the successful organization and vic-
tory of this fight requires a new revolution-
ary leadership, a workers party. -

But this party cannot be proclaimed. It
will come into being as a result of the tests
passed or failed by all organizations in the
struggle that we have outlined here. That is
the road forward.
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Victory to the Rebels in El Salvador!

““We are losing the fight with the guer-
rillas in the countryside.”’
This is what even Jose Napoleon

 Duarte, the so-called President of El Sal-

vador — more exactly, civilian front man
for the military dictatorship’s junta — has
had to admit (The New York Times; Febru-
ary 17, 1982).

The junta, at the advice of Reagan and
Haig, had scheduled elections for March
28. These elections were a fraud from the
beginning, being proposed and organized
in the midst of an all-out terror campaign
against the dictatorship’s opponents. They
were supposed to legalize and legitimize
the rule of the handful of gangsters and
ruthless exploiters who make up the US-
organized ‘‘government’’ of El Salvador.

It is now clear that these elections will
fail in this purpose. The recent successful
offensive of the guerrilla forces of the
Farabundo Marti National Liberation
Front (FMLN), linked to the political
groups of the Revolutionary Democratic
Front (FDR), has been aimed at disrupt-

ing, exposing and preventing these fraudu-
lent elections. ;

Such elections cannot help a govern-
ment that is, in its own words, already
*‘losing the fight.”’

So this is the political Situation. The
rebel forces are on the verge of victory.
The dictatorship, set up by Carter and
backed to the hilt by Reagan, is in the
gravest danger.

At this critical point, in order to prevent
a defeat of American imperialism, all the
forces of counterrevolution have gone into
motion.

American imperialism itself, facing

the reality that ity plans have failed, is .

now trying to prepare, directly or in-
directly, a military intervention under the
mask of “*human rights progress.’’ That
is why — in a scene played so often
during the Vietnam War — Haig ‘‘re-
fuses to rule out’” the use of force, while
Reagan says there are ‘‘no plans to send
American combat troops into action.’’
This is the same deal going on with the

use of rifles by US “‘advisers.”

At the same time, the Kremlin
bureaucracy, through its agent Castro,
and others who think its possible to have
“‘peaceful coexistence’” with American
imperialism — the Nicaraguan Sandinis-
tas, the leadership of the FDR/FMLN —
arc desperately seeking a ‘‘political solu-
tion.”’

This is what is involved in the secret
meeting between Haig and Castro’s vice-
president (November 23, 1981, in Mexico
City). That is what is behind the letter
from the FMLN to Reagan (January 27,
1982).

A military victory alone will not make
the Salvadoran Revolution, link it to the
growing revolution in the Americas, solve
the problems of the workers and peasants.

But breaking the offensive, stopping the
mass movement, for the sake of a deal that
imperialism will go back on as soon as it
can, will only, as the old twist puts it.

“S%ﬂCh defeat from the jaws of victory.”

hat can the workers and the oppressed

and the youth of the United States do to
help insure the victory of their class
brothers and sisters, to insure the highly
desirable defeat of Reagan?

We think it would be fine if — against
the cries of Reagan-Haig about ‘‘foreign
weapons’’ — Americans organized adrive

for guns for the Salvadoran rebels, as well
as other practical support measures.

This blow against the enemy at home
can be deepened and made part of the
preparation of what is the only sure
guarantee of the revolution in Central
America — the revolution in the United
States.

Organizing the boycott of the Salvador-
an dictatorship, extending it to include all
the Latin American dictatorships backed
by the US (since it is looking to them for
possible military aid against El Salvador),
is inextricably connected to oerganizing the
General Strike to bring down Reagan —
the opening of the revolution in this coun-
try. ;
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Questions of the Iranian Revolution

The revolution in Iran, together with the
Nicaraguan Revolution, marked the be-
ginning of the new period of the revolu-
tionary upsurge on the world scale, a

period defined by the Polish Revolution.

Revolution Continues

Today, three full years since the insur-
rection that overthrew the Shah, the Ira-
nian Revolution continues. There has been
— despite the best efforts of Khomeini,

- imperialism and Stalinism — no ‘‘stabi-
lization.”’ This fact alone shows that the
period which we are in continues to be that
of the revolutionary offensive.

But, at the same time, the revolution is
not yet secure. Not only in the internation-
al sense, in the sense that no revolution in
the colonial and semi-colonial countries
can be secure without the destruction of
imperialism and its Stalinist agent (this is
the prospect that the Polish Revolution
opens), but in a very different sense.

Political power in Iran is not yet consoli-
dated in the hands of the working class and
its allies. The land does not yet belong to
those who work it. The commanding
heights of the economy are still under pri-
vate ownership or under the control of a
government which supports private own-
ership and imperialism.

The current struggles in Iran, the posi-
tions of the different political tendencies,
the interventions of the masses, as well as
the concerns of American militants who
earnestly supported the Iranian Revolu-
tion, center around the question: how can
the revolution be carried through to the
end, how can it achieve victory?

This is a question which puts to the test
not only the revolutionary groups in Iran,
but those all over the world which claim to

- stand for socialism. The Iranian Revolu-

tion is a touchstone of the claimants to the
leadership of the international workers
movement.

On Which Side
On the Iranian left, there are two basic
currents: those who support Khomeini’s
counterrevolution and those who are fight-
ing it. The central group in the first current
is the Tudeh (‘“‘Masses’’) Party, the Ira-
‘nian branch of the international apparatus
of the Kremlin. The major group in the
second current is the People’s Mojahedin
.Organization of Iran (PMOI), an Islamic
revolutionary group.
~ On the surface of things, we Trotskyists
would appear to be closer to the *‘Marx-
ists’” of the Tudeh Party than to the Mos-
lems of the Mojahedin. Leaving aside the
question of which grouping is actually
strengthening the hold of religion over the
 Iranian masses (we think Tudeh), there is a
far more profound question that in fact
brings us much closer to the Mojahedin.
- That is precisely the question we raised
«earlier, the question of the line that divides
those who want to continue and deepen the
-Iranian Revolution from those who want to
strangle it.

Despite all our other differences —

‘which are’precisely what we want to dis-
cuss in this article — the believers of the
‘Mojahedin are on the same side of that line
_as are the materialists of the Fourth Inter-
national.

Working Class

The press has reported that at the end of
December and the beginning of January a
strike took place at the National Auto-
mobile plant in Tehran. There appears to
be no question that this strike, which was
directed against the anti-worker attacks of
Khomeini and for workers rights, was
organized by the Mojahedin.

Massoud Rajavi, exiled leader of the
Mojahedin, had issued a call to the work-
ers of this factory:

Khomeini thus intends to make you pay, as

in the past, for the Iranian economy’s disasters

. as well as all the huge plunderings and

. lootings of his corrupt gang. But he is forget-

ting that you are the same historically decisive

force which dealt the most determined blows to
the Shah’s regime three years ago . . .

I ask all the militant ranks of Iran’s working -

class, and all the “‘resistance councils’” in the
country’s factories and production units, to pre-
pare for the initiation of workers’ strikes.
Down with Khomeini!
Down with Imperialism!

In our view, this struggle marks the
clear-cut emergence of the proletariat as
the leading force in the struggle against
Khomeini, for the victory of the revolu-
tion.

tatorship. The question now is the lead-
ership of a class, drawing behind it all the
oppressed masses.

Balance Sheet.

It is clear from Rajavi’s message, and
from other statements made by Mojahe-
din, that the PMOI has made at least a
partial (negative) balance sheet of the
method of guerrilla warfare which it pur-
sued up to the fall of the Shah.
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‘of supporters of the Mojahedin.

In our view, also, this development
places a great responsibility on the Mo-
jahedin. It is now no longer a question of
assuming responsibility only for one’s
own comrades, of preparing to take arms
in hand in courageous struggle against dic-

(Workers’ Fon@

hrst pagé of Truth article, "Defend the Mojahedin,” in Persian journal

This is not a question of *‘peaceful””

development. In the Tehran strike, seven
workers were killed and thousands jailed. '
In conditions where open activity is illeg-
al, no one can deny the oppressed the right
to armed resistance.

Far more important is the political ques-
tion. Didn’t this past policy leave the mas-
ses under the political leadership of the
Khomeini-led clergy, didn’t it lay the
groundwork for the present political diffi-
culties? The Mojahedin seem to think so.

But as far as we can tell, they have not
gone all the way in their balance sheet.
For instance, they have produced con-
clusive evidence that the Tudeh Party

- has fingered their militants. They accur-

ately depict this party as having a *‘his-
tory full of treacherous ‘actions against
tiie people.’”” But they have not yet seen
this as part of an international develop-
ment, as the aid Stalinism gives to im-
perialism on the world scale.

This deprives them of the ability to
weigh the struggle of the Fourth Interna-
tional against Stalinism, for the world re-
volution. And it is on this basis that they
are deprived of the lessons of the interna-
tional workers movement, concretized in
the Bolshevik-Leninism of the Fourth In-
ternational.

The Mojahedin are in a political alliance
(‘“National Council of Resistance’’) with
former Iranian President Abolhassan
Bani-Sadr — in order, as they explain, to
unite the broadest foreces against
Khomeini. But the working class has had
its bitter experience with such popular
fronts, from Spain to Chile.

We think that it is impossible to mobil-
ize the working class and to remain allied
with the bourgeois liberals and capitalist
forces represented by Bani-Sadr. The last
thing such people can stand in the inde-
pendence of the proletariat. Bani-Sadr, af-
ter all, was originally a supporter of
Khomeini, not of the guerrillas.

These are the questions we want to dis-
cuss with our class brothers and sisters in
the common battle to defend the-Iranian
Revolution, to extend it and to insure its
triumph. :

K.F.

“Every worker in this country has got to fight Reagan”

Under this rubric of ‘‘Workers” Forum™’
we hope to — in the form of interviews,
letters, other means — conduct a discus-
sion on the tasks of the revolution in the
US today, and on the role of our paper and
our party in those tasks.

In our last issue, we published a letter
received from a PATCO militant. The fact
that we have another communication to
publish in this issue indicates that we have
the ‘basis for making this department a
regular part of the paper.

At the end of 1981, the capitalist and

radical press nationwide carried news of a
union election. In the Massachusetts-
based Local 285 of the Service Employees
International Union (SEIU), which repre-
sents low-paid and government workers, a
reform slate, the ‘‘Movement for a Better
‘Local 285,”” swept the old, conservative
bureaucracy out of office. This victory
was widely seen as another sign of the
developing struggle by the workers against'
Reagan.

In this issue, we are printing a letter
from an activist in that union victory. We
think it will be of interest, especially to
those who also think we are *‘a little far to

the left,”” but who want to fight Reagan,
*‘the class enemy.”’
TRUTH
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Dear Kevin:

Thanks for the buttons; the ‘‘Solidar-
nosc’’ button is one that I have been look-
ing for.

Your paper is a little far to the left for
me, but I enjoyed your articles. Specifical-
ly, your articles on the UAW.

You asked me wha my duties were with
the union. I am a chapter vicechairperson
and chief steward at St. John of God Hos-
pital in Brighton. Also, I was one of the
campaign managers in our grassroots elec-
tion campaign in December.

Our whole purpose is stated in a para-
graph in your UAW article. I quote:
‘“What is a union? Seriously what is it? Is
it a big headquarters, filled with flunkies
on fat salaries, is it a dues collecting
machine? Or is it an organization whose
goal is to protect its members’ interests
from the class enemy, to increase their
standard of living, to make gains for the

Our purpose was the second answer,
and we won an overwhelming victory —
seventeen out of twenty positions that
were being elected!

We also made labor history by being
one of the largest locals in the state to elect
three women to lead the union. '

I am enclosing a Boston Herald-
American article on the victory. I am
also enclosing our Constitution and
amendments that the ‘‘Movement for a
Better Local 285’ put together and are
now putting into a new Constitution. I
am also enclosing our main piece of
campaign literature.

Every worker in this country has got to
fight Reagan, especially his *‘workfare”’
plan. Massachusetts Governor King has
started a state ‘‘workfare’’ plan, and I
am enclosing an order by the Cambridge
City Council banning ‘‘workfare’’ from
any Cambridge institution.

Sincerely,
- Brian

P.S. I carried the Local 285 banner from
the Mall to the Capitol in the Solidarity
Day rally.

.
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Building the Party of the Polish Revolution

By KEVIN FITZPATRICK :

ere are all kinds of people who will
tell you that they are ‘‘for”’ the Polish
workers. But at the same time, the over-
whelming bulk of these passive suppor-
ters have a singular position that calls
the nature of their support into question.
“‘The Polish workers,”’ they all say,
“‘have been defeated.’’

The Fourth International

Among all the supporters of Solidar-
nosc there are only two organized forces
that disagree with this position — the
Fourth International and the Polish pro-
letariat.

The junction of these two forces, the
building of the party of the Polish Re-
volution, is the key to the organization
-of the European Revolution in all its
global importance.

We have covered in our paper the
clear signs of the continuing and
“deepening struggle by the Polish work-
ing class against the Jaruzelski military
'dictatorship. Recent events, the demon-
stration in Poznan for example, only
confirm this. perspective.

And now the Stalinist military junta
has itself revealed its own fear of the
developing revolt. By their own
account, in the Orwellian-titled ‘‘Opera-
tion Calm’’ the bureaucracy’s repressive
forces carried out in a two-day sweep in
mid-February, the Stalinists discovered
145,000 people in violation of martial
law, detained over 3,500 and have
already charged 614: What is the state
of the observance of martial law? In the
Stalinists’ own words: ‘‘not too good.’’

*“Not too good,”’ either, for all those
— from the Pope to Haig to Jaruzelski
and Brezhnev who earnestly hope
and pray for ‘‘normalization’’ in Po-
land. And ‘‘not too good,’’ again, for
all those who take their own demora-
lization for a political perspective.

From the coal fields of Silesia to the
port of Gdansk, one general slogan
appears on walls, putting the Stalinists
on notice: ‘“The winter is yours, but the
spring will be ours.”’ ;

To bring about this ‘‘Polish spring,””
to make it into the victory of the inter-
national proletariat, the policy of the
Fourth International is needed.

In the issue of Truth (#142) pub-
lished just after the December 13 coup,
we stated: ‘‘Jaruzelski has failed . . .
The revolution is deepening and new
and even greater clashes are on the
agenda.”

This editorial was not the result of in-
structions from the International. At the
time it was written, we had not received
the official declaration of our Interna-
tional Secretariat. But the line put for-
ward in our paper fully corresponded to
the policy of the International and was
further confirmed and developed at our
Eighth World Congress.

In other words, our position that the
Polish workers are not defeated is not
the result of some arbitrary decision, but
flows logically from the common pers-
pective and policy that the Fourth Inter-
national “has developed toward the Pol-
_ish Revolution.

The Fourth International alone antici-
pated the Polish Revolution and pre-
pared it. ‘‘Concretely in Poland,”’ stated
the Theses for our Seventh World Con-
gress (The Fourth International #83;
June 27, 1980), ‘‘the delimitation of the
program and the gathering of the forces
of the political revolution is the axis of
the propaganda and general activity of
the Fourth International.”

And the Theses characterized this
political revolution:

The international unity of the class strug- -

gle consists today in that this political re-
volution, that is to say, the regeneration of
the socialist conquests under the direct pow-
er of the revolutionary workers councils, is
an absolutely indispensable element of the
confrontation of the world working class
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New York Times article that reports on events In the mine in which

Trotskyist and Solidarnosc leader Stefan Palka worked in Silesia.

against imperialism . . .- The political re-
volution against the bureaucracy, parasitic
agent of imperialism in the workers states, is
a central element of the political rearmament
of the working class to conquer the
bourgeoisie.

And the Resolution on Eastern
Europe, adopted at the Seventh World
Congress as the first strikes were under-
way in Poland, stated: ‘“A confrontation
is both inevitable and imminent . . .
The Kremlin has no other way out than
desperately seeking to normalize the
working class of Poland and the USSR,
whether through its satellite, the Gierek
apparatus, or directly through an armed
intervention.”’ :

Our Policy

And it was on the basis of this Marx--
ist perspective, which those who today
announce the ‘‘defeat’’ of the Polish
workers then called ‘‘magical incanta-
tions,’’ that the Fourth International was
able to rapidly expand its section, the
Revolutionary Workers League (RLRP),
inside Poland.

In the last issue of Truth, we printed
an interview with Stefan Palka, a mili-
tant of the RLRP and a leader of Soli-
darnosc in Silesia. On this page you
will find a reproduction of an article
from The New York Times that reports
precisely on our comrade’s mine, de-
scribing it as a ‘‘Solidarity stronghold,”’
in the course of recounting the role it
played in resisting Jaruzelski.

Similarly, even the Socialist Workers
Party (SWP) — for its own reasons —
had to acknowledge the existence of our
paper, Walka Klas (‘‘Class Struggle’’),
as one which its European co-thinkers
(in their one and only Polish-language
appearance) had to make ‘‘an effort to
differentiate’” themselves from (/nter-
continental Press; December 21, 1981).

(We already pointed out in Truth
#141 the distortions and falsehoods
these Pabloites used in this ‘‘effort.’’)

It is clear that, unlike all the sage
doomsayers, the Fourth International
knows what it is talking about in Po-
land.

Our statement that the Polish workers
are not defeated, that it is Jaruzelski
who has failed, is not some general
affirmation. It is directly tied to our
analysis that the confrontation has really
only begun, that the Kremlin must now
make a direct military intervention.

The preachers of ‘‘defeat’’ do not
want to face this reality, but it exists all
the same. Red Star, journal of the
Ministry of Defense of the USSR, is
quoted in The Christian Science Monitor
(January 15, 1982) as raising the possi-
bility of a Warsaw Pact invasion:

““‘Memorable lessons were taught when
the issue arose of defending socialism in
the GDR (East Germany — K.F.), Hun-
gary and Czechoslovakia.’’

, This coming confrontation, as implied
in our perspective, will immediately
shatter the framework in which the cen-
trists can see only the ‘‘defeat’ of Po-
land in isolation. It will make clear to
everyone that the defense of the Polish
Revolution is not a question of moral
support for one more oppressed sector
among many, but the key issue of the
development of the European Revolu-
tion and, thus, of the world revolution.

At the same time, it is clearer than
ever that the old leadership of Solidar-
nosc is incapable of, not to say unfit
for, meeting the tasks that the Polish
workers are facing. There are constant
reports that Lech Walesa, the central fi-
gure in this old, conciliationist lead-
ership, is willing to negotiate with
Jaruzelski. These reports, like those that
state he has denounced ‘‘extremists’’
who call for active resistance — that he
. “‘is dreaming and thinking first of all of
peace’’ — come from his own suppor-
ters. :

Building the party of the Polish Re-
wvolution means, then, not only the
struggle to build the party of the politic-
al revolution — the Revolutionary
Workers Party, section of the Fourth In-
ternational-— inside-Poland, but above
all the struggle for a new world lead-
ership ‘that can take in hand the whole
-international impact of the next stage of
the Polish Revolution.

Hamburg Rally

And this is the meaning of the Inter-
national Rally of the Youth (scheduled
for Hamburg, Germany, on April 10),
which will prepare the March on

Gdansk -that our Eighth World Congress

put forward.

This is a fight to win the best of thc:
youth. of Europe and ‘the Americas to’

the struggle to defend the Polish Re-
volution and to prepare its extension
into the European Revolution. The
Hamburg Rally — for the revolutionary
reunification of Germany, for the
Socialist United States of Europe, for
the German section of the Fourth Inter-

national through building the Revolu--

tionary Youth International in the two
Germanies — geographically and politi-
cally lies on the road to Gdansk!

The moralists and passivists who
claim to ‘‘defend”’ the Polish workers
are engaged today in chasing their own
tails. ‘Round and “round they go,
wondering how they can separate them-
selves from the “‘hypocrisy’” of Reagan
and his supporters on Poland.

These contortions occupy the liberals,

the whole family tree of the Shachtma-
nites and, especially, the pseudo-
Trotskyists of the SWP, As we pointed
out in our last issue, this party has re-
fused in practice to defend the Polish
workers, satisfying itself with what it
refers to as *‘getting out the truth.’”

This policy reflects its real inability to
achieve class independence from im-
perialism. Based on its subordination to
Stalinism (through Castro). the SWP has
to line up on the side of the enemies of*
the Polish Revolution, despite its verbal |
protests that hide this reality no more
than do those of Reagan.

Because the SWP, despite its truly
hypocritical attacks on ‘‘labor bureauc-
rats’-and ‘‘capitalist politicians.’” in ev-
ery case opposes a policy of class inde-
pendence from Reagan. That is why it
supports the attempt to sell out the re-
volution in Central America. And that is
why it will not support — despite
wavering under the pressure of its mem-
bers — the Polish Revolution in action.

The Hamburg Rally is going to be a
key action against the world order of
imperialism. It is aimed at organizing
the victory of the Polish Revolution,
which the SWP says it supports.

What will the stand of the Barnes
leadership be? No one will have to think
too hard to guess the answer. But, more
importantly, what will the stand of ‘mili-
tants in the SWP and the Young Social-
ist Alliance (YSA) be?

The Hamburg Rally is an open mobi-
lization. Open not only to the broadest
layers of the youth but also to the mili-
tants of already existing organizations
who want to take up a common fight for
the defense of the Polish workers and
for their victory. :

One initiative that we have taken to
help make this fight come alive in the
US is to assume the responsibility for
organizing a joint tour of representatives
of Solidarnosc and SMOT, the Soviet
free trade union.

This tour of Polish and Russian work-
ers will bring into the union movement
the lessons of the struggle of the frec
trade unions of the East, lessons whose
culmination is to be found in the Polish
Revolution. It will be an actual clement
of struggle against the bureaucracy that
tries to usc the isolation of the Polish
workers to maintain the hold of im-
perialism over our unions.

This tour is also an open struggle,
open especially to union militants who
fecl ‘in their bones their class solidarity
with Solidarnosc.

In Poland, the workers are anticipat-
ing the spring. That scason of new lifc
begins April 10 in Hamburg.

... And Fidel

The Socialist Workers Party (SWP) —
two months latc — has finally gotten
around to trying to cxplain away Fidel
Castro’s support to the Stalinist coup in

Poland (The Militant; February 26,

1982; and Intercontinental Press; Febru-
ary 22, 1982).

Apparently it took this long to get in
a full supply of whitewash.

Castro’s being a member in good
standing of the international apparatus
of the Kremlin is reason enough for his
support. But he may well have had a
more direct inspiration.

The Wall Street Journal (December
31, 1981) reports that on December 14 -
(notice the date?) Castro imposed in-
creases in food prices. But they were
temporarily rescinded after ‘‘what were
described as vigorous protests by trade
union and student groups,’” resulting in
the dismissal of ‘‘two top economic
policy makers.”’

The Polish Revolution haunts the Sta-~
linist bureaucrats everywhere.

K.F. :
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To the Comrades of the Revolutionary Workers League

The United Front is a Class Front

By DAVID HEFFELFINGER
At a forum sponsored by the Trotskyist

Organization/USA December 5 in Detroit, a
lively debate developed over the tasks of
organizing the American Revolution. Pre-
sent at this meeting and participating in the
debate were supporters of the Revolutionary
Workers League (RWL).

The Trotskyist Organization/USA openly
stated its desire to engage in common action
with working class tendencies aimed toward
preparing the General Strike.

The supporters of the RWL who were
present disagreed with this proposal on the
grounds that the General Strike was not a
realistic¢ possibility. They proposed that we
work with the RWL and the United Front
Caucus (trade union caucus at the Ford Riv-
er Rouge plant) to prepare an Emergency
Mass Meeting of Local 600 in late January.

* Within the next week, we contacted the
RWL and stated our willifigness to help
prepare such a mass meeting, and that we
would intervene to win the workers to
prepare a General Strike — as the only
means of obtaining their demands.

Furthermore, we stated the necessity of
formulating an open agreement, in other
words, a joint call to workers to prepare
such a meeting. Our aim at arriving at such
an open agreement was not simply to spread
our name around — we are quite capable of
doing that on our own. Rather, we felt, and
still feel, that such a joint call would streng-
then the preparation of the meeting and be
the best means to show to the workers our
intention that this meeting be truly open to
them and to all working class tendencies.

Much to our surprise, the RWL re-
sponded to this proposal by refusing to issue
a joint call for an open meeting, stating that
they were unable to enter into an agreement
independently of ‘‘other forces’” who were
behind the preparation of this meeting.

For this reason, and for the general im-
portance that the united front has for the
working class, the Trotskyist Organization/
USA has decided to openly continue the
debate in its newspaper.

* Kk %k

“ ... The working masses sepse thg
need of unity in action, of unity in resisting
the onslaught of capitalism or unity in tak-
ing the offensive against it. Any party which
mechanically counterposes itself to this
need of the working class for unity in action
will unfailingly be condemned in the minds
of the workers.”’ (‘‘On the United Front,”’
Vol. 1l, The First Five Years of the Com-
munist International)

Why is the workers united front an im-
portant tactic for the working class today,
and why is every tendency in the working
class — from the trade union bureaucrats
to socialists and communists — raising the
cry for unity? If so many are for unity,
why is the working class so divided?

Unity, For What?

These are completely legittmate ques-
tions that workers are raising. In fact, if the
cry for unity is heard from many sides, it is
not because of the desire of the diverse ten-
dencies in the working class to unite, it is
because the workers by their struggles are
forcing every tendency to submit its prog-
ram and policies to the test.

Every worker senses, for better or for
worse, that confrontations on a massive
scale are imminent. They see that the capi-
talists try to put up a common front to slash
workers’ living standards, prepare imperial-
ist interventions and military buildup and
the attacks on social programs and political
rights. And therefore they want to have their
own front.

The party that counterposes to the large
and massive struggles which are posed by
today’s situation only its own self-activity
will indeed be *‘condemned in the minds of

tha warkere

Cries for unity in the working class come
from three directions. From the bureaucrats
in the unions who want to unite, in fact to

chain, the workers to this dying system.-

From working class tendencies who are
legitimately concerned with organizing the

On the
Workers Party

No question is more pressing for the work-
ers of the United States, in particular, than
that of building the working class leadership
that they need, the Workers Party.

The question of this party is the key issue
in all the disputes and struggles going on
today. General Strike? But to do what? To
pressure the government or to bring it
down? Reform or revolution? The answers
to these questions depend on the nature and
existence and struggle of the Workers Party.

At the same time, many are those who
“call for”’ the Workers Party, or the Labor
Party, or some such thing. We want to begin
now to use these pages in our paper to dis-
cuss and to fight out all the problems of this
fundamental question.

TRUTH

workers against the capitalists. And from
tendencies, smaller even in conception than
they are in numbers, who are swamped by

‘the enormity of the class struggle and the

approach of the revolution.
We, of course, do not question the

“ seriousness of the RWL toward its propos-

als for the united front, but we disagree with
what seems to be its conception of it.

“First of all, it is impossible to speak of the
united front without speaking of the objec-
tives that the workers must fight for. We
don’t unite the working class around any-
thing, like the union bureaucracy which is
always calling for ‘‘unity’’ in order to rein-
force its dictatorship over the unions. But at
the same time we don’t unite the working
class around everything under the sun
either. The very fact that the workers feel
the need for unity presupposes that they
want to see their forces concentrated at the
most important point to bring about the
maximum effect. ;

A united front without a clearly defined,
and correct, objective, is like a lever with-
out its fulcrum, useless and even possibly
harmful.

Our objective and the slogan that we have
raised in the working class is the General
Strike to bring down Reagan. We did not
suck this demand out of an egg. .
~ There has been a change in the world
situation, a new period has opened up with
the Nicaraguan, Iranian and the Polish Re-
volutions. In each case the working class

inaugurated this new period with the Gener-

al Strike.

This)slogan corresponds to the necessity
of the American working class, particularly
of the trade unions, to mobilize the entirety
of the working class — employed, unem-
ployed, blacks, women, the’poor and the
industrial workers — in a common front
against Reagan’s policies. It corresponds to
the necessity of the organized workers to
break out of the present framework of class
collaboration that the unions are in, and for
the unorganized workers (more than 75% of
the working class) to take their place in the
working class struggle. It corresponds to the
fact that not one single demand, from tran-
sitional demands to even the most minimal
demands of the workers, can be won in
isolated partial struggles. The struggle
against the ‘‘company’’ cannot succeed
without confronting the companies’ state,
as well as the bourgeois who claims to be the
master of that state, Ronald Reagan. And
lastly, it corresponds to the sentiments of
the most advanced workers who believe that
such a stmoole is necessarv and nossible.

For our part we welcome debate and any
other proposals for common action, but we
have heard precious few. Without an objec-
tive the united front reduces itself to a prop-
osal for unity for unity’s sake, and the basis
for such unity is purely a matter of conveni-
ence for the parties involved, not answer-
able to the working class.

Once Again, the
“Non-Aggression Pact”

In The Struggle Against Fascism in Ger-
many, Trotsky wrote:

The Social Democratic leaders propose to the
Communist Party to concludea ‘‘non-aggression
pact”’ . .. The formula of the non-aggression
pact . .. is today in vogue and at the present
time it is at the center of all discussions.

The formula has been borrowed from diploma-
cy. The meaning of this type of pact is this: two
states which have sufficient causes for war en-
gage themselves for a determined period not to
resort to the force of arms against each other. The
Soviet Union, for example, has signed such a
rigorously circumscribed pact with Poland.
Assuming that a war were to break out between
Germany and Poland, the said pact would in no

of Poland. Non-aggression and nothing more. /n
no way does it imply common action for defense.

We don’t quote Trotsky simply to add a

touch of orthodoxy to the debate. With a
little ingenuity one can find a quote to sup-
port almost any position. But rather we
think that the non-aggression pact, though it
be called the united front, is in vogue again
today. And in no way does the united front
interpreted in this manner commit any
tendency to common action.

There is another side to the non-
aggression pact. That is the idea that the
united front is merely a maneuver to split the
centrists and reformists. We don’t agree.

If two tendencies enter into an agreement
for common action to advance the cause of

“the working class, it is obvious that they do

so without in any way obligating each to
accept the other’s entire program, otherwise
they would be in the same party.

But that is not the same as seeing the
working class as merely a passive spectator
to.a maneuver between two parties. The
united front is a class front.

The Concessions

Concretely, in auto today, the entire
situation cries out for a class front to defend
the workers’ gains and rights, to stop the

‘concessions. But, of necessity, a class front

in auto cannot be only of a defensive or local
character. It must _also be offensive in na-
ture, departing from the desire of the work-
ers to maintain their jobs and wages and all
the other gains they have won in the past.

The formation of UAW dissident local
presidents, Locals Opposed to Concessions
(LOC), does not want a class front. These
oppositionists want a trade union front
which excludes all radical working class
tendencies and, corresponding to this aim,
they are only concerned with the limited
defensive objective of voting down the re-
negotiated contract.

They ought to heed‘their own advice,
however. Less than a week after the GM
negotiations fell apart there were massive
layoffs at some of the locals which formed
the core of LOC. LOC leaders claimed these
were retribution for their refusal to support
concessions. Indeed, GM and the auto com-
panies already possess such a vast reserve
army of unemployed that they are capable of
such tactics. And so?

Obviously, in this case, the best defense
is an offense. The concessions will not be
defeated by votes alone. Itis a first step, but
it is not anywhere near a bold enough step.
The autoworkers sense this as well. -

On the other hand you have blockheads
(at best) like the ‘*Spartacist League’® who
are for a two-dayv sitdown strike, as
opposed to a ‘‘reformist” one-dav sitdown

strike.

Even the sitdown strike, or any isol
strike, can succeed only if it immedia
becomes general in character, involving
only trade union workers but reaching ot
unorganized workers and the poor as v
This is the heart of the political attack w]
is behind the concessions. Of course it i
attack on workers’ conquests, butitism
It is a means to divide the organized wor
from the unorganized by blaming the un
for the economic crisis. -

The general strike and the united f
correspond to the tasks facing the worl
class. We can say vote down the con
sions, yes, but prepare a general offen
the day after or the vote will mean noth
We demand, not ask, for the workers ur
front from all tendencies in order to b
such a mobilization — including f
LOC. We demand a common front to o
nize the general strike because it cor
ponds to what the workers need. And
demand that all agreements be open,
secret maneuvers behind the backs of w
ers. This is the ‘‘method’’ of the wor

way obligate the Soviet Union to come to the aid : united front.

And a common workers front must |
its concrete forms; again, forms of stru
~which are open to the working class.
trade union caucuses, whatever utility
have have at this or that moment, are wh
insufficient for the tasks at hand. Neithe
they have one clearly defined objective,
are they truly “‘open’’ in practice. They
neither fish nor fowl.

We fight for strike committees and
tory councils. The demand for factory c«
cils in a situation where the apparatus o!
unions is paralyzed with inaction - can
come an important means for the worke
pass to the plane of action. But these p
osals will ring false to the workers if the
made in a sectarian spirit.

The Workers Party

Through such an open struggle and
by such a struggle will the central prot
of the American working class, the neec
a workers party, be resolved. The nz
and the program of the workers party
not be decided behind closed doors or w
ed out through passive means. In the
the construction of the workers party toc
large task, one before the whole wor
class, and it is only natural that this task
be solved in a large way — by confron
the problems of the class struggle itsel

~
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The Labour Party

The bourgeois press and the radical press
have fully covered the open attack on sup-
posed ‘‘Trotskyists’® and other leftists in
the British Labour Party, but the Socialist
Workers Party (SWP) has not so much as
mentioned it.

In fact, at the height of the attack, the
SWP published an article (‘““The struggle
inside the Labour Party’’; The Militant;
January 1, 1982; and Intercontinental
Press; January 18, 1982) whose sub-title
‘‘class polarization forces shift to the
left”” — indicates a deliberate policy of hid-
ing the truth.

Let us look at.the actual situation, at why

the SWP cannot deal with it, and at what we

in the US can learn about building a workers
party from this situation.

In the last several years, particularly
since the election of Conservative Party
Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher, which
has led to three million unemployed, the
highest number ever, there has been a
deepening radicalization of the British
working class.

The British Labour Party, a thoroughly
conservative and reformist party that at the
same time is the party that the bulk of British
workers think is theirs, was bound to reflect
this radicalization, while trying to contain it
in the 11m1ts of parliamentary pressure poli-
tics.

The form that this conflicting develop-
ment took was the increasing strength of:the

traditional left wing of the Labour Party,

the *‘Labour left.””

With the growth of the *‘Labour left,”’ an
increasing struggle took place in the confer-
ences of the Party, basically between the
“‘left’’-dominated constituency (mem-
bership) clubs and the parliamentary repre-
sentatives of the right, with the trade union
bureaucrats (the unions control the Labour
Party financially and through the fact that at
conferences their membership is counted as
party membership) holding the balance of
power. '

In recent months, the increased strength
of the *‘left’’ led to the election of Michael
Foot, well-known as a left-wing leader, as
party leader. That is, if the Labour Party
were in office, Foot would be Prime Minis-
ter. The same forces led to the resignation of
a number of right-wingers and their forma-
tion of the Social Democratic Party.

This is the situation that led the SWP and
many other radical groups to conclude that
the Labour Party was ‘ ‘moving to the left.”’
,The clear implication was that this could
lead to the Party’s becoming the instrument
to bring socialism to Britain.

But the picture was a little unreal. Be-
cause the ‘‘Labour left’’ is a very special
type of left wing. It has traditionally served
not only as a means to control and pacify
radical workers, the traditional function of a
Social Democratic left, but above all as the
‘nursery of the party’s traditional right wing
leadership. Reactionary Labour Prime
Ministers like Ramsay Mac Donald, Cle-
ment Attlee and Harold Wilson were once
all ““lefts.”” In other words, the ‘‘Labour
left” is the means through which the refor-
mists have renewed the Labour Party and its
hold on the British workers.

The election of Michael Foot as party
leader meant that this function had once
again been accomplished. Now it was time
to settle down, especially since all the tur-
moil had led to the split of part of the right.

Needless to say, the SWP did not see
things that way. That is why it has been
caught unaware and speechless by the
attacks on the *‘Trotskyists’* by none other
than Michael Foot himself.

No, the SWP had counted on the peaceful
development of a reformist party into a
‘workers party. And it had counted on this
not only in Britain but also in the United
States. That is the meaning of a ‘ ‘labor party
that will stand up and fight in Congress.”’
That is the meaning of the enthusiasm over
the remarks, supposedly ‘‘for a labor par-
ty,”’ by bureaucrats from Harry Patrick to
William Winpisinger, from John Henning
to Douglas Fraser.

~ “March for Jos led to Lb_ndon rally of over 150,000.

And this connection with the US is not
our logical deduction, either. The SWP
spelled it out. In The Militant of November
7, 1980, and in Intercontinental Press of
November 24, 1980, the SWP published
parts of an interview with Tony Benn
(Anthony Wedgewood-Benn, correctly),

the leader of the left wing of the *‘Labour '

left,”” on the question of the labor party in
the US. In the same two issues, it also pub-

_ lished an article by Frank Lovell, then SWP

trade union director, on Benn’s remarks.

The true timidity of Benn came through
in the interview. This ‘‘left-of-the-left’’
leader came out and openly endorsed the
approach of Michael Harrington’s Demo-
cratic Socialist Organizing Committee
(DSOC): *“I think the right thing to do at this
stage is to form a labor representation com-
mittee and a socialist fraction within the
Democratic Party.”’

Now, Lovell’s article, once we get
through all the ritual and historic references,
comes down to disagreeing with Benn on
support to DSOC and its perspective.
Michael Harrington, Lovell tells us, is no
good. We are not surprised.

But what is Lovell for? What political
conclusions does he draw about Benn’s
policies in Britain, based on his advice for
the US?

On the first question, the answer is clear:
““‘In‘this country today the union movement
can be come a greater power in government
in a shorter time, once the break with capi-
talist politics is made and the movement for
a labor party begins to roll.”’

‘‘A greater power in government.’’ In
other words, a reformist labor party that will
‘‘stand up and fight in Congress.”’

“‘Once the break with capitalist politics-is
made.”’ A break with capitalist politics
should mean, to a socialist, the develop-
ment of revolutionary politics. Or is there
some other, half-way, kind of politics that
Lovell is for?

““The union movement.’” Which union
movement? The one of the struggling work-
ers or of the backward bureaucrats? Lovell
formally denounces DSOC, but in the same
article he lists the Machinists as one union

_that refused to endorse ‘Carter in 1980,

adding: “*A serious discussion is developing
in the labor movement about the need for a
labor party and how it will be formed.”’

Of course, we know that the president of
the Machinists, and one of the leaders in this
““serious discussion,’’ is William Winpisin-
ger — whom Lovell happens to mention in
this article: ““Top union officials who are
members or expressed sympathy with
DSOC include William Winpisinger . . .’

So we find that by different routes we
arrive at the same position.

As for our second question, Lovell never -

even thinks about how someone whom he
calls “‘the leader of the left wing of the
British Labour Party’’ can be for an out-
right reformist perspective in the US and
be so very “‘left wing”’ in Britain.

Could it be that he isn’t? But what would

that say about the peaceful radicalization of

the Labour Party?

The crackdown in the British Labour Par-

ty, dating from the defeat of Benn’s can-
didacy for deputy party leader, raises ques-
tions for Britain and here that the SWP
cannot answer. So it clams up.
' Beginning with an investigation of the
Militant Tendency (named after its paper,
Militant), a pseudo-Trotskyist grouping
headed by the old revmomet Ted Grant that
has practiced ‘‘deep entry’’ into the Labeur
Party for many years and that may have as
many as 5,000 supporters, an investigation
aimed at excluding it from the Labour Party,
Foot and his gang are out to once again
domesticate the ‘‘Labour left,”’ to restore
the status quo.

Thus, they have also refused to endorse
the candidacy of left-winger Peter Tatchell
for a seat in Parliament, as well as threaten-
ing to dis-endorse the candidacies of five
Militant Tendency members.

And Benn? He says he will fight the

and the Workers Party

attack, but for a very special reason. **
Because,’’ he says, ‘‘we must show that we
have a range of views inside the party.’’
That is, the ‘“‘Labour left’’ must be pre-
served in order to safeguard the hold of the
Labour Party over the workers — and of the
right wing over the Labour Party.

The SWP particularly avoids mention-
ing that Tariq Ali, a well-known leader of its
British sister organization, the International
Marxist Group (IMG), quit the IMG in
order to join the Labour Party, only to be
rejected for not accepting *‘parliamentary
democracy.”’

. From the “‘entryists’’ to the SWP, all
those who put their bets on reforming the
reformists have failed miserably. Work in
the British Labour Party means separating
the workers from the misleaders. That is the
conclusion that the SWP does not want to
talk about in this country. That is the lesson
For the building of the Workers Party.
K.F.

@lorkers Fund for the International)

On February 17, just three days after the
UAW and Ford announced their agreement
to cut workers’ wages and benefits, a banner
appeared at the gates of the Ford River
Rouge plant, the largest auto plant outside
the Soviet Union.

It said:*‘No Concessions!General Strike!
Workers Party!”’

It was a new banner, a banner radically
opposed not only to concessions, but also to
the official opponents of concessions who
are counseling workers to write letters to the
UAW heads and ask them not to continue
giving in to the companies.

It was the banner of the Trotskyist Orga-
nization/USA.

Workers at the Ford River Rouge plant
must also have thought that this banner rep-
resented a good idea. Many stopped to buy
copies of Truth or take leaflets.

The Party Needs Your Aid

But an idea is only as strong as the mate-
rial force organized to make it happen.

To make the General Strike happen, we
have to organize all the forces in the work-
ing class who are for it into a party, into a
fraction, into an organized fraction of the
working class that will fight in cvery bat-"
tle to organize the General Strike.

This requires money, for the press, for
distribution, for the international rally in .
“Hamburg, Germany, which will bring
together youth from across the world who
want to make this kind of fight.

If you’re against concessions, if you want

- a General Strike against them, you can help

build a party to lead this struggle by making

. a pledge to the Workers Fund for the Inter-

national. Contact us today!
M.G.

[] weekly basis.

'[] Solidarnosc

[ 1General Strike!

Name

& | want to make a regular pledge to the International
[ Workers Fund, in order to build the party of the Polish
Revolution. My pledge is for $ _ on a [ ] monthly,

| want to contribute to the IWF by buying the button(s)
checked below. All buttons $1.00 each.

[]We Are All Polish Workers
' [JPoland Won’t Be A Czechoslovakia
[ JTodos Somos Obreros Polacos

~

Address

City/State/Zip ,
@y/Send To: Truth; PO Box 07066; Detroit, Ml 48207 J
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@ack Liberation Today)

Malcolm X and Young People Today

Seventeen years ago, on February 21,
1965, one of the greatest and most
courageous of black leaders, Malcolm X,
was assassinated. The life and the struggle
of this black man has been, and is today, a

model for many young rebels, both black

and white, against this system.

Who He Was
Malcolm X, whose father was murdered
by racists, grew up in the streets of black
America. His experiences were not so
different from the lives of many of his
race. He did not have much of a formal
education, his early life was intertwined
with drugs and crime — the modern pla-
gue of the youth, both black and white. He
finally wound up in prison. During this
whole period Malcolm X was rebelling
but, as he himself understood, not in a
conscious way. In his book, The Auto-
biography of Malcolm X, there is no
attempt on the part of this man to hide his
early experiences, no sugar-coating at all.
~ That is why the capitalist class was terri-
fied of Malcolm X. He rose from the most
degrading depths of this system, from
being a pimp and a drug peddler, to be-
come one of the most articulate and re-
- volutionary spokesman against racism and
oppression in America and all over the
world. And he never tried to hide his past.
Instead he wore his early experiences like
a badge of courage. 3 o
International Young Guard/USA named
its circle of youth in Detroit after this man.
The name is appropriate, because the ori-
ginal forces which founded the Malcolm X
Circle were won in the course of the cam-
paign for a workers candidate against Col-
eman Young in the 1981 mayoral elections
in Detroit. Coleman Young, and many of
his associates in the Democratic Party,
represent just the opposite of Malcolm X.
Young travelled a different road. From
being a young black radical and a leader of
the unions in Detroit he degraded himself
to become a capitalist politician whose
daily task is to defend the system that

Malcolm X wanted to end.

The October 1981 issue of International
Young Guard reprinted this quotation from
Maicolm X:

The young generation of whites, blacks,
browns, whatever else there is, you’re living in
a time of revolution, a time there has'to be a
change. People in power have misused it, and
now there has to be a change, and a better world
has to be built, and the only way it’s going to be
built is with extreme methods. I for one will
join with anyone, I don’t care what color you
are, as long as you want to change this miser-
able condition that exists on this earth.

This quotation, the message it contains,
and the struggle of the Malcolm X Circle
to ‘‘change this miserable condition that
exists on this earth,”’ ought to become a
permanent feature of International Young
Guard. S

One of the most important tasks of a
newspaper of revolutionary youth is to
teach the youth, to raise them from the
level at which capitalist society tries to
keep them to the level of the tasks of the
revolution, which is working class and
socialist.

The Struggle Today

Because an organization like the Re-
volutionary Youth International exists, the
youth have ‘an advantage even over Mal-
colm X. Malcolm taught himself from the
dictionary in prison, reading it page by
page and memorizing it from cover to cov-
er — until he could match the greatest
speakers and debaters of the ruling class
head to head. The Revolutionary Youth
International can teach in a much more
effective way. Teach by doing, by partici-
pating in and being in the forefront of the
struggles that are going on today for the
revolution.
. That is what Malcolm X would have
‘wanted the youth to take from his life and
his political struggle. He would want them
to be a part of the revolution, to dedicate
themselves to building a ‘‘better world,”’
and to realize that to correct the extreme

decay of this system, ‘‘extreme methods’’
are necessary.

Today, when all the partial gains of
black men and women are being attacked
by Reagan and the capitalist class, the
youth would do well to remember that

Malcolm X predicted as much. He lived.

and fought in the same period that John F.
Kennedy and Martin Luther King, Jr., did,
but he was not in any way associated with
them. He said then: ‘‘I’m for anybody
who’s for equality. I'm not for anybody
who tells me to turn the other cheek
when a cracker is busting my jaw.”’
Despite any gains that the civil rights
movement won — and it did win some
very important gains for blacks and the
working class — because its leadership

‘wanted to work within the system rather

than get rid of it, today that very same
system is taking back those rights and
gains.

Is it possible to resurrect those days, to
win back some breathing room for blacks?
Not any more than it is possible to resur-
rect Malcolm X. Today the starting point
for fighting for the rights of blacks and the
whole working class is the revolution, the
process by which the poor and exploited
raise themselves to the task of reconstruct-
ing society in the interest of the majority of
mankind.

There is another reason for naming a
circle of revolutionary youth after Mal-
colm X. He was a leader. Not a messiah,
but a leader. He organized blacks in their
own self-defense and preached that the
emancipation of blacks was a task to be
accomplished by blacks themselves. That
is what distinguished him from other black
leaders of his time who tried to pressure
the capitalist Democratic Party to defend
blacks.

International Young Guard/USA is such
a leadership. It seeks to organize the work-
ing class youth to rely on their own inde-
pendent movement and the independent
movement of the working class. It is the
revolutionary leadership that consciously

Free Black Voting Rights Fighters!

By FRED VITALE

““We’ve got a monster in the White House
and his army in the Senate. We have to
show them we’re for real.”” With these
words, Tony Liuzzo, a young white
worker and son of the slain civil .rights
fighter, Viola Liuzzo, answered those
who asked why he was demonstrating
for voting rights in the South.

Tony Liuzzo, along with other demon-
strators, marched the same route as the
famous Selma to Montgomery march for
voting rights led by Martin Luther King,
Jr., in1965. As Viola Liuzzo took demon-
strators home from that historic march, she
was murdered by Ku Klux Klan members,
including FBI agent Gary Rowe.

This latest march was called by the
Southern Christian” Leadership Confer-
ence (SCLC) to demand the extension of
theVoting Rights Act of 1965 and to win
freedom for two jailed black voting rights
fighters.

Maggie Bozeman, 51, president of the
Aliceville, Alabama, NAACP, and Julia
Wilder, 69 ,president of the Pickens Coun-
ty Voters League, were arrested on the day
before the general elections in November
1979. They were charged with ‘‘vote
fraud,’” in fact, with helping elderly
blacks in rural Pickens County to vote,

The prosecution attempted to intimidate
these elderly blacks by calling them to
testify against the two fighters.

One elderly woman, Lou Sommerville,
95, said, “‘The lawyer said to me, didn’t
Ms. Bozeman come to my house and try to
make me let her fix-up my ballot. It wasn’t
true . . . No matter how many times they

ask me, I'm going to tell the truth.”’
Only one of those testifying presented
what even the State Court of Appeals de-

s

scribed as ‘“‘confusing’’ evidence. Yet it
ruled this was enough to convict them. The
original verdict was handed down by an
all-white jury.

The US Supreme Court refused to hear
the case, in effect confirming the decision
of the lower court.

After her conviction; Maggie Bozeman
was fired from the teaching job she had
held for twenty-seven years. She de-
scribed why.in part,she and Wilder were
prosecuted. ‘*In 1978, the politicians were
especially afraid of the young woman we
ran for School Board against a white bank-
er. She only lost by 146 votes.”

After they were freed on bond, Boze-
man and Wilder went back to organizing
blacks to vote. The local District Attorney

said, ““They could have been arrested on
other charges since their conviction. They
are not satisfied with voting themselves.
They have been bringing people into the
polling places, watching them vote, insist-
ing that they be allowed to assist people’’
(emphasis added — Truth).

What crimes!

On January 11, the two were sentenced
— Julia Wilder received the maximum
five years, Maggie Bozeman, four years.
Due to strong protests from around the
country, they were taken out of prison and
placed on work-release program two
weeks ago.

This is not an isolated incident in either
Pickens County or the South. At a Voting
Rights Act hearing held at the end of the
Selma march, witnesses testified that Wil-
lie Davis, a young black man, was arrested
for disorderly conduct last year in Pickens

alcolm

organizes the working class as a separate
class with its own interests and its own
destiny. To think that the revolution will
just happen without a vanguard to prepare
it and without organization is the greaest
danger of all.

Even though Malcolm X was religious
he didn’t preach that blacks should
place their trust in God to change the
way things are. He preached self-
reliance, strength of organization and
complete political and organizational in-
dependence from the enemies of the ex-
ploited. In that sense, he had a lot in
common with some of the best revolu-
tionaries that history has produced —
leaders like Lenin and Trotsky, who be-
lieved that *‘religion is the opiate of the
masses.”’ ;

On the seventeenth anniversary of the
assassination of Malcolm X, there is
something to celebrate. We are living in
his time, the “‘time of revolution.”’

D.H.

County for helping blacks at the polls.
Another fighter, Ms. Gay, testified that
local gas companies refused to service her
home because of her activities.
Witnesses said that Alabama legislators

‘have developed a plan called ‘‘re-

’3

identification,’” which provides that vot-
ing lists would be destroyed every ten
years and voters forced to re-register. This
‘move is aimed at disenfranchising blacks
and the poor.

The Reagan regime is opposed to ex-
tending the Voting Rights Act as it now
exists. It wants to gut the act of all enforce-
ment provisions, for example, by codify-
ing into law the 1980 Supreme Court rul-
ing that demands that victims of racism
prove ‘‘intent’’ to discriminate on the part
of the politicians who wrote the laws. This
“‘change’” would make the act virtually
unenforceable.

The goal of the Reagan administration
in the South is clear: rebuild the Jim Crow
system. Rebuild the system that legalized
and enforced racism against blacks, re-
build it against successful union drives at
Newport News and J.P. Stevens, against
blacks and workers around the country.

At the Montgomery rally of 4,000,
eighty-four-year-old John Eutsey, a black
who marched in 1965, was asked why he
was marching today.

““For freedom,’” he answered.

. Workers and the oppressed of all colors
will never get freedom from the capitalist
class that runs this government. All rights,
voting rights included, are in danger until
this government is brought down.
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Murder in the Mines and the General Strike

By BARBARA PUTNAM

The ruling class has opened up an attack

- without mercy on the working class and its
unions and organizations. Concessions,
decertification of PATCO, anti-worker

legislation, denial of political rights, the

frame-up of the Weathermen and the
Black Liberation Army; it doesn’t stop
there — murder, too, is the order of the
day.

““It’s dark as a dungeon way down in the
mines.’’ These are words of an Appa-
lachian folksong traditionally sung like a
funeral dirge by the wives and families of
the coal miners. The dark forces of nature,
lethal gases that can cause a powerful
explosion, a mine cave-in and suffoca-
tion, threaten the miners each day as
they descend into the ‘‘dungeons.”’

The unnatural thing, the inhuman thing,
is the ‘‘de-emphasis’” of mine safety and
cutbacks in the number of mine inspectors
by the Reagan regime, resulting in an ex-
treme escalation of deaths.

In the space of six days in December,
twenty-four miners were killed in explo-
sions. A total of at least 153 minersdiedin
explosions in 1981. And on January 20,
another seven miners died in Kentucky.

At a major mine of the RFH Mining
Company in eastern Kentucky where
seven miners were killed by an explosion,
coroners found that four of the miners had
died from carbon monoxide poisoning.
One or two others died because they suffo-
cated as they tried to put on respirators.
There are new self-contained self-rescuers
available, but that mine did not have any.
The mineowners are no longer required to
get these self-rescuers, all they have to do
now is show a purchase order to pass in-
spection.

On January 16, mine inspectors ordered
eighteen of seventy-five eastern Kentucky
underground mines to be closed tempor-
arily. The top mining official said, on
visiting the mines: “‘I could hardly believe
my eyes.”” He said he counted twenty-five
coal surfaces being mined, none of them
properly cleaned and dusted. He said that
there were at least forty places in the mine
where explosives in holes drilled in the
coal seam had failed to detonate, meaning
that explosives set off in the next hole
could backfire into the shafts where miners
were working. All this he blamed on own-
ers’ and workers’ ignoring safety precau-
tions. In other words, the workers are to
blame for their own death.

Deaths in the mines have created a
tremendous mobilization of miners be-
longing to the United Mine Workers of
America (UMWA), historically a very
militant union. On February 9, a threat of a
national walkout was enough to get mine
inspectors out to the coalfields and assur-
ances from the White House that it will ask
Congress for a two million dollar sup-
plemental appropriation for mine safety
enforcement in this fiscal year, and fifteen
million dollars more in the fiscal year be-
ginning October 1.

But the miners should not rest on assur-
ances from the White House about bring-
ing mine safety back to 1980 levels.
Reagan and his staff killed miners with
their callous cutback in mine safety and are
forcing concessions on all unions, aboyve
all, the UAW.

If the safety standards were any better in
1980 it was due to the long and militant
strike of the miners in 1977-78. Nearly
188,000 miners went on a strike that lasted
180 days. They sent caravans of 500 to
1,000 miners to shut down non-union
mines where, incidentally, the conditions
are ten times worse than-in the unionized
mines, in West Virginia, Pennsylvania
and Kentucky.

But the gains they made through the
strike were not permanent. The problem
began when Arnold Miller, then head of
the UMWA, sold out the strike, settling
for an agreement that pénalized wildcat
strikers with heavy fines and giving up the

local right to strike.

When the miners burned Miller’s con-
tract in disgust, they were called ‘‘ultra-
left’’ by the Socialist Workers Party, who
apparently thought the time was not
appropriate for the methods and tactics
they had chosen, which included blowing
up bridges to stop scab coal from coming
out. But these kinds of extreme methods
can have a real place in the General Strike.

The Church leadership of the UMWA is
no better than that of the deposed Miller.
Church is known by the miners for having
agreed to a sellout contract that allowed

too many loopholes over safety. Fearing
replacement, Church was forced to call for
a national walkout February 9 over the

* deaths in the mines, but immediately re-
tracted it upon assurances from the White

House.

If the miners want to have lasting gains
and a fighting leadership of their union,
they must decide on an aim. What really
‘can answer the murders in.the mines short
of preparing the General Strike? The miners
have a most important and powerful role to
play in its preparation. It is an explosive
question for all workers that daily becomes

Strange Bedfellows

The US government is presently reviewing
‘two pieces of legislation that would rein-
force the involvement of the terrorist state
in the internal life of the unions. The union
bureaucrats are supporting one of the bills
and “‘opposing’’ the other. But passage of

either of the laws would mean that the state .

could increase its interventions in the un-
ions, that the problems inside of the unions
will be dealt with by a supposedly *‘neut-
ral’’ party, the government.

One of the proposed laws is an exten-
sion of the Hobbs Act, a law that deals
with acts of violence or extortion commit-
ted in interstate commerce. In a 1973 deci-
sion, the US Supreme Court held that the
Hobbs Act didn’t apply to acts of violence
n ‘‘the course of legitimate collective bar-
gaining.”’

But the extension of this law, pushed by
arch-conservative and racist Strom Thur-
mond and right wing organizations such as
the ‘‘National Right-to-Work Commit-
tee,”” would overturn this decision. This
could mean prosecution resulting in sent-
ences of up to twenty years and fines of up
to $250,000. It would not affect scabs,
security guards or cops, only strikers
alleged to be involved in “‘violence.’’

The labor bureaucrats say that the FBI
doesn’t even keep statistics of such “‘vio-
lence’’ on the picket lines. But this is be-
'cause most strikes are settled ‘‘peaceful-
1y’’ by these same union bureaucrats.

Why does the Federal Government want
to replace the local cops and bureaucrats?
The terrorist state is arming itself for coun-

terrevolution with its attacks on the un- .

ions: the busting of the PATCO strike, the
ramming through of concessions under
the threat of plant closings and layoffs.
Most of the union leaderships have
come out against this blatant anti-worker
piece of legislation. But at the same time,
through another piece of legislation, the
union bureaucracy invites the state into the
internal life of the unions, asking the same
strikebreakers and criminals who have
slashed the budget for job health and safe-
ty, for unemployment benefits, social wel-
fare and Social Security, to stand as a
“‘neutral’’ arbiter that can determine what
goes on in the unions. It is welcoming this
terrorist state into the unions on a red car-
pet through the S1785 bill pushed by con-
servative Georgia Democrat, Sam Nunn.
The S1785 bill, or the Labor-
Managemer. . Racketeering Act of 1981, as
it is called, is supposed to crack down on
corruption in the unions. It says that the

“the wrist because they

FBI can, under the guise of cleanmg up
extortion, brlbery and the ‘‘mob,"” enter
the unions.

It is not only the capitalist government
that wants to use the threat of Federal
prosecution against struggling workers.
AFL-CIO President Lane Kirkland gives a
clue as to why he thinks the bureaucrats
should support Nunn’s bill. He has been
quoted as saying that this bill needs union
support because it could punish a union
official who **misuses the right to strike

Strikers confront cops in ewport ews

for his own benefit."”

While this may sound confusing, we
can imagine that the most rightwing
burcaucrats, such as Kirkland. McBride
of the Steclworkers union and Fraser of the
UAW, could use this bill to finger strike
leaders, particularly those engaged in
wildcat strikes, to the FBI.

“‘Strange bedfellows’’ says one paper,
adding that ‘‘union reformers and activists
may soon find themselves in alliance with
what many of them probably once thought
of as enemies: organizations like the FBI
and people like Sam Nunn.’’ Specifically
mentioned is Ken Paff of th¢ TDU

"Miltary Justice”

There is a saying that was popular among
GI activists and their supporters in the
sixties: “‘Military justice is to justice as
military music is to music.’’

In Truth #133 (‘‘Navy Deaths’’), we
reported on the deaths of two young sailors
in connection with the Correctional Cus-
tody Units (CCU’s) maintained on board
US Navy ships.

The case of a young Detroit black, Ber-
nal Johnson, has long ago been swept
under the rug — “‘accidental drowning.”’

And now the same process is underway
in the case of Paul Trerice, a young white
from Algonac, Michigan, who died (at age
twenty), according to the Navy, of “heart
failure.””

First, all the commanding officers got
the whitewash treatment, at best a slap on
‘‘should have

a burning necessity.

- There are many tendencies and group-
ings in the working class who tell the
workers now is not the time for the Gener-
al Strike; but the workers cannot wait until
they are all nearly dead to make their!
move. :

Murder in the mines says with the
utmost clarity: the workers must take the
offensive, aim for the General Strike to

bring down the murderer, Reagan. All ten-

dencies, programs and parties will be put
to the test in the heat of the struggle tor the
General Strike.

(Teamsters for a Democratic Union), a
union ‘‘reformer’’ known for his demogo-
gic attacks against more militant forces
within the TDU. He said ‘*We'd like to see
our union come out in favor of this (S1785
— B.P.) but you can bet they’ll be against
===

These reformers and bureaucrats are
asking the same government that wants to
jail striking workers for ‘‘extortion’’ and
““violence on the picket line’” to police the
unions!

ginia.

On February 3, Labor Secretary
Raymond Donovan had been scheduled to
speak on behalf of the Reagan Adminis-
tration, for thc Nunn proposal (against
‘‘racketeering’’ in the unions), but the
White House decided not to use Donovan
because he is under investigation for hav-
ing allegedly bribed a union official!

This incident reveals the real connection
between the capitalists, the government
and the bureaucrats. Just as with the Hobbs
Act, all their laws can only be directed
against the workers organizations.

B.P.

known’’ what was going on. And who
says they didn’t?

And then it was the turn of the various
petty officers (non-commissioned offic-
ers) and Marine guards in the CCU. Here,
too, nobody was found guilty of being
responsible for Trerice’s death.

So, more than a year later, the Navy —
and the whole US military — are once
again back in the business of crushing the
youth given to them as cannon fodder.

The terrorist state of U.S imperialism
has many faces. One of its most brutal is
found on its military machine. It is a
menace not only to the oppressed of other
countries, but also to those caught inside
it.

Down with the terrorist state!

Down with “‘military justice’’!

K.F.
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Defend the Right to Revolution!

By MARGARET GUTTSHALL

TKe ‘Trotskyist Organization/USA held an
open forum (‘“Who Are the Real Terror-

~ ists?””) in defense of the October 20th and
New Afrikan Freedom Fighters on Febru-
ary 13 at Wayne State University in De-
troit.

The October 20th Freedom Fighters is
the name taken by the militant members
of the Revolutionary Armed Task Force
and the Black Liberation Army who have
claimed responsibility for the attempt to
rob a Brink’s truck in Nyack, New York,
on October 20, 1981.

The New Afrikan Freedom Fighters is
the name taken by others, associated with
the Republic of New Afrika, who, while
having absolutely nothing to do with the

- action in Nyack, have been framed up,
charged and arrested. :

Margaret Guttshall spoke for the Trots-
kyist Organization/USA. A representative
of the National Committee to Defend the
New Afrikan Freedom Fighters was sup-
posed to speak also, but did not appear.
Why this did not happen is not yet clear.
Members of the Moslem Students Society
(supporters of the People’s Mojahedin

Organization of Iran) and of the Revolu-,

tionary Communist Party (RCP) also par-
ticipated in the forum.

A number of young independént black
militants also attended the forum.

Comrade Guttshall’s speech concen-
trated on defending the October 20th Free-
dom Fighters against the real terrorist, the
capitalist state.

“‘Didn’t they have a right to do what
they did. Isn’t this a justifiable action,
indeed an action with which any revolu-
tionary would sympathize?’” she asked.

““Didn’t the American and French Re-
volutions proclaim the right of man to
overthrow a government that has become
oppressive, tyranmical and despotic?

. In a situation where the wealth of
society is increasingly monopolized by a
small handful of people who are using it to
aggrandize themselves and destroy the
majority, who are building upa vast army
of police and spies to maintain this,
doesn’t a person have a right to help
himself to their coffers, to take back a
bit of what has been stolen? Doesn’t a
person have a right to eliminate a few
of those whose station in lifé is to main-
tain this injustice?’’

Guttshall denounced organizations
which claim to be revolutionary but refuse
to take a principled stand in this conflict,
in particular the Socialist Workers Party.

She said that the Trotskyist Organiza-
tion/USA and the Revolutionary Armed
Task Force and the Black Liberation Army
have much in common. Each thinks that
no peaceful resolution of the conflict be-
tween the exploited and the exploiters is
possible and that the imperialist state must
be attacked and destroyed.

But the Trotskyist Organization/USA is
working to build this struggle on a mass
scale and thinks that political leadership
and organization — the workers party to
organize the General Strike, not inspir-
ational acts like robbing a Brink’s truck —

@tlonal dommlttee to Deﬁm

Neyv Afrikan Freedom Fighters

P.O. Box 1184
Manbhattanville Station
‘New York, NY 10027
(212) 864-6944

Coalition to Defend the
October 20th Freedom Fighters
P.O. Box 254 ‘

Stuyvesant Station
New York, NY 10002

are the road forward.

She concluded by asking all those pre-
sent to join not only in the struggle to
defend the October 20th and New Afrikan
Frredom Fighters, but above all, through

this defense, in the struggle to build this

new leadership, and to begin with demon-
strations for the immediate liberation of
the arrested militants.

The discussion which followed was
very interesting.

A supporter of the Mojahedin spoke. He

said that it was very important to defend
the ‘‘Brink’s robbers.”’

‘“We can’t say that killing imperial-
ism’s mercenaries is a crime. We can’t say
that freedom fighters are criminals or

terrorists. We may disagree with their -

timing and criticize them when we

- speak to them, but we can’t call them

criminals or terrorists.’’

He said that fighting this position and

Nyack Militant Freed

Another thread in the government’s vast
frame-up of militants has come unraveled.

Eve Rosahn, indicted for criminal faci-
litation on October 29, 1981, on grounds
that she rented a red van and lent her own
‘Honda for use in the Nyack Brink’s rob-
bery, was able to prove that she did not
rent the van.

She had hard evidence — samples of her
own handwriting which did not match the
handwriting on the application for the van
rental. In addition, another one of the gov-
ernment’s eyewitnesses proved to be un-
able to identify her. The prosecutor also
said that hours of testimony, provided by
her lawyers, helped to convince him that
she did not rent the van.

The fact that her car was used in the

its - proponents is very important, particu--

larly the SWP. He said the same thing is
happening in Iran. ‘‘We are ready to help
in any way that we can with this struggle,’”’
was his conclusion.

A member of the RCP also intervened.

She said that it is necessary to defend thgse .

arrested, but that we shouldn’t political-
ly support them.

‘“Their policy is wrong. There are larger
questions involved. We have to build class
consciousness, build the revolutionary

party, prepare the historic conjuncture
which is on the horizon in which there will
be war between the US and the USSR and
revolution will be possible.’”
— She also said she was against the general
strike, that it is ‘‘economist.’’
A number of people responded to this
intervention.
Margaret Guttshall argued that revolu-
tionaries must be prepared to politically

hold-up is not considered sufficient basis
for an indictment (it could have been
stolen), so Eve Rosahn was released.
She declared her release ‘‘a tremendous
victory over the government’s current
campaign of repression and terror’’ and
sent ‘‘strongest greetings of solidarity to
the captured combatants,’’ referring to
others still under indictment and in jail.

This is the second time that the govern- -

ment’s manufactured evidence has been
destroyed and a ‘‘co-conspirator’’ re-
leased. Earlier, Fulani Sunni Ali of the
Republic of New Afrika, who was former-
ly known asCynthia Bostonwas indicted
on grounds that she was identified entering
a ‘‘safe house’’ after the robbery. The
government was forced to release her

(athy Boudin
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defend the October 20th Freedom Fighters
right to do what they did, even if revolu-
tionaries do not agree with their policy or
tactics. ‘“We can’t say , ‘We defend them,
but . -

A supporter of the Mojahedin asked: “‘If
we can’t defend the Brink’s robbers, build.
the workers party and the General Strike,
how can we fight American imperialism? .
The Mojahedin existed for twenty-some
years but it was the general strike that
brought down the Shah.”’

David Heffelfinger said that the RCP
abstractly counterposed building class
consciousness to defending those arrested.
He said this case concerns ‘‘the right to
revolution;,’’ to destroy the state and ex-
propriate the bourgeoisie. If we don’t de-
fend them in this situation, then we are
working against class consciousness.
““The RCP’s conception is spontanelst
waiting for the historic conjuncture.”’

Kevin FitzPatrick argued that the arrests
in conjunction with the Brink’s robbery
were not just one more case of political
repression, but the point of departure for
an attack on the entire workers movement,
including the Communist Party and the
Socialist Workers Party. ‘“Those who are
sticking their heads in the sand will be
next.”’

The discussion continued until 10 PM.
It was very positive because there was a
real political struggle to define what is at
stake in the Brink's case and how to de-
fend those arrested. This struggle laid the
basis for future political action.

Notable for their absence from this
struggle were the Revolutionary Workers
League and the Revolutionary Socialist
League. Both agreed to come and did not.
Whether this is a case of fundamental
opposition to defense of the October 20th

Freedom Fighters, vacillation, an ostrich

policy or something else remains to be
seen. -

Defending workers rights, above all the
right to revolution, from the attack on
them by the terrorist state, is key to build-

ing the leadership that can meet the tasks

of the emancipation of the human race.

when she produced physical evidence that '
she had been in New Orleans, Louisiana,
having her car repaired at that time.

The government’s evidence in the
Nyack case is so flimsy, so clearly manu-
factured, that it leads one to wonder
whether any of those indicted actually car-
ried out the Brink’s robbery and, if they
did, if it were on their own initiative.

As we said above, we are prepared to
defend them, whether they did or not. But
do we have any reason to believe that
Boudin, Clark and others knew that guards
and policemen would be killed in the ac-
tion? Why were cars of known militants
used in the action? Why was a van rented?
(‘“‘Rent-a-getaway’’?) Isn’t this much like
leaving a trail of clues for the police?
Where are the people who actually attemp-
ted the robbery and killed the guard?
Boudin and Clark, after all, were allegedly
only driving getaway cars. And where is
the third getaway car and its occupants?
Funny that the police should know nothing
about them, but are capable of uncovering
the entire ‘‘conspiracy’’ that planned the
action ina matter of days. Ordid they have
their fingers in it from the beginning?

. The details are not yet entirely clear.
One thing is however — the real criminals,
the terrorist state and its handmaidens, are
on the wrong side of the _]allhOUSC wall.
M.G.



