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Jackson Helps Democrats Move Right

Election ’84: the Trap is Baited

""The perception was that Jackson was humiliated on the
platform planks and the constituency came away with noth-
ing." {Mew York Tises, August 13

So spoke Malter Mondale's deputy campaign manager in mid-
August., Jesse Jackson had said the same to the Black Caucus
at the Democratic Mational Comvertion in July: after listing
the plumws granted to all the other party sectors, he added,

"And you ain't got nothing.®

It 15 absclutely true, and it confirms what this maga-
zine has been saying all along: the Democratic Party is a
death-trap for all mass wovements. It is designed to slice
up the population into warring ethnic and racial sectors, to
separate broad class interests into narrow regional and sec-
toral ones, and thereby to undermine or incorporate the
struggles of working-class and oppressed people. And in rac-
ist fmerica, under present-day crisis-ridden capitalism, it
leaves blacks precisely where they start from, at the bottom
of the heap, Thus Jackson's campaign to add a black stripe
to the party rainbow had pulled millions of black votes but
was granted little reward.

That didn't stop Jesse Jackson from doing his bit to
bait the trap. Given two hours on natiomwide television, he
played his role to perfection. He groveled before the racist

e ol
Democratic Convention in July: Blacks came from
the back of the bus to get the back of the hand.
party bosses to apologize for his indiscretions. He preached
the unity of oppressors and oppressed: he cajoled the black
massed to come out and support the Democrats, and he prom—
ised the party bosses to lead the masses nowhere but to the
polls, He spoke in the name of "the desperate, the damned,

continued on page 18

Nationalism vs. Revolution in Southern Africa

The limbabwe African National Union-Patriotic Fronmt
{IANU-PF) led by Prime Minister Robert Mugabe held a com—
gress in mid-Rugust to adopt a constitubion calling for "a
socialist state in Iimbabwe based on Marxist-Leminist orin-
ciples." Those are fine words, but these days each new ap-
peal by ruling parties to the principles of Marx and Lenin
serves only to deceive the masses of workers and peasants
whom these principles were designed to liberate. That is the
case in Zimbabwe, as is shown by the history of IANU-PF in
power and, more strikingly, by the recent actions of other
"Marxist-Leninist" rulers in neighboring states.

Last March, GSamora Machel, president of Mozambigue and
leader of the "Marxist-Leninist” FRELIMD guerrillas who came
tc power with the collapse of Portuguese colonialise in
1974, signed a peace pact with the white rulers of South Af-
rica. The agreement extemded South Rfrica’s ecoromic domina-

tion over its neighbor and pledged both sides to curb guer-
rilla activities apainst each other. Shortly afterwards the
Mozambican authorities arrested ewiled activists of the Af-
rican Mational Congress (ANC], the black South Africam grouo
fighting to overthrow apartheid.

in the same month South Africa achieved a ror—angression -

continued on page 25
—fnside
Salvador WorkersRevive .. .......c iiieivarennns 2
Miners’ Strike Rocks Britain ..............c.00ven 3
‘Trotskyism and the Russian Question............. 9
The Farrakhan Fracas: Blacks, Jews, Nationalism .22
Mew York Hospital Strike: 1199 Victorious? ....... 32
) Immigration Bill Threatens Workers ............. 32




Editorial

Salvador Workers Revive, Guerrillas Divide

After almest four years of deathly stillmess, the strug-
gle in the cities of El Salvador is begirning to revive. A
strike wave broke out in the spring, thousands of workers
have faced down security forces in the streets, masses of
peasants have protested against land reform cancellations,
and parents of the "disappeared" have demonstrated in pub~
lie. The new govermment of Jose Mapoleonm Duarte has had to
make concessions to striking workers as part of his effort
to give the bloody U.5.-backed regise a cleaner image before
world public opinion.

There have been more strikes and strikers this year than
in the previous three, when some 30,000 workers amd peasants
were massacred by the death squads and “security” forces;
for long stretches the army occupied major workplaces, mak-
ing the workers toil literally under the gun. Working-class
revival is the only way for socialism and liberation to win
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in El Salvador. But the Salvadorean workers can expect no
real help, political or military, from the leadership of the
nationalist FMLN-FDR guerrilla and diplomatic organizations. i
For it was these petty-bourgecis leaders' policies that led
to the defeat and demoralization of the proletarian struggle
in the first place.

The present upswrge is still dwarfed by the mass strike
movement of 1979-80. When the working class rose up in gemw-
eral strikes and factory occupations in 1979-80, the rebel
leadership failed to arw the mass of the workers and did not
mobilize for working-class power. It allowed the struggle to
exhaust itself with repeated strikes for narrowly limited
goals and led mass desonstrations of unarmed workers into
massacres. When the workers' struggle waned as a result, the
nationalists turmed to the countryside and their guerrilla
strategy, abandoning the urban masses to the death squads.
The strategy of “prolonged pecples' war® took them as far
from most of the people as they could get.

Politically, the guerrilla organizations started out
with a program for a "Desocratic Revolutionary Government®
that would negotiate with the United States; it was to be a
coalition of the FDR-FMLN with openly bourgeois forces to
the left of Duarte. As time went on the FMLN broademed its
projected coalition to include ever more rightist factioms,
till it now calls for a "National Government of Broad Parti-
cipation” that would include everyone except suprese death
squad leader Roberto D'Aubuisson and his AREMR party. Where-
as once the FMLN dencunced Duarte as a front-man for the

continued on page 27
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Miners’ Strike Rocks Britain

ine biggest outbreak of the class struggle in the West
for a decade has erupted in Britain. In a strike that began
in March and guickly spread, most of the country's 183,000
coal mirers have now been cut for months, fighting to stop
the plarmed closure of dozens of mines by the reactionary
Thatcher government, To show that the povernment means busi-
ness {in more ways than omel, mining villages and picket
lires at scab mines have been hit by an unprecedented wave
of police violence against strikers and their supporters.
County boundaries have become patrolled fromtiers, with cops
stopping and harassing cars and buses of picketers and their
supporters; two pickets have been killed, hundreds injured
and thousands arrested.

The conflict in Britain began as part of a wave of work-
ing—class strupgles across Western Eurcpe. A seven-week
strike by half a million West Berman auto and metal workers
for a shorter work week mas stimulated by mounting unemploy-
wert, Tems of thousands of French steelworkers marched on
Paris protesting the Socialist and Communist Party povern—
sert's austerity cutbacks. There have also been outbreaks in
Belgium, Italy and Spain, not to speak of the massive pro-
tests against austerity imposed from abroad throughout the
less industrialized nations of Latin America. The basic
cause is everywhere the same: world capitalism has not re-
covered from the 1982 recession, its deepest economic down—
turn since the 1930's. The bourgecisie everywhere is striv-
ing to save its profits by squeezing the working class, and
now workers in the richer countries as well are emerging
from relative passivity to fight bach.

In the final analysis, the crisis of capitalist decay
will be resclved only by overthrowing capitalisam as a sys-
tewm, through socialist revolutions by the workers of all ma-
Jor countries. Marsists believe that working people will
come to see the potential for proletarian power and social-
ism by winning victories in the strupgles forced on them by
the system's day-to-day esploitation. That 1s why, when a
giant clase conflict erupts as in Britain today, it is neces-
sary to draw out the chief strategic lessons: not only how
the strugole can best be fought amd wom, but also how the in-
tensified political comsciousmess of workers who are fight-
ing the bourgeois state can be led to revolutionary conclu-
sions, One crucial lesson is that the workers will have to
seak the shackles of reformiss, left as well as right. No—
where is this clearer than in Britain

British Workers Back Miners

While Prime Minister Thatcher demounced militant miners
as "the enemy within,® the intensity of their fight apainst
scabs and the state imspired much (officially illegal) sup-
porting strike action from the start, especially by railroad
workers also facing severe government cutbacks. But there
was no official union solidarity; the steel union head de-
mounced wminers picketing steel plants, saying that “his" in-
dustry was being "sacrificed on someone else's altar.®

The first breakthrough came in mid-July, when dockwork-
ers incemsed at Eritish Steel's use of non~union labor to
wve coal and fearful of further job losses themselves, shut

down all ports and effectively halted the movement of goods
in or out of the country. Clearly the solidity of the dock-
ers' strike was linked to the miners' intransigence, even
though their union leader vehesently denied that his workers
were striking in concert. MNevertheless, talk of a gemeral
strike filled leftist newspapers and worried the bourgeois
press, and the government threatemed to call out troops.

But it didn't happen. After a week the transport uniom
settled the dockers' dispute and sent them back to work,

British cops drag
miners’ leader
Arthur  Scargill
off to jail. Mine-
waorkers have
bravely fought
back against
police terror-
- ist thugs. Work-
. ers must arm for
-~ self-defense.
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while the miners' picketing and the cops’ rabid attacks com
tinued. British bourgeois spokesmsen boasted that the back of
the strike had been broken: that there were coal stocks from
pre-strike production, scab wmires and imports to last into
1986.  Militant miners and leaders of their union, the NUM,
vowed to fight on and did so, despite the rest of the union
bureaucracy's refusal to mobilize mass actions in support.

In late August militant dockworkers again went out, and
the general strike becamwe a threat again. The Trades Union
Congress (TUC: Britain's AFL-CIO) wmet in Septewber faced
with a2 demand by the MM for official backing. Under pres-
sure, it passed a militant—sounding resolution denouncing
the poverrment, supporting the winers' objectives, raisimg
money in solidarity and vowing not to move coal or substi-
tute fuels across miners' picket lines. But right-wing offi-
rials objected, notably those of unions like the electrical
power workers' whose active support is crucial. So the reso—
lution backed down: "The MUM acknowledges that the practical
implementation of these points will need detailed discus~
sions with the gereral council and agreesent with the unions
who would be directly concerned." Some support!

At the time of this writing — and from this distance —
it seems that genuine workers' support for the combined mim—
as' and dockers' strike could signal a breakthrough by the
working class into a concerted struggle. That is what the
bureaucrats fear. If the workers realize the power they have
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when united, then the sky is the limit. The union bureaucra-
cy, right and left, is doing all it can to prevent it.

Reformism, the Enemy Within

The British working class is under the leadership of
conscious reformists: politicians who defend the nation in
the name of the workers but really in the interests of capi-
talism. The Labour Party has served British imperialiss with
devotion throughout the century, and the TUC has done the
same on the industrial front. In response to the all-out at-
tack on the working class by "Iron Lady" Thatcher — through
gutting social services, stirring up racism, driving indus-
tries to the wall — the reformist leaders have confined
themselves to protest-bleating in gemeral and maneuvers to
preserve their own narrow sectoral interests,

Even before the winers' strike, any of Thatcher's vi-
cious moves ought to have inspired working-class leaders to
Bay: we will take no mwore, we will close down every work-
place in the country if this goes on. There was no virtue in
the miners' striking arduously for months in isclation when
everybody could see that the goverrment was attacking the
working class across the board. What use are a party of la-
bor and a national trade union federation if they leave each
sector of the class to fight back alone?

From the very beginning, the fight should have been con—
ceived as a general strike, an all-out response to am all-
out offensive. And once the miners' strike did break out, ex-
tending it to a general strike would have been the best, pos-
sibly the only, way to victory — the bosses were uncompro—
mising and the mirers' livelihoods were at stake. Of course,
this response would have challenged the capitalists' minori-
ty rule; that's one reason the labor statessen didn't do it.

The reformists' responsibility for the impasse of Brit-
ish workers is greater still. For the Labour Party operates
not only by dividing workers' struggles but also by ratiomal-
izing capitaliss in a desperate attespt to save it from its
inevitable decay. Thus the industries most divectly involved
in this summer's strikes are state-owned: mining, railroads,
steel. They were nationalized by a Labour Party government
after World Mar Il when they were economically weak but
still vital for British capitaliss. They have been losing
morey and starved of investment for years; Thatcher is carry-
ing out the current needs of British capital by slashing
them back at the workers' ewpense.

A comson view among Labourites is that the solution to
the conflict between Thatcher and the miners is to oust the
Conservative goverrment and bring Labour to power again. How-
ever, Labour governsents in the 1970's closed more wines
than Thatcher is threatening now {with the compliance of NUM
bureaucrats serving on joint review committees with the mine
bosses). Labour also introduced productivity schemes under
the auspices of Tony Benn, then minister for emergy and now
the leader of the Labour left. These have created wide wage
disparities awong mirers and encouraged those in the richest
coal fields to scab on the present strike.

Left Labourites like Benn and NUM president Arthur Bcar-
gill f{currently the devil incarnate to the British bourgeoi-
sie) are at least willing to fight for one sector of the
working class at a time as the capitalist attacks rain down.
But they too falsely identify the workers' interests with
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the nationalist needs of capital. Thus the M is demanding
in its strike that coal imports be stopped; instead, it asks
the state to subsidize less productive mines, make new in-
vestments in coal and increase exports to Europe. Unfortu-
nately, this protectionist policy of trying to build up ex-
ports to replace other countries' production omly sets work-
ers of different nations in competition against each other,
each driving their own wages down so that "their" coal is
cheapest, Where coal is imported because labor is paid far
less elsewhere (as is the case in South Africa and Poland),
the proletarian policy must be to fight to boost wages on &
world scale,

uf course, during the strike the winers have every right
to stop imported coaly bringing in ceal means strikebreak-
0. It is interesting to note that one of the countries
shipping scab coal to Britain is Poland, When the Polish re-
gime imposed its military rule on Polish workers and their
union movement Solidarmosc 1n 1981, Scarpill supported the
crackdown as a defemse of socialism! During the present
strike he appealed to General Jaruzelski to stop Poland's
scabbing, to wo avail. Scargill reportedly apologized to
Lech MWalesa for his previous stand after he got no support
from the Polish authorities — he recognized a Stalinist
crime only when his own base was undercut.

The Polish state capitalists were behaving consistently:
they stamp on workers' rights everywhere, A live Polish work-
ers movement, on the other hand, would have been a real
ally. It is significant that Solidarmosc, with all its poli-
tical limitations that this magazine has noted in the past,
revertheless issued strong statements of support to the Brit-
ish winers.

In dewmanding subsidies, the union leaders are modifying
the interests of their national capital only to the extent
of trying to keep their own base employed. In turm, the rul-
ing class will always try to see that subsidies for one sec-
tor of workers are taken out of the pockets of others. fs
the crisis of capitalism deepens, the industries collapsing
into bankruptcy will increase in number and there will be
many fewer surviving firms left to subsidize the losers, Pre-
serving obsoclete industries under obsolete national capitals
can't work: international competition sconer or later will
force either new techrology or abandonment, By not attacking
the root of the probles, the productive amarchy of capital-
ism itself, the Scargills are setting up their own (and the
workers'} destruction.

The Marxist Alternative

The Marxist program does not depend on preserving capi-
talism, so it can permanently defend the workers' jobs and
advance their living standards, We stand with all workers
against Thatcher's attack: not one mine must be allowed to
close, not one job must be lost. But while fighting together
we argue that the reformist program only staves off death
today by insuring death tomorrow; there is an alternative,
khen progress permits the working class to labor less, ot
more, we want to see our class gain the berefits. This means
shortening work hours so that the recessary labor is divided
among the available workers, with no loss of pay. Such tran-
sitional demands can be fought for under capitalism, but
their gains will be preserved only under a workers' state.



The Labour Party leadership waffled throughout the min-
ers' strike, typically condesning violence "on both sides"
while offering token sympathy. Some left Labour politiciams
gave militant speeches of support but could not see beyond
continuing the strike at its presert level. Secargill showeo
considerable personal courage and wilitamcy, but even he
showed great respect for the prercgatives of his feliow la-
bor bureaucrats, even those scabbing on the strike he leads.
For most of the strike he made no effort to demand all-out
strike support from the TUC or even from the rail and steel
urions nominally allied to the miners — not to speak of de-
manding a general strike.
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Clearly even the left-most bureaucrats are not eager to
trioger a mass upsurge. They remember the 1926 peneral
strike, when the labor leaders shamefully backed down. Their
thinking is best swmmed up by Prime Minister Lloyd George's
appeal to their predecessors at the point of a powerful
strike threat in 1919:

“In these circumstances, if you carry out your threat
and strike, then you will defeat us. But if you do sg,
have you weighed the conseguences? The strike will be in
defiance of the Government of the country and by its
very success will precipitate a comstitutional crisis of
the first importance, For, if a force arises in the
State which 1s stronger than the State itself, then it
must be ready to take on the functions of the State, or
withdraw and accept the authority of the State. Sentle-
mer, have you considered, and 1f you have, are you
ready?" (Taken from In Place of Fear, the autobicgrachy
of the World War [l-era left Labourite Aneurin Bevim )

The bureaucrats backed off then and ever since have beem
prepared to quit in advance. However militant or daring, La-
bour ministers and union leaders are never ready to chal-
lenge the existence of the capitalist state. Clearly these
people cannot be relied on to find a stratepy for victory
that firmly counterposes the workers' meeds to capital’s.
Just as the miners' strike points to a peneral strike, the
general strike in turn points the way to workers' power. %
chows the working class its own collective strength, enables
it to orpanize self-defense organizations to confront the

bourgecis state's armed thugs, and helps build the revalu-
tionary party out of the advanced militants seeking to act
in the interests of their class as a whole, The general
strike cam be a giant step towards socialist revolution, but
it reguires a clear confrontation with the reformist poli-
tics of union and Labour officials.

The Role of the Left Organizations

In Britain there is a spectrum of several professedly
revolutionary oroanizations, Trotskyist in inspiration, that
have been active in or 1in support of the miners' strike.
They ought to have no illusions in capitalism, but in our
view they are centrist: reformist in deed
despite their revolutionary talk., S5till we
can go further into the lessons of the
struggle by critically examining what seve-
ral of them have dore and said.

It must first be understood that the
left in Britain is much larger and more
influential among workers than in Awerica.
The Labour Party contains a large but amor—
phous left wing nominally committed to so-
cialism. Secondly the Communist Party still
has a sizeable union base and influence
among officialsy for example, Rrthur Scar-
gill was once a CP youth leader and retains
some CP politics ({including critical sup-
port of Stalinist regimes) and left-refor-
mist ideas. Then the Militant Tendency, a
nominally Trotskyist current deeply en-
trenched in the Labour Party, has two La-
bour wembers of Parliament and several um-
ion leaders, dominates the city council in Liverpool (Bri-
tain's G&th largest city) and runs the party's youth section,
There are also several smaller groups, some inside and some
out of the Labour Party.

We start with the Militant group. In comstantly wrging
unity . behind the miners to fight "the real eremy" -- the
Tories, Thatcher's Conservative Party — the Militant news—
paper covers up for union and Labour leaders, After the
striking dockworkers had returned to work 1t hailed their
"wvictory,® noting that dockers had "won a respite" and re-
gretting that "umion leaders cid not make the most of the
possibilities by forging closer links with the miners'
fight." But the dock union officials refused to make links;
it's not that they tried badly and failed. If their criminal
betrayal was a victory, will it also be a victory if half
the miners are sent back with a "respite” and leave their
fellows further isolated? Enough such "victories” and the
class will be sliced to ribbons,

Socialism via the Labour Party?

Bilitant's endless faith in the Labour Party effectively
makes 1t an accomplice, Despite Labour's consistert oro-capi-
talist record, the Militant sees it as the solution tc the
mrers' struggle. It writes: "The Tories and their system
offer no future to working pecple. The labour movement must
take up the fight for the return of a Labour government com—
mitted to fundawental socialist change.” However, the system
does not belong just to the Tories. Labour is just as much a

5



part of it. A Labour povernment “comwitted to fundamental so-
cialist change” might nationalize some industries (but still
run them along capitalist lines) and perhaps give more tar-
iff preference to British goods. In the past, Labour govern—
merts have been the vehicle for delivering gains won by the
working class, But capitalism today rules out amything "fum-
damental, "

If ®sorialist charge” is supposed to mean socialism, it
can be achieved only through working-class power — a revolu-
tionary state based on centralized workers' councils that de-
stroys the old capitalist state, its ruling bodies and its
armed force, Socialism canmot be achieved through DParliament
and a Parliasentary party designed only to talk and pass
laws while the real levers of the state and the military re-
main with the bosses. But that is what a Labour povernment
weans, no satter what “socialist® gualifications are at-
tached to it. Any prograe short of revelution means heeping
capitalism afloat. Those who tack on militant socialist rhe-
toric to this are playing the traditional centrist role of
disorienting the most revolutionary-minded workers.

A similar line is taken by the newspaper Socialist Organ-
iser, also published by would-be Trotskyists buried inside
the Labour Party. It too says "We must fight for a Labour
povernment. At the same time we must fight in the labour
movement to commit such a govermment to anti-capitalist mea-
sures.” And it gets slightly more explicit: Labour's present
leadership under Meil Hinnock will not do. "Labour needs a
leader like Tony Berm or Eric Heffer, who would stand by Par-
ty policy and support strugples like the mimers'® (Aoril 5),

Yes, Bern has impressed many miners with his readiness
to ewpress support, unlike Hinnock's waverings. But we al-
ready have seen what Benn stands for: left bourgeois natiom—
alism and protectionism, includirg the productivity schemes
that set miners competing regionally against each other. He
15 mot for solidarity strikes with the miners or stooping
the transport of coal.

Bes and Scargill are both obstacles that a fighting
working class will have to learn to oush aside. This does
mot rule out critically supporting them when they do stand
against capitalism (and especially when the bosses'
goverrment has sirgled them out for attack). But for
"revolutionaries® to champion them as real solutions is to
lie to the working class, to perpetuate the most dangerous
illusions.

Both Militant and Socialist Organiser have called for a

24-hour gereral strike to back the miners; Socialist Organ-
iser at least wroes this as a oreparation for an all-out gen
gral strike. But the bureaucracy has used local “days of ac-
tion" to deceive workers who are eager to show support for
the mirers: they can blow off steam without doing any last-
ing damage to profits. For revolutionaries to raise the same
demand only gives a left cover to the bureaucrats' betrayal,
The all-out gereral strike has to be the primary strategy,
placed as a demand on the bureaucrats amd counterposed, rot
attached, to their strategy.

fl very different approach is taken by the Socialist Work-
ers Party, which does not work inside Labowr (although it al-
ways supports it in elections, even when Labour has as daz-
zling a record of betrayals as in 1979). The SWP is pessi-
mistic, because there aren't emough revelutionaries around
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for the strike to win. It reasons:

“We have to look reality in the face. The truth is pain-
ful but telling lies can lead to death. The truth about
this strike is that it has been going on for sin weeks
and still the picketing i1sn't being effectively organ-
ised. ... 5o what can we do? The key weakness is a weak-
mess of leadership., The key thing we have to do — amd
we shouldn't be ashamed about this -- 1s to build the
network of revolutionary wilitants in the class neces-
sary for the battle afterwards.”
This comes from a talk by SWP leader Chris Harman on

Aeview, May 1984, It sounds daring and honest; Harman even
cites the example of Lenin returning to Russia during the
1917 revolution to fight against the stream of all other an-
ti-capitalist currents. But it is dead wrong. It means in re-
ality that the SWP can do little more than the daily work
the bureaucracy accepts, joining picket lines and collecting
money for the strikers and their families. It covers this
with abstract and formal propaganda about the future, mot in
order to point out a new direction for the struggle but as a
way of fatalistically accepting its weakness. The strike can
be wor through a new strategy. Defeatism is self-fulfilling.

The real task is to show workers not just how to picket
of the sell-out leaders. The 5WP does mot raise an overall
working-class strategy — not even the Labour emtrists' “"La-
bour to power," much less the general strike needed to win.
And Harman lets the bureaucrats off the hook, for they too
can say they don't have an adequate network of militants to
run a better strike.

Revolutionary Party as “Network”

Harman holds that revolutionaries are too few now to af-
fect. the strike, so "we must make sure our forces are bigger
wher the next battle comes." There are two bip problems with
this. One, you don't recruit sany confident militants and
make them revolutionaries out of defeats; the revolufionary
forces will grow only through class struggle victories that
imite workers' confidence and consciousness. The best set
of leaders in the world couldn't have pulled off the 1917
revolution without the mass actions that led workers to de-
mand revolutionary answers.

Two, Harman's forces, the “network" he calls the revolu-
tionary party, are really little more than milifants who co-
ordinate their militancy tit is no accident that he uses
this trendy but apt ters). It is different from the reform
1sts' sectoralism, but 1t is no answer. What a sere network
cannot do is cawpaipn relentlessly for a political lime
sharply counterposed to the present leadership's. Like the
Labour leftists, the SWP avoids challenging the labor bureau-
cracy's misleadership head-on. It acceots the reformists' pa-
rochialise as a factor to be built on rather than destroyed.

The characteristic 5WP 1dea is that the key for social-
ists is the "rank and file," that is, the mass of workers as
they are. For Marxists the key is the politics workers learn
in struggle from a revolutionary party that keeps the inter—
ests of the entire working class in view. Lenin, even as quo—
ted by Harman, fought for slogans like "Down with the war!®
and "Down with the provisional goverrment!"; he didn't call



for a more effective provisional government or a better-
fought war, Harman cleverly uses the phrases of party and
leadership, but it is the same old sewi-syndicalist line in
Leninist garb.

Abstract Democracy vs. Trotskyism

At the left of the spectrum is the Workers Power (WP)
group, which justly attacks both the SWP and the left Labour-
ites for letting the bureaucracy off the hook. But it does
rnot overcome their probless; it only pushes each brard of
centrisa further left. For exasple, Workers Power newspaper
{Rpril 19) had the strike headline “"Ramk and file control —
the key to victory," 4nd the article called for desocracy in
the NUM, built out of the strike movement and keeping the
elected leaders under mesbership control.

This 1s a demand that must be fought for in the strug-
gle, far better than the 5WP's rank and file organization
without a fight for power. But it is not the primary ques-
tion, Militant workers will rarely see any point in a hard
fight for mass desocracy im their union unless they see that
the tasks ahead demand their control. The real key to vic-
tory, when the stakes are as high as today, is the revolu-
tionary workers' party and a class-wide response, Biven a
winning strategy, something real to fight for, workers will
gladly clear obstacles out of the way.

Workers Power's use of "the rank and file® as a magic am-
ulet for solving all problews derails the struggle for revo-
lutionary leadership. Thus its criticise of Scargill is that
he's not ramk and filist emough; WP makes a sort of united
front approach to Scargill over union democracy, inviting
him to "give the lead in organizing the rank and file" to
oust the right-wing union leaders and "hold all officials,
including thewselves, directly to account® (April 3).

Militant British miners stopping coke
delivery at power station. Despite filthy '
scab policies of reformist union bureau-
crats, elementary class solidarity has
not been eradicated.

WP warns that this won't happen because Scargill and the
left leaders are in danger of becoming "lifelong prisoners
of their positions® (April 19). But if that and not his
sectoral, reformist politics is Scargill's problem, the next
leader, even if chosen by the rank and file and subject to
its control, will also be imprisoned by the office. WP also
lets Scargill off the hook, for if leadership gemerally is
m good then it looks like Scargill is mamaging to do pretty
well. The point is that the "rank and file® has mo particu-
lar politics, amd the key guestion is revolutionary leader—
ship versus reform. Workers Power's rank and filism 1s popu-

list pap, not Trotskyism.

Rank and filism and abstract desocracy can often be used
to downplay the key ouestions of action. Thus at the begin-
mng of the mners' strike Workers Power was very concerned
about the oguestion of a national strike ballot. Tory and
right-wing Labour spokesmen were demanding that Scargill
poll the NUM before leading a strikej the militants correct-
ly rejected this and went on spreading the strike from mine
to mine. Action rather than abstract desocracy left the ima-
tiative in the hands of the militants rather than handing it
to the bosses' press and the scabs. WP rejected the "bosses'
ballot" but instead suggested strike votes at mass meetings
at each mmne 1in order to convince reluctant miners to come
out. RAlthough different, this still feeds into the right-
wing ballot propaganda. Making the pereral strike dewand
primary would have done more to draw backward workers into
the strike.

Workers Power did call for a general strike, and more,
In an article on "the general strike and working class pow-
er" (May 1B}, it outlined a multi-stage scenario. First
there 15 a peneral strike controlled by workers' councils,
forcing the Tories out of office; then the Labour Party is
elected, but the councils stay in operation to exert mass
pressure on the new poverrment. Ultimately, since “parlia-
ment would mot long be reconciled to the competing power
base of workers' councils,” the councils have to take sole
power forcibly, through revolution.

Much of this scenario is a valid compilation of Marxist-
Leminist lessons, but there are two giaring problems. The
first 1is the seeming inevitability of a Labour Party povern—
ment. As the article notes, "a Labour govermment, even one
stuffed full of Tony Benns, would be an almighty betrayal of
a peneral strike.” VYes, and therefore it would be necessary

to fight for am alternative to Labour, a workers' state,
from the start — instead of taking Labour's triumph as giv-
en. Depending on circumstances, Marxists might stand opoosed
to Labour in elections, especially under revolutiomary condi-
tionsy critical support is only one possible tactic, Workers
Power does not indicate how, or even whether, to decide this
or carry it out (just as under recent non—revolutionary com—
ditions it has always chosen to support Labour). WP simply
assumes that Labour will take office and then describes the
inevitable prowing conflict between its government and the
workers' councils,

7



This leads right to the second problem: there 1s no men—
tion at all of any revolutionary party untii the very end,
after the revolution. Then we are told that "to overcome the
herrors of capitalism will be an immense task, a task for
decades of a planned economy. It 15 a task which, like the
conguest of power itself, above all meeds a leading and di-
recting revolutionary party.” Despite the afterthought about
the concuest of power, Workers Power obviously felt no urgen
gy for the revoiutionary party before and during the revolu-
Lion, We rnote that this matches WP's theory of Stalinism,
which ceps worers' states created in Eastern Europe and
eloewhere without a revolubiomary party. In Britain too, the
revolubionary party 1s the icing on the cake, not a neces-
=ary ingredient,

W's scenaric 15 as fatalistic as the SWP's. Since each
stage is irevitable, there is no need to fight for the revo-
lutionary party until the requisite preceding stages are ex-
hausted, There iz ro conception of a communist rucleus orow-
int among increasingly class-conscicus workers by counteroos—
irg its vevolutiorary program to the reformists at every
turn, No wonder WO's scenario had Labour assuming the govern—
pert &0 easily: without the revolutionary party, there would
of course be mo one to mount a challenge, certainly not the
J"rand and  File" councils under urspecified leadershio. Whem
the workers Co  break with Latouwr, WP leaves the initiative
for the bread to Darliamert —— again, no wonder, in the ab-
gence of a revolutionary garty to iead the workers to revolu-
f1onary COMSCIOUSMESE.

Worbers Power's scenario amounts to “First Labowr, then
us,* a conception that turns the revolutiomary party into
the last runrer on a relay team, ready to take the oroffered
batom, But Labour 15 not on our team, It wiil mever peaceful-
ly pass the batom to revolutionaries.

Certainly Workers Power hrows abstractly of the impor-
tance of the revolutionary party in Leninism, amd occasional-
ly it gets tacked on to an article or two. What WP really
stands for, however, 15 the rank and file in counterposition
to the leadership.  As with its approach to Scargill, it
deifies the united front of militants, Incessant use of the
united front, especially an amorphous one, inevitably hides
the centrality of the party, as Trotsky observed. Mo wonder
W's revolutionary party is an afterthought.

Class struggle as keen as the British miners' not only
sharpens traditional Marwist lessons; it also exposes the
caricatures of Marxism that abound in more passive times.
For example, the Spartarists' programmatic interventions in
the labor mwovement have been a joke since 1979, when they
urged Detroit auto workers to seize and auction off Chrys-
ler's assets as a proletarian solution to the company's fi-
nancial crisis. They semsibly do not raise such a program
for the British mines, although Thatcher for one might agree
with it as a contribution towards free enterprise,

This time their pro-Stalirndism led to a new bright idea.
Faced with Poland's scab coal exports and piven Scarpill's
nostility %o Solidarmosc, Spartacist Britain (Amedl 1984)
weote that “tne MM leaders have some real authority to

appeal to the povernment of the Polish deformed workers

state."  When this attempted left cover for Scargill oroved
worthless, they ftried to make the best of it by demouncing
the strikebreaking British mirers as a "Solidarnosc-style

spiitaway" {July 1984}, In reality, of course, it was Seli-
darmosc which led massive strikes, and the state-rum unlons
which the Polish workers split from which scabbed. Imability
‘o tell strikers from scabs, or the workers' allies from
their enemies, is not the stronpest basis for advising
workers’ strupgles,

wore relevant to the issue at hand 1s the Spartacists’
approach to the call for a gemeral strike. They couple this
with ancther gimmick: denunciation of Workers Power for plac-
ing the ceneral strike demand on the TUC., Doing so creates
illusions in seil-out bureaucrats, the Spartacists insist,
for the TUL is "a bunch of proven scacherders and strike-
breaxers. "

Trug, but oroven to whom? The TUC is unfortunately recoo-
nized as the workers' official leadership. Leftists may al-
ready understand that the union bureaucrats are proven trai-
tors; most workers, even those who distrust union officials,
still have to be shown proof in practice. Marxists warn the
workers that the bureaucrats will inevitably betray any
struggle. But these leaders canmot be ignored. If the TUC 1s
exposed for not responding to the miners' demands, the work-
ers would be far readier to move past the bureaucratic obsta-
cle and follow a fighting leadership to spread the strike.

The SL line amounts to derouncing Trotsky in the early
1930's for cdemarding united action against the German Mazis
from the leaders of the Social Democratic Party, a bunch of
proven class traitors if ever there was one. Yet millions of
workers who warted to smash the Mazis followed them. The pur-
gose of united front demands such as these is mot to ensure
political agreement but to carry out action in comson des-
pite disagreements, even vital ones.

Centrists Cover for Reformism

The Spartacists’ attespt to tail Scargill was covered
only lightly with a few criticisms, They justify their umwil-
lingness to raise demands on the TUC by identifying closely
with the NUM leadership's lire: their August paper approving-
ly auotes the chairman of a strikers' meeting, "NUM policy
is not to call on the TUC for anything'" This is precisely
how Scargill left the other bureaucrats off the hook. Then
in late August strike pressures forced Scargill to shift and
request TUC backing. Continuing his pro-bureaucratic policy,
he didn't demand a general strike but applauded the TUl's
treacherous "support” instead of challemging it.

As the worldwide struggles of the oroletariat wount,
militant workers are learning to detest the reformist Kirk-
lands, Hinmocks and Mitterrands who base themselves in the
working class in order to betray it. Revolutionary workers
must see more: that even the reformists like Benn and Scar-
gill who talk and even act left are dangerous. Their narrow
sectoralism weans disaster for the working class at a time
when capitalism is picking workers out for the scrap heap
one sector at a time. Even the nominally Trotskyist organiza-
tions don't understand this. They too are obstacles; they
too have swallowed the parochialism that reformism fed the
working class in more prosperous times. 5o in their various
ways they avoid making the necessary criticism of the left-
wing reformists. A revolutionary party canmot abstain from
sharp criticism of centrism as well as reformism. W



The Education of Young Spartacists — and Old

Trotskyism and the Russian Question

A runmng debate has beem taking place at Oberlin Col-
lege in Ohio between Socialist Voices-LAP, a studemt oroup
sympathetic to the League for the Revolutionary Party, and
the BSpartacus VYouth League (SYL). The debate arcse over two
demonstrations at Oberlin apgainst CIA and Marine Corps re-
cruiters in February and March; both times Socialist Voices
tried to organize united front protests against U.5. militar-
ism. The 5YL's newspaper Young Spartacus carried two ranting
articles on the events, both of them cavalierly dealing with
the facts, crudely falsifying our Oberlin comrades' role,
lusping our politics together with the social-democratic
D5R*s and politically botching up the Marxist united front
tactic, We answered all this in the leaflet “Thank You,

Young Spartacus!", distributed to a Spartacist League educa-

Babrak Karmal head of Afghanistan thanks to Rus-
sian army, addresses first conference of Isfamic mul-
lahs in country’s history. Spartacists can be proud:
"Hail Red Army!” “God is Great!”

tional conference in New York and to an SYL forum at Oberiin
in mid-April, and reprinted below.

in its summer issue, Y5 countered with an article called
‘Thanit You, LRP?", partly in reply to our leaflet but mainly
to a shorter letter by Sorialist Voices-LAP (which it print-
ed) addressed to the first of its two articles. Here the
Spartacists have changed their tack. First, they tell no
wore outright lies about our politics; evidemtly our expo-
sure of their lying, recognizable as such to their own mem-
bers, has had a hygienic effect. Then they admit the SYL was
wrong on the united fromt amd thank us for stimulating "an
sducational discussion so that not just the Oberiin SYL, but
ail the comrades of the SYL/SL, wight be better and more ef-
fective Marxist-Leninists.” And in an accompanying article
on another Oberlin sit-in protest, they carefully credit our
comrades for playing a ®ilitant role and worling with the
S¥L in a united front against DSA maneuvers.

Good. We accept their correction, reluctant though 1t
is,  We think it is a little ungallant of the 5L chiefs to

out the blame for their un-Bolshevik tactics on the local
youth and by implication the whole membership, when the same
sectarian policy of imposing political agreesent on key is-
sues like Soviet defersism as a condition for united fromts
has been an old Spartacist habit. We also guestion how well
they learmed:  as our article in this issue on the miners
strike im Britain shows, the Spartacists there still reject
united front tactics — as recently as in their July paper!
Wwe further note for the record that Y5 makes no response to
our earlier charges of falsification, thereby implicitly ac-
knowledoing their accuracy.  An honest, Bolshevik, course
would reguire an explicit public correction of false char-
ges. That is still too much to expect from the SL.

The bulk of the YS repiy 15 devoted to a different mat-
ter. In a condescendingly "comradely" tome (chosen to mask
their concession on the crucial united fromt tacticl, they
take up the history of Shachtmanism and expound on Marwist-
Leninist theory — in order to debate the class nature of
the Soviet Union. Condescension by the Spartacists is partic-
ularly inappropriate on the Russian gquestion, since they
have been avoiding a reply to us on it for years. For exam-
ole, they have never answered our thorough dismantling of
their theory in Socialist Voice Mo, 4, written in 1977,

For our part, since we welcome every opportunity to get
to the roots of important theoretical guestions and analyze
their political consequences, we take up the Spartacists'
challenge here. Obviously another all-SL self-educational
discussion is called for. But as we shall show, more is neeg-
ed, much more.

Thank You,
Young Spartacus!

It might seem difficuit at first glance to see why we in
the League for the Revolutionary Party (LAP) would be grate-
ful to Young Spartacus for 1ts article in the April 1ssue on
the Sorialist WVoices-LRP group at Oberiin College. After
all, 1t was a hard-nitting attack on a group we have close
relations with. Nevertheless, we found it very useful — for
us.

Spartacist League publications used to boast of tneir
reputation for honesty amd accuracy, claiming that even op-
parents had to adwit their high standards., But rareiy 1is
this claim made any more -- for good reason. This article 1s
a4 case in point: containing almost as many lies as words, 1t
replaces truth with invective.

The article purports to describe two events that toow
place this [springl terw on the Dberiin caspus, In referring
to the DGA's "die-in" against Marine recruiters on February
7, it states: "The GSpartacus Youth League held a militant
protest to drive the Marines of f campus and the wimpy ‘thirg
campists' of the League for the Revolutiomary Party (LRP)
sat oguietly with the DSA while the campus cops excluced the
SYL from the site of the *die-in',"

This report is fiction from beginming to end. The SYi's



"militant protest" made no attespt to "drive the Marines off
campus. " MWhen it attracted next to mo onlookers, the SYL had
to come over to the far larger DSA die-in. Amd there the SYL
saw that the Socialist Voices members had not “sat guietly
with the DSA," since they had refused to sit ‘Gown or “die®
or be guiet. The group distributed a leaflet hostile both to
the miserable die-im tactic and to the reformist oro-Demo-
cratic Party DSA line which disconnected war from its bour—
geois causation. [ts signs aimed at the die-in participants
read: "Capitalism Needs Marines — (ne Wom't Go Without the
Other'® and “Democrats Use Marines Too!™ That 1s why the DSA
tried to block the group's placards and 1ts leaflet distribu-
tiom.

The falsity of the second charge, that the group ignored
the SYL's ewclusion, 15 also well known to the SYlers. So-
cialist VYoices had no kmowledge of the exclusion at the time
it occurred, for if indeed the SYL was excluded it mace mo
noise about it. [We know now that the SYL was ewcluded--ed.]
The Gpartacist supporter who remained at the demonstration
until the end neither created ary protest nor informed So-
cialist Voices of what had happened. When an SYler did im-
form a member of the group afterward, he replied that the
group would have supported the SYL had it known. Given this
history, the Young Spartacus charge is a slander.

The article’s description of what happened when the CIA
came to campus on March 22 is amother series of lies. Young
Spartacus writes:  “The LRAP speaker confined himself to a
mealy-eouthed exposure of some of the CIA's more notorious
plots ... ." _

In fact, the speaker made a blistering attack on the
CIA, ard the brunt of his talk was devoted to the point that
the CIA was inevitable under imperialism and could not be de-
stroyed without overthrowing the capitalist system. Social-
ist Voices' large banmer could be overlooked only by con-
scious falsifiers, Its slogans read: "Working Classes of the
world Unite Against Imperialist Agents,” "Democrats and Re—
publicans -- Twin Bosses of the CIA," “Gay and Leshian
Rights through Soccialist Revolution,® “Capitalism/CIA/Mili-
tary - One Won't Go Without the Others." Another sign read,
*Rebuild the Fourth International." Mealy-mouthed indeed.
The SYL's slogan “"Abolish the CIA" shows a far lower under—
standing of what reforms are conceivable under imperialism.

Recording to YS, Socialist Voices made no objection when
another spomsor, the Lesbian and Bay Union, "simply protest-
ed the CIA's discrimination against homosexuals ... ." Again
a lie. The SV-LRP speaker openly attacked the Lesbian amd
Bay Union's line. He noted that gay and lesbian liberation
can be achieved only through the overthrow of capitalism and
its secret police, and that gays and lesbians have no reason
to defend a society that imevitably oppresses them,

YS castigsies the LRP for having a united front with "a
group that merely wants to ‘democratize' the Company.® But
this only shows the Spartacists' disagreesent with the Bol-
shevik understanding of such fronts. Trotsky pointed out
that he would make united fromts with "the devil and his
grandmother® in order to achieve communist goals. For Bolshe-
viks, united fronts mean comson action despite fundamental
political differences. For the Spartacists they mean politi-
cal apgreement — but if tendencies fundamentally agree, they
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should werge, not form united fromts!

That is why Socialist Voices invited the 5YL to join the
action against the CIA. YS gquotes the group's letter to the
SYL ({accurately, for once) as saying: "Have the courage to
stand on the same platform as us before a larger audience
than a programmatically sectarian demonstration could dramw. "
But the SYL did mot have the courage to accept, claiming
that the LRP "has the gall to condemn us as cowardly and

sectarian' because we refuse to drop cur defense of the
gains of the Aussian Revolutiom. What hypocrisy!" Mo: what a
lie!

The Socialist WVoices letter to the SYL called for a
Joint protest under anti-CIA and anti-l.5. militarism slo-
gans, and added, “"The politics of the LRAP will be presented
from the platform ... and hopefully we will win people to
support us by what we say and the strategies (including
those presented by other speakers at the event) we expose.”
The S5SYL was invited to do the sase, mot to pive up anything,
including its Russian position.

fs we predicted, the 5YL's “spirited protest” attracted
nobody but Spartacists from rearby Cleveland; so they had to
troop over to the united front rally of 40-50 pecpie, where
they were pgiven a chance to speak from the podium. And what
was the S5YL's retort to this imsulting offer to share a plat-
form with "CIA democratizers”? It accepted! Somehow the
bloc. Every activist at Oberlin knows the SYL participated.
Thus the Y5 attack on *hypocrisy" overlooks the real example
= its own.

In the course of its diatribe the 5YL claims, "The LRF's
got some nerve to expect us to look to them for opposition
to the CIA: after all, you're the group that limes up with
the CIR's company union in Poland, and the barbaric mullahs
they call ‘“freedom fighters' in Afghamistan'® However, not
only does the LRP not call the barbaric Afghan mullahs “free-
dom fighters,” we condemn them and have never supported them
politically or militarily. Unlike the Spartacists, the LAP
also condesms the petty-bourgeois popular-fromtist cretin
Harmal i(mo friend of women's and workers' rights either),
his defense of the "Holy Horan" and his conciliation of prom=
inent mullahs. We also condemn the USSR's invasion, which
destroyed most of the pitifully few and distorted gains the
aborted Afghan bourgecis-democratic revolution had achieved,

Rs for Poland, the LAP has always fought against the CIA
line, Our defense of Solidarity versus the regimse is counter—
posed to the Hesterr—oriented, Church-ridden, reformist lead-
ers like Walesa who continually seek to capitulate mot only
to the West but to the Stalinist state, We support the ramks
of misled workers whom Archbishop Glemp condemns as "Trotsky—
ites" for their militancy. From the Spartacists they get
only pro-Stalinist attacks,

The article attacks the LAP as "third campists" (Y5 uses
quotation marks as if it is quoting us) and "Shachtmanites,"
reither of which is even remotely true. There are only two
camps: the camp of capitalism, including Moscow and Peking
as well as Washingtom, and that of the proletariat. We think
that Trotsky was wmistaken in the last years of his life in
believing that the USSR was still a degenerated workers'
state rather than statified capitalisa, even though he knew
it had definitively passed over to the side of counterrevo-




lution,

But we are totally with Trotsky when he condemred the
Bhachtmanites who, in adopting the anti-Maraist "bureaucrat-
ic collectivism® theory, thres out not only the remaining
gains of October but also the belief in the revolutionary ca-
pacity of the proletariat. GShachiman's cynicisw was later
adopted by the Pabloites (and so-called anti-Pabloites) who
defended the idea that a sorialist revolution (in East Eur-

1956: Hungarian workers topple Stalin’s statue.
Phony Trotskyists now try to defend his
“nrogressive” achievements.

ope, China, Cuba, etc.) could be made by the petty-bourgeois
Gtalinists without the working class. This kind of rampant
cynicism has produced tendencies like the SL, which can re-
peat lie after lie in its press in front of its cwn sembers,
who know it is lying or don't care any move.

The LRP remains comsitted to proletarian permanent reve-
lution throughout the world. We reject the cynical, reform-
ist parbage of DSA and its friends like Mitterrand and soli-
darize with the French workers who escoriate him. We like-
Wise condean outfits like the Spartacists who hail a counter—
revolutionary pig like Andropov and who fail in the elemen—
tary communist task of offering military support to the Leba-
rese fighters against Awerican imperialism.

The reason we thank Young Spartacus for its article is
simple. As the SYL knows and chooses not to mention, the So-
cialist Voices-LRP comrades at (Oberlin are sympathetic to
the LRAP but not members of our organization. We have been
endeavoring to win them by demonstrating our commitment to
the fundamental proposition Trotsky was so fond of repeat-
ing: "Tell the workers the truth,® Today's fraudulent right-
ward-palloping left {including the S5L-5YL] is a model of
what not to be. The SL-5YL, with an article which our com-
rades know (and know the SYlers know) is a pack of lies, has
provided one more piece of evidence showing the difference
between cynicisw and the revolutionary communist politics of
the LRP,

Trotskyism and
the Russian Question

¥S frames 1its reply by labeling us as "Shachtman's bas-
tard childrem,® political descendants of Max Shachtman, the
fmerican Trotskyist leader who deserted the Fourth Interna-
tional after the Hitler-Stalin part on the eve of World War
II. Let us first clear up errors in both the Socialist Voi-

ces-LRP letter and the Y5 article on Shachtman's ideclogical
histaory.

When he broke politically with Trotsky in 1933, Bhacht-
man did not refuse to characterize the USSR as a depenerated
workers state, as Y5 writes; at first he still accepted the

term. But he did refuse, in opportunist and anti-Marnist
fashion, to draw the necessary conclusion of defending any
workers' state -- however degemerate —— in any war agaimst
capitalism,

Shachtman scon changed his theory and adopted the “third
camp" view lalready held by many of his followers) that the
USSR was bureaucratic collectivist, a mew form of class so-

Crowd during Hungarian revolution holding picture
of Premier Imre Nagy. SL too has iflusions: can't tell
nationalist from real revolutionary.

ciety mneither bowrgeois mnor proletarian. Even then he was
consistent only in his anti-Marxist opportunism. Initially
he maintained that bureaucratic collectivisa was progressive

over crapitalism; this ought to have isplied that it was
“worth being defended,” as our comrades wrote. But not for
Shachtman, who asserted that the collectivized economy was
deferdable only if attacked, not when engaged in an inter-im-
perialist war allied with ome imperialist bloc. Later in the
war the idea of Soviet progressiveness was quietly dropped,
and by the end of the 1940's he was finding “democratic” cap-
italism preferable to Russian rival. This logic inexorably
led him all the way into the U.5. imperialist camp.

"



Our comrades' letter was wrong to truncate Shachtman's
career at its semi-defensist stage, but this was dome not by
"consciously lying® as Y5 asserts (Shachtwan's subsequent
history of “"neutrality® and then support for the West is too
ly comceal 1t), nor obviously out of any interest in admir-
ing GShachtman for defersism or for anything else. Their
point was to illustrate the common methodology of Spartacism
and Shachtmanism —- an entirely valid ome, as we shall show.

What Is a Workers® State?

Y5 starts right off with a backhanded salute to Shacht-
man that allows us to illuminate its position: “Shachtman
was far too intelligent and ewperienced as a (deteriorating)
Marxist to ever claim that the state which issued from the
Bolshevik Revolution was capitalist 1in any way, shape or
form.” But what the Spartacists adwire as Shachtman's “Marx-
isn" is precisely his lack of it.

Marx reasoned that communise in its lower stage would
have to retain bourgeois standards in the distribution of
its products. Of course, a workers' state still in transi-
tion to communise would all the more be forced to keep bour—
geois forws, and in production as well. Lemin, in his State
and Revolution, spelled out the necessary conclusion that
"bourgeois right in the distribution of articles of consump-
tion inevitably presupposes the existence of the bourgeois
state, for right 1s nothing without an apparatus capable of
enforcing the observance of the standards of right. Conse-
quently, for a certain time not only bourgecis right but
even the bourgeois state remains under comsunism, without
the bourgeoisie!® Trotsky also discussed the workers' state
as @ "bourgeois state without the bourgeoisie" in The Revolu-
tion Betrayed.  According to Marxist tradition, therefore,
the Soviet state that emerged from the Bolshevik revolutionm
was capitalist in a certain “way, shape or fors.®

To see why, let us examine this tramsitional workers’
state more closely. Its ruling class, the proletariat, aris-
es under capitalism; it is defined not as a sociological in-
coez group but through its relationship with capital, embod-
ied in the capitalist class that owns the means of produc-
tion. The two classes exist only together, as unified oppo-
sites. When the proletariat overthrows capitalist rule via
the socialist revolution and makes itself the ruling class,
capital amd capitalism still ~emain — until all capitalist
relations are destroyed and classless comsunism is achieved.
In contrast to the bourgeoisie, which seized power from the
previous feudal rulers at a point when its own mode of pro-
duction already operated, the proletariat can only begin to
create its own communist mode once it holds state power.

Marx observed further that mo class society leaves the
earth until it has developed the means of production to the
extent it is capable; but at a certain point its sorial rela-
tions of class conflict become a barrier to further expan—
sion. By the twentieth century capitalisms had developed the
productive forces to the point that scarcity was no longer
inevitable, but its social fetters prevent the achievesent
of abundance. The task of the workers' state is to carry out
the accusulative potential of capitalise and thereby destroy
the material basis for scarcity and for the very existence
of classes. When the proletariat eliminates itself as a sepa-
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rate class, the final resmant of capitalism is abolished and
communisa begins.

Thus the workers' state is not some third form of soci-
ety; it is part of the capitalist stage of history. Mary,
Lenin and Trotsky all understood that only two forms of soci-
ety were possible im this revolutionary epoch (short of a
cataclysmic mass defeat sending civilization centuries back-
ward). Capitalism and communise correspond to the two deci-
sive classes in modern society, the bourgecisie and the pro-
letariat. All third alternatives are either utopian dreass
or despairing nightmares, imagined by middle-class theoreti-
cians whose social bases have no direct connection with the
major means of production and therefore no decisive social
power, no way of achieving their own unique form of society.
Spartacism, like Ghachtmanism, is rooted in a petty-bour-
geois view of capitalism. It is not accidental that both in-
vent the fantasy of a modern society fundamentally distinct
from both capitalism and comsunism. It is accidemtal only
that they give it different names.

In order to overcome the laws and relations it inherits
from capitalist rule, the workers' state must comsciously
plan its economy. Ps increasingly more is produced and scar-
city is conguered, the capitalist laws, operating because of
scarcity, are gradually reduced in force. The workers' state
is the arena of struggle between capitalisa’s blind laws and
planning: conscious human comtrol over society. Plamning be-
comes fully dominant only when scarcity is ended, when cos—
muniss is achieved. Both the Spartacists and Shachtman, how-
ever, believe that Stalinism is a society in which planning
{albeit wmangled planning) rules at the same time that scar-
city ewists., The idea is an absurdity, and an idealist one
at that, a typically petty-bourgecis conception that asseris
the primacy of consciousness over material conditions.

What Is Capitalism?

In denying the capitalist aspects of a workers' state
the GSpartacists ewpose the class basis of their own method.
But they are not really thinking of the revolutionary state
of Lenin; what they have in mind is its Stalinist degenera-
tion, which for them has even less resemblance to capital-
ism, The allegedly Trotskyist SL indeed asserts that Stalin
led the USSR farther from capitalism than did Lemin and Trot-
sky!  In their pamphlet Why the USSR is Not Capitalist (to
which our 1977 Socialist Voice article was a replyl they
write: "The social structure of Russia in the 1920%s (though
not the regime) was far more conducive to capitalist restora-
tion than in the USSR today" (page 90). Trotsky in contrast
warned that the Stalinist counterrevolution posed a grave
danger of capitalist restoration. For Trotsky that became
the hallmark of Stalinist rule in the Soviet workers' state
of the late 1930"s,

The Spartacists do mot agree with Shachtman over whether
the USSR is progressive, but they do agree om the theory
that it has soved further away from capitalism under Stalim
While Trotsky did not see the restoration of capitalise that
took place at the end of the thirties {as we do), we share
his view on Stalinisw's trajectory toward capitalism. The
Spartacists and GShachiman also share a certain cynicism to-
wards the proletariat’s revolutionary possihilities in the
USSR, linked to their cosmon inability to recognize any laws



of motion — let alone those of capitalism == in the Soviet
system

To show that Goviet society can't be capitalist, Y5 be-
gins with a typically superficial look: "It is a funny ind
of capitalism indeed, comrades, where the ecoromy is com-
pietely plarmed and where the state has a manepoly on for—

gign trade. ... an economy where there are ro profits and no
competing capitais and where there 15 no reserve army of the
unemployed, "

We have answered these gibes hefore (most recently in
Mo. 20), but here 15 a quick sumsary. Completely plarinec?
Hardly: the USSR runs a command economy constantly altering
its “plans" to match its results and never fulfilling them,
Trotsky wrote in 1933, "The Soviet economy today is neither
a moretary nor a plarmed one. It is an almost purely bureau-
cratic economy," It is now more monetary thanm 1t once was
tut just as bureaucratic and still in no way sciemtifically
plarmed.

A Funny Kind of Capitalism

?innnpnly on foreign trade? In the USSR yes, a leftover
gain of the workers' revolution distorted by the Stalinmist
bureaucracy. But other Soviet-style economies {Yugoslavia,
Hungary, Chinal have dropped the trade monopoly, and a wing
of Soviet bureaucrats would love to as well. Mo profits?
There 13 profit fiest of all in the Marxist sense of sur-
plus-value created by the working class; as Marw, Lemin and
Trotsky all wunderstood, there has to be value in a workers'
state still short of communism, all the more so when wori-
ers' rule has been overthrown. And there is also profit in
the bourgeois sense of a given enterorise's surplus over
costs: it is one of the chief indicators of a Soviet enter-
prise's performance and is enshrined in Article 16 of the
new Constitution of the USSR,

Mo competing capitals? The various ministries and emter-
prises are independent and do compete, over assigned ocutput
targets and for investwent, labor and materials if mot for
sales. And at least in the military sector, they do compete
for sales. No industrial reserve army? In the USSR there is
no mass unesployment, another gain left over from the work-
ers' state that gives the rulers headaches in frying to dis-
cipline the workers today, But Yumosiavia is at the head of
the European unemployment league, and Poland, China ete. al-
so have high jobless rates (China even sells battalions of
excess workers to foreign capitalists under comtract) -- so
full employment 15 not a necessary Stalimist trait. On the
other hand, meither 15 full employment impossible under capi-
talism: Nazi Germany had it, and like Stalin's USSR used po-
lice wmeasures rather than pure economic pressure to keep the
workers in line.

The Soviet econcmy is "a fumny kind of capitalism in-
geed, " deformed by the workers' gains that it usurped, and
gravely weakened by the bureaucrats' inability to wield the
capitalist tools of mass unemployment and full intermal com—
petition. But this is nothing new. In this epoch capitalism
in general has become deformed: imdividual entrepremeurs
have given way to vast monopolies, the classical bourgeois
mtto of eguality is turned inside out in the age of imperi-
alism, It is no surprise, therefore, that the destruction of

the soviet revolution produced an even more distorted form,
Marnists analyze society as it develops historically, not by
contrasting reality against some ideal morm.

The Spartacists refuse to look for the inner laws of the
Soviet system, preferring to cospare it with a norm, This
method can wmore readily be turmed apainst them. After all,
are the workers' councils? The workers' parties or workers'
militias? Trade union and elementary desocratic rights?
Wage egualization and abolition of class distinctions? fAmy-
thing that might suggest the working class is in power? No
such thing exists; it was all wiped out by the counterrevo—
lution of the 1930's. The Spartacists will answer that prop-
erty is nationalized. It is indeed — but mot socialized,
not even centralized so that scientific planning is conceiv-
able. For the SL natiomalized property is an unchanging ab-
straction independent of material reality.

The whole approach is wrong. Rs Trotshy observed (appro-
priately emough, in a polemic against Shachtman):

"Wulgar thought operates with such concepts as capital-
1sm, morals, freedom, workers' state, etc. as fixed ab~
stractions, presuming that capitalism is equal to capi-
talism, morals are egual to morals, ete. Dialectical
thinking analyzes all things and phenomena in their com-
tinuous change, while determining in the material condi-
tions of those changes that critical limit beyond which
‘A" ceases to be ‘A, a workers' state ceases to be a
workers' state.” (In Defemse of Maruism, page 50)

Capitalist Laws Operate

A Markist analysis has to look below the surface and dis-
cover a society's historical contewt and its laws of motion,
We have dome this and found Marx's laws of capitalist devel-
opment in operation in the USSR, although obviously rot in
pure form, The 5L ignores the problem; it denies that any
Marxist laws operate amd never proposes alternatives. The
clear implication is that “"complete planming" allows the bu-
reaucracy to do whatever it pleases, Here, for example, is
what the Y5 article has to contribute, with truly academic
obscurity, on the workings of the Soviet econosy:

"R hard-core economic analysis of the Soviet Union shows
a quantitative gradient in how much surplus product is
appropriated, with the bureaucracy skimming off extra
for itself, and no gualitative counterposition between a
non-existent labor amd capital. Comrades, guantitative
parasitism does not a ruling class make.”

Really? Nom-ewistent labor in 2 workers' state? This
would best be interpreted as a gross slip of the pen, were
it mot for the fact that the Spartacists have said it be—
fore. HWorkers Vanguard wrote in 1978 about the devastation
of Cambodia under the G5Stalinist Pol Pot regime that "the
tiny proletariat was destroyed" — although the Spartacists
still regarded the country as a workers' state. 5o the "de-
formed workers' state" invention does not depend on even the
existence of workers, much less their power. A strange kind
of workers' state indeed.
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All right, let us suppose the Spartacists simply slipped
and forgot Marx's distinction between labor and the commod-
ity labor-power, the workers' capacity for labor which is
sold to the capitalists in exchange for wages, They probably
meant to say that there is no selling of labor-power under
Stalinism, for they said so in their pamphlet on the USSA.
But then they have to face the problem of Soviet reality.
Why do wapes exist? Why do firms compete for workers, offer-
ing high salaries to lure laborers to Siberia? (Why, for
that matter, do consumer goods cost more in Siberia? Could
it jJust be that the law of value reguires that added labor
costs for transportation be included?) Why do workers so

frequently change jJobs, looking for better conditions? Be-
cause the (non-7)workers are flighty amd irresponsible, as
the bureaucrats believe? Mo: because they are proletarians,
selling the one comsodity they own for the best deal they
can get. Amy worker, anywhere, recognizes this universal
proletarian condition

0f course, if there is no labor-power them there is also
rno capital counterposed to it. This was the essence of
Shachtman's bureaucratic collectivisme: exploitation yes, but
workers and capitalists, no. Shachtman first called the So-
viet producers slaves, but reality kept intruding: they be-
haved like workers. He ended up calling them workers as a
concession to the obvious, but his theory denied their exis-
tence. The Spartacists do the same,

However, if there is no working class ard also no exploi-
tation — as the Spartacists believe — then everybody, rul-
ers and ruled alike, is socially equal. Hence this business
about mere "guantitative” parasitisa. In plain language they
are saying that the only difference between the bureaucrats
and the masses of pseudo-workers is their income, If that
were really the only difference, then we would be dealing
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lech Walesa addressing crowd of Solidarnosc
workers. Spartacists can't distinguish between
masses and misfeaders, but can distinguish be-
tween capitalism and a workers® state — the
fatter has no workers. And these muddieheads
pose as Marxists!
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not with a degenerated workers' state but with an actual com
minist (or socialist) society that had already eliminated
all class distinctions but still retained massive parasit-
ism. To take their Marxist verbiage seriously the Sparta-
cists would have to say that the USSR is a depemerated so—
cialist state. Then they would have to jumk their tattered
claim to Trotswyism, since Trotsky insisted on the absurdity
of Stalin calling his domain "socialist" when scarcity still
reigned.

But the sccial difference in the USSR is far greater. As
Trotsky described the bureaucracy when there was still a de-
gererating workers' state in the mid-thirties, "It is in the

full sense of the word the sole privileged and comsanding
stratum in Soviet society" (The Revolution Betrayed, page
249), and that is true today. Trotsky went on:

*The means of production belong to the state, But the
state, so to speak, ‘belongs’ to the bureaucracy. If
these as yet wholly new relations should solidify, be-
come the norm and be legalized, they would, in the long
run, lead to a complete liguidation of the social com-
guests of the proletarian revolution,”

And so it happened. We need add only that Trotshy wrote
this just before the Moscow purge trials opered, signaling
the immense and one-sided civil war waged by the Stalinist
bureaucracy apainst the workers and the resmants of working-
class power. It speeded up the counterrevolution and made
the long run considerably shorter.

Defense of the Soviet Union?
The Spartacists' lack of interest in theory is evident.
The reason is that for them theory is just a rationalization



to answer one gquestion: do you or do you not defend the So-
viet Union? They do, and conseguently cook up their "theory"
to fit the conclusion. That is, they don't defend the Stalir-
ist states because they are proletarian. Rather they defend
Stalinism, and therefore call it proletarian. Marxists, on
the other hand, have to examine the society scientifically
to see what revolutionary gains survive to be defended.

It is, we believe, unfortunately possible for a degenera-
ted workers' state to enist. Even if all the workers' rights
have been destroyed, the remnants of a dynamic ecomomy might
still provide the basis for oualitative expansion of the pro-
ductive forces until the workers' strugcle revives -- that
was Trotsky's hope and expectatiom in the 1930's {as it was
for millions of workers arcund the world), and that's what
made the degenerated USSR deferdable. There still ewist pro-
letarian pains in the USSR, as there do in the West. But de-
fending the state as opposed to defending specific gains

for the proletariat, not against it,

USSR Not Proletarian

Today such a defemse is impossible. The Soviet econowy
is bureaucratic, rigid, conservative in the ewtreme, depen-
dent on old-style Western capitalism for capitai, technolooy
and even food. Trotsky stressed the advance of labor produc-
tivity as the true test of the capacity of the Soviet econo—
my. Mow it 15 plain that in this the Soviet systew lags be-
hind even the crisis-ridden West. Look at Polard's economic
coilapse, Yugoslavia's floundering in massive unemployment
and inflation, China's desperate turn to imperialist aid.
This 15 the wave of the future? The Soviet system has its
pluses and minuses in comparison with the West, but in no
way do they add up to a qualitative step forward, a workers
state, “Defense of the Soviet Union" today means defemding
one decaying power against another. The working class has to
geferd its future against both.

Since nothing preletarian remains of the Soviet state,
what ooes the SL defend? The ancwer becomes clear when we
ash a related guestion: why not defend the “workers'states,"
not  Just the Soviet Union? After all, the Spartacisis be-
lieve there are several of these, created after the war,
gualitatively eouivalent to the USSR. But when “workers'"
China attacked “workers'" Vietnam in 1979, the 5L not only
sided with Vietnam {(on the orounds that China was acting as
a tool of L.S5. imperialism} -- it urged the Aussian rulers
to make a muclear attack on China:

*fs for Moscow's wltimate option, there 1s much that it
could do to bring China around 1f Brezhnev & Co. were
really committed to the international solidarity they
cymcally profess. Peking has an extremely narrow nu-
clear establishment, all of it tarpeted by the USSR,
Likewise the Chinese oil industry is ewtremely vulnera-
ble even to a surgical attack by conventional forces in
Sinkiang and Manchuria.”

It 15 cynical encugh to believe that there can be work-
ers' states at war with one amother. It is somewhat more so
to uwrge the escalation of that war to the point of weeching
a workers' state's economy. The Spartacists' are not ever

attempting to defend proletarian remains in their "workers'
states® but are simply defending the USSR as a power — i
cluding its most blatant nationalist and anti-proletarian in-
terests. Similarly they defended the erection of the Berlin
Wall to imprison East German workers, and in 1981 they
turned their verbal guns apainst the Polish working class.

The Spartacists reduce all questions of program to this
pre-ordained “defense." They think Shachiman’s bureaucratic
collectivism is a smarter idea than the LAP's statified cap-
italism, but they don't really care. "Comrades of the LAP,"
they assure us, "there 15 mo big political difference be-
tween sayind a new bureaucratic class came to power in Rus-
sia and arguing that capitalism was restored there. ... the
program 15 the same" — because both reject defense of the
USSR. Of course, if this were true then the whole Spartacist
methotology would be correct: theory wouldn't matter, and
you could just skip it and move on to “program.

But apain, it is rot true, A third camp theory like bu-
reaucratic collectivism could conclude either that its new
society is prooressive over capitalism, as Shachtman once
did, or reactionary, as Shachtman did later. There are sever-
al such theories around on the left under different names,
and they go both ways. Rudolf Bahro, Paul Sweezy anmd Umberto
Melotti all have third cawmp theories that claim Soviet soci-
ety is progressive. Several Eastern European theorists as
well as Bhachtman's followers call it reactiorary. Their pro—
grams, even limited to the Spartacists' single ouestion, are
different: somwe defend the Soviet Union, some the West. A
third camp theory must come down on one side or the other;
1t carmot balance on a tightrooe forever,

Of course, there are "state capitalist" theories which
to all intents and purposes are the same as bureaucratic
collectivism and lead to similar conclusioms, On the other
hand, a genuire theory of Soviet canitaliss defemds neither
imperialist rival since they both belong to the camp of reac-
tionary capitalisw opposed to the proletariat.

The Russian Question in Practice

A theory of Stalinism, in addition to answering the “de-
fense" guestion, ought to guide one's programmatic interven—
tion in the daily strupples of the working class. Few do.
When the Polish workers erupted in 1980, what third campist
had anmything to call for except democracy? What "deformed
workers' statist® had any better guidance for the workers?
But the workers' own demands did go further, based on the
clear understanding that they are exploited by a "red bour-
geoisie" through the wape system and the emtire economic
structure. They undoubtedly came to their program not from
Marxist theory but from material experience, Marxism's great-
er historical experierce and theoretical analysis could have
taken them further,

Spartacism and Shachtmanism would have been of little
use. Y5 observes accurately that Shachtman's view "does pro-
vide at any static moment in time a similar picture of So-
viet society" to its own. Even more is true: the two theo—
ries provide a similar dynamic picture, for they agree on
denying the applicability of Marx's laws of motion, as admit-
ted, and see no others. Neither foresaw the economic crisis
of Stalinisme that became so explosive in Poland, and neither
could explain 1t except in conjunctural terms.
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Moreover, the Shachtmanites do not favor socialist revo
lution under Stalinism. Their enthusiasm for democracy led
them to support the anti-revolutionary Walesa in Polard and
the dewocratic middle-class dissidents in Aussia. They are
liberal critics of the regimes, not revolutionaries against
it.  The Spartacists, from their guite different stamdpoint,
have moved closer to becoming liberal critics too. Their as-
sessment of Yuri Andropov —- some pluses, sowe minuses, not
a thoroush counterrevolutionary — is clear evidence, Shacht-
manites and Spartacists support different forces within Sta-
limst society but both currents in practice come out for re-
form rather than revolution.

Dur differences with the Spartacists in oractice derive
from one main political point, obviously closely linked with
theory: we, with Trotsky, see Stalinism as counterrevolutiom-
ary; they don't. The Y§ article invokes "the Trotskyist ana-
lysis of the bureaucracy as a contradictory caste.® But Trot-
sky changed his early analysis that the bureaucracy was cen
trist and therefore contradictory. For him the Soviet Union
was contradictory, torn betweenm its progressive economic
base and its reactionary rulers. After the Spanish civil war
he saw the bureaucracy as having definitiwely passed over to
the side of the bourgecisie.

Denying that the Stalinist bureaucracy 1s counterrevolu-
tionary leads straight to asserting its progressive poten—
tial. Thus, in arguing that the bureaucracy camnot be a
class, Young Spartacus asks, "What ruling class in history
has ever split in the face of a revolutionary threat to its
rule as the Humgar:an bureaucracy did 1in 1936, with one
small wing of the bureaucracy and the security police fioht-
ing against the workers and the bulk of the state apparatus
going over to the side of the workers' unsuccessful politi-
cal revoiution?"

The ouestion is rewealing., First of all, it has long
been a Spartacist myth that the bulk of the Humgarian ruling
bureaucracy Joined the workers in 1956. Tracing this myth
back to its origins, we find the statement in a 1966 1ssue
of GBpartacist magazire that 80 percent of the Communist Par-
ty did so -- guite a different matter from the ton sureaucra-
cy, since the party included workers and low-level officials
mary of whom did join the revolutiom. The actual bureaucrat-
ic ruling class did not split guite so sharply, and tnose
who opposed the Russian imvasion, like Premier [mre Nagy,
did so for nationalist reasons rather than communist ones.

Secondly, ruling classes often split under revolutionary
IreEssure, Take the Hussian bourgeoisie in February 1917,
Larce sections, even a majority, abandoned the Czar wien the
workers amd soldiers orought down the autocracy and "went
over” to the revolution in order to contain 1t within capi-
talist charmels. In this they were aided by the reformist
Mersnevik and 5R parties in the working class. Hungary inm
the fall of 1956 is analogous to February, mot Octoder, of
1917, because the workers were not yet led by a revolutiom
ary oarty. It was still possible for sections of the ruling
ciass to be revolutionists against the olo recime, the bet-
ter toc forestall the proletariat from taking power into 1ts
oWn hands.

Had the Hungarian revolution survived to reach its own
"October," the liberal natiomalist Stalinists would nave
been just as counterrevolutionary as reformists lise Heren
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sky proved to e in Russia. And the workers casmec weil bet-
ter nct have counted on any “80 percent" of their bosses to
Join thes, The Spartacists' admiration for that fictional B0
sercent shows Just what sort of revolution they wanted: a
Fearuary, not an October -- that is, sorial reforms, not the
overthrom of a liberal Stalimist regime,

Hail Stalinism

The G5.'s devotion to the Stalimist forces becomes clear-
est whem they ciscuss Afghamistan and Polanc. But we first
have to dispose of a little foolisomess comcerring the So-
viet invasien of Afphanistan. The Y5 insists that the "L
prefers to see the wvictory of CIR-financec Islamic reac—
tion," Dbecause “there is no other possible interoretation
of your ‘condemnation' of the only force militarily capanie
of defeating the mullahs. ”

By the same scholastic iogic, since we aiso calieo for
the muliahs' pefeat, we realistically have to be for a So-
viet wictory. Or, given Lerin's conoemration of tne Czarfs
war against Germary in 1914, “there 15 no other possibie in-
teroretation” than to say, as many Menshevius pid, that he
supported thne Halser, Agaim, since the Spartacists tnew

glves would like to see Rpapan cefeatec ana since tnere is
w realistic alternative except Moncale ... But this 1s stu-
and. it 15 perfectly nossinle to oppose poth reactionary
iifes. When we weote on Afghanistan that "Marxists call for
the defeat of both warring counterrevolutionary siges" {So-
ciaizst Woipe Mo, 9, we stood in & lomg Marxist tradition

and meant no other interoretation, possible or not.

The SL's crazy logic stems from 1ts 1ilusions im Staline
ism: since dfghamistan so clearly poses the guestion of gooo
verses evil, whoever is not with us 15 apainst us. Young
between the reforms 1mitiated by the petty-DOUrEOIS mation-
aiist regiwe (such as teaching women 1o reac and writel and
the mullah-led forces of Islamic reaction.” And 2 ohoto cao-
tion reacs, "LRP Women's Commission? No—it's women chaineo
to the veil in Afghanistan. Hail Red frmy!"

The trouble with this 1s that the revolutiomary mationai-
ist regime of 1978-79 that introcuced funcamental reforss
was overthrown by the Soviet invasion' Once installec, Rus-
sia's new Afghan ruler Babrax Karmal 010 his oest to curry
favor with the reactionary mullans: he swore loyalty to “sac-
red” Islam and 1ts medieval “family traditions, * rep.aceg
the revolutionary red flag with am isiamic green one, 1sSued
& decree guaranteeing private property, orought Oro—momarch-
15t figures from the pre-revoiutionary regime into 51S cabi-
ret and tried to make friemds with Ayatolian Khomeima im
next=goor lran, reversing tne previous regime's poiicy of
condemning  Khomeini's “tyranry and Oespotisw.” More recently
Harma! has "enacted lerislation piving extensive locai pow
ers to trinal chiefs," according to the May 7 Manchester

Buarcian Weeiiy. He is subsidizing the tribai leaders., the
wuilahs' allies, and plans to corvoke the momarchist Lol Jir-
ga, or tribal assembly, oromisinD not to run party candli-
dates against the tribaiists' for local office.

The Gpartacists do not even bother to cdiscuss actual
Afghan events. Since they "snow" the Soviets olay a revoiu-
tiorary role, they assert this over anc over, using 1t chief-
ly as a clup to wield against other leftists and to show



their own supposed concern for the basic rights of miserably
oppressed  Afghan women. But the club is hollow. Out of ei-
ther ignorance or intent, they are on a side capitulating to
pre-capitalist reaction and national oppression. Iromically,
the tendency that boasts itself the most comsistent and in-
transigent foe of Islamic reaction (in Iram) is hailing its
supporters in Afghanistan. Nothing more clearly demonstrates
the 5.'s politics of pretense, posture and pro-Stalinmism.

(e acd two footnotes for the sake of accuracy: 1) There
i5 no longer a Red Army. During World War Il Stalin changed
the former revolutionary name to "Soviet Rrmy," replacing a
ciass oesignatiom by what had becose merely a national one.
The Bpartacists' usage gives Stalin's champe a revolutionary
cover. 2} Since Y5 eworesses concern about our Oberiin com-
rades' spelling of Shachtman, we can return the favor and
suggest that it defend the Afghans, the people, as well as
the Afghanis, their currency. )

Solidarnosc: a Workers' Movement

Newt comes Poland. Y5 notes, accurately emougn, that
"the LAP ‘'defemds’ Sclidarnosc wnile condemming 1ts “West-
ern-oriented, Church-ridcen, reformist’ leaders." Yes, we
often distinguish between the struggles of a mass movement
and the politics of its current leadershin. We defeng, for
example, the U.5. trade unions, despite the always pro-capi-
talist and often reactiomary policies of their leaders. This
gistinction, crucial for Mardists and for anyone who wants
to fight for workers' interests in the labor movement, 1S
inst on the Spartacists.

For in its very mext semtence Y5 concludes that we "de—
fend a ‘movement' that is blatamtly Pilsudskiite, priest-
ridden, anti-Semitic and pro-capitalist." Mo, Solidarnosc
was not all this. There were small groups of Pilsudshiites
and anti-Semites in it, wielding far less influence than
guch scum have had in Polish Stalinist povermments over the
years, There were some gro-capitalist theoreticians (in tne
Spartacists' sersel attached to Solidarnosc, but there was
ne mass sentiment For elimimating state ownership of the
means of production. Moreover, Gereral Jaruzelski aiso has
gians for decentralizing the economy, no less far reaching
than tnose proposed inside Selidarnosc. Finally, the move—
ment was priest-ridden, but that circumstance must be biamed
on the deeds of the Stalinists who permitted no legal cpposi-
tion except through the Church, as the Spartacists sometimes
recognized in their more [ucid moments.

In a sense this is all beside the point., Selidarnosc was
a mass workers' movement of ten million people. At its peak
it stood for the interests of all the oppressed and unrepre—
sented sectors of Polish scciety. It was created out of tne
strugoie of the Gdansk MMS  in August 1980, a near-soviet
achievement (in the s=ense of 1917) that posed the ouestion
of working-class revolution) the umion formation adopted at
the urging of Walesa and his reformist allies {in comjunc—
tion with the regime) was a step backward. Bt 1ts end 1t was
an obstacle to the workers' struggle as so many union appara-
tuses are in the West, doing its best to hold the masses
sack from confromting the repressive, self-serving and 1ncom-
petent authorities.

Mevertheless, as long as Solidarnosc was a movement
based on the working class and defending its interests, how-

ever badly, Marwists had the elementary duty to defend 1t
from attack. But the Spartacists did not: they applauded the
Stalinist military crackdown, welcomed it in advance at what-
ever cost in blood and shed crocodile tears over the fate of
the workers. That was a criminally anfi-woriing class posi-
tion, eguivalent to supoorting the Soviet counterrevolution
i Humgary in 1956, or Stalin's mass murders in the 1930%s,
or Noske and Scheidemarm in 1919, The Spartacists were in no-
ole company: although Reagan protested the crackdown for his
own political ends, Westerm bankers quietly cheered Jaruzel-
ski on (how else recover their millions?) and the workers'
faise friemd in the Vatican intemtly wurged them to stay
cale.

What could possibly bring a professedly Marwist and Trot-
skyist organization to such a pass? Only the most extrese
cymicism, the utmost contempt for actual wording-class ped-
ple as opposed to the rational "planmers" wno rule ficti-
tious “workers’ states.” This element nas always Deen pres-
ent 1m Spartacist politics, but 1t emerged with a vengeance
in the last decace or so. In the past tne 50 at least tried
to be critical of Stalimism wnile defending the US5R; now
its pro-Sovietism has siwoly become pro-Stalimism, bran-
dished as a shield to warc off opportumist spirits that
piague the group. To no avail: the 5L's underiying U.S. cnau-
vinism behind its aomiration of vationalise and planming al-
Ways gets out. Its recent opposition to the forcible expul-
sion of U, 5. marines from Lebanon was only the latest exam
pie of a pro—fwerican appeal cast 1n anti-imperialist form:
we have documented others in issues of this magazine.

The two cases of Afghanistan and Poland are supposed to
prove that we in the LRP, "despite your protestations to the
contrary, stand with imperialism against the Soviet degemera-
ted workers' state." It doesn't work. Both the Afghan inva-
sion and the Polish crackdown were done 1n the interest of
world, that 1s, imperialist, stability. The Spartacists ag-
plauded this explicitly over Afghamistan {“everyome recog-
mizes that the Aussian presence on the Afghan boroer of [ran
is one of the few stabilizing features in a dangerousiy un-
ruzelski did so for them in Poland. Contrary to their charpe
against us, it is they who stand witn imperialism against
the workers and the oppressed in an increasing number of
cases — wherever this stance can be given a pro-Soviet jus-
tification. Shachtean too staried slowly down the pro-imperi-
alist road.

Tnere are perhaps young comrades of the SYL who have not
been totally corrupted by all this; the fact that our
leaflet and letters {together with Young Spartacus's platant
lying) forced a reconsideration may indicate some healthy
horesty and concern for genuine Trotsiyism. But more than
re-education  over tactics 15 reguired to to realign
adherents of so cynical a temdency with ®arxism. It means
crossing the barricades, to the side of the proletariat. m
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Election ‘84

continued from page 1

the disinherited, the disrespected and the despised,” but he
- promised them only the chance to vote for Mondale over Rea-
gan,

"I will deliver® the black vote, he repeated two weels
later to the Natiomal Urban Leapue, and to Walter Mondale a
ponth afterwards. In the early part of the campaign Mordale
haughtily ignored Jackson's pleas for a piece of the action;
later he granted some posts to blacks, mostly those who had
supported him, not Jackson — and this was enough to pull
Jackson into lire. Of course, Jackson couples his party loy-
alty with pledoes to maintain his independence and campaign
for “freedom” as well as the ticket. But this too is intend-
ed to make plausible his drive to ensnare more black voters,

Democrats Act Like Republicans

The real story of the convention and subsequent campaign
is mot Jackson or Geraldire Ferraro but the party's clear
turn to the right. Despite the outpouring of support for
Jackson, despite the unprecedented role of labor in the pri-
maries, despite the first nomination of a woman for national
office (made possible by the Jackson effort), the choice be-
tween Mondale and Reapan looks even less meaningful than be-
fore. The Democrats feel they can take for granted the votes
of wmillions of blacks, workers and women who appear to have
no place else to go. It is this void on the left that ena-
bles the party to move right. Capitalism owes a debt of grat-
itude to Jesse Jackson which it probably will rever pay.

Mondale may even win in November, thanks to the votes of
millions of black and other working-class people, but this
Wwill not mean the end of the Reaganism that many see as the
enewly. For although Democrats and Republicans appeal to dif-
ferent constituencies, they operate in and for the same sys-
tem: capitalism — imperialist, decaying capitalism. Mondale
in office will be subject to its demands just as much as Rea-
gan. And under its present conditions he has already prom—
ised to carry out much the sase progras.

Mondale susmed 1t up it best himself in his convention
acceptance speech: “Look at our platform. There are no de-
fense cuts that weaken our security; no business tawes that
weaken our economy; no laundry lists that raid our Trea-
sury. "

Yes, let's look. Should Mondale win, the massive arss
build-up begun by Jimmy Carter and speeded up by Reagan will
not stop; only Reagan's rate of acceleration will be slowed
ifrom 7 to & percent yearlyl. Business tawxes, which have
been slashed under every recent president and cut to the
bore by Reagan, will stay minimal; hemce what workers' have
to pay will stay msaximal. On top of this Mondale moted:
“Let's tell the truth — M. Reagan will raise tawes, and so
will 1. He won't tell you. I just did."® But if that's the
truth (and it is), and if business taxes won't be raised
land they won't), whose tawes are left? There wight be a
token increase for the rich, but the bulk of the funds to
cut into Reagan's deficit will have to come from the working
class.

Notice also Mondale's implication that tax cuts for busi-
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ness have strengthened the economy. But there has beem no
payoff in productivity, and not even Reagan claims that the
world-historic deficit stemming from his ares spending and
tax cuts is something to be proud of. So how do business
taxes ‘“weaken our economy"? Mondale's statement makes sense
only if he is worried about weakening business profits, not
the economic health of the vast majority. Naturally he says
that Reagan rules for the rich and privileged, but so would
he. That's one truth he's not telling.

The “laurdry list" that Mondale mowm mocks used to in-
clude such welcome (but false) promises from the Democrats
as national health insurance and low-income housing, The
fact that it's not there is a further indication that now
both parties have given up claiming to be able to meet the
needs of the desperate and despised. In sum, if you like
Republican economic policies you've got two candidates to
choose from.

Mow look at foreign policy. Public opinion polls show
that on this issue the Democrats could have their biggest ad-
vantage; people may be fooled by the temporary upturn in the
economy, but many still don't trust Reagan at the head of
the armed forces. Yet the Democrats complain that Reagan can
get hundreds of soldiers slaughtered in Lebanon and still
smell like roses. Why? Well, for starters, does anyone remes-
ber Mondale's position on the troops in Lebamon? Or on the
invasion of Grenada? FReapgan at least appears to know what
he's doing; even when he charnges his mind he does it deci-
sively. Mobody kmows what Mondale stands for,

Mondale Also Imperialist

Underneath all his waffling what Mondale does stand for
is mot all that different from Reagan. Both his acceptance
speech amd the party platform framed the world's crises in
terms of "Soviet meddling" ard stuck to the usual imperial-
ist parameters in democratic disguise: for one example, they
vowed to pursue peace in the Middle East by comtinuing to
militarily champion Israel, the region's chief warmaker; for
another, he said nothing about the U.5.%s racist ally, South
Africa (despite Jackson's importunings). Mondale supports
the meaningless “"nuclear freeze® only to leave funds for
strengthening the readiness, mobility and size of 'u:m'-re'n-
tional" imperialist forces.

On Central America Mondale did sound different from Rea-
gan. He came out for "human rights" in El Salvador like his
mentor Jimmy Carter, but resmember that Carter used that cov-
er five years ago to back Duarte's civilian facade for wili-
tary rule. Today both Reagan and Mondale are both fans of
Duarte. Mondale also promised to “stop the illegal war in Ni-
caragua.” This sounds good, but resember that when Gary Hart
called for a U.5. military withdramal from Honduras (where
American “advisers" conduct the contra operation), Mondale
charged him with "pulling the plug on Central Pmerica.”

Mor can we forget the previous presidemtial promise to
stop an illegal war: Lyndon Johnson's campaign pledge in
1964 to stay out of Vietnam. Dewocratic presidential candi-
dates have a long history of getting into wars after promis-
ing peace; this is, in fact, the chief bourgecis technigue
of softening the country up %o accept a "necessary” war,
Even if Mondale did withdraw from one war, his dedication to
U.5. imperialism would inevitably lead him into others,



Both the convention and campaign meshed with the plat-
fore's conservatisa, The much admired keyrote speech by
Mario Cucwmc married all the old espty liberal phrases to
patriotic icoms like family and pioneer spirit. The selec-
tion of Beraldine Ferraro, a Tip 0'Meill hack liberal, fora-
er prosecutor and millionaire real estate speculator was
made to appeal to traditiomally comservative Catholic eth-
nics as well as women. Mondale also tried to refurbish Bert
Lance to please the “conservative Scuth." At that rate he
would have promised to move the White House to Jerusalem if
he thought that would win him Jewish voters drifting right-
ward into Reagan's camsp. fAccordingly, Mondale's campaipn
themes have becose patrictiss, hard work, thrift, law and
order and religion

Why the Democrats Shifted Right

The ewxcuse for the Democrats' move to the right is that
Reagan won in a landslide last time and is wildly popular,
50 an appeal must be made to his conservative base, That is
why for three years congressional Democrats gave the votes
reeded %o pass Reagan's cutbacks and tax breaks for the
rich, and why they supported wost of his aid to Central Rmer-
ican reactiomaries. During the primaries the candidates had
to appeal chiefly to the Democratic Party's own base, so
their appeal sounded more liberal. But they are now back in
what they see as Aeagan's territory.

No doubt the Democratic politicians believe that they
have to move rightward so visibly in order to catch up with
the wvoters. But there is a deeper class reality underneath
their shift. The Democrats are not simply liars and opportun-

upper—echelon Democrats. The motion of the masces thewselves
has in fact beem contradictory.

The Democratic Party has always had at its corg g share
of big capitalists, allied to certain petty-bourgenis amd
labor aristocratic layers. With the fading of the post-war
prosperity, the "newly arrived” elesents grew wore defersive
towards WL 5. capitalism now that they had a stake in the Bys~
tem, They wiew the rise of overseas upheavals with dismay
and favor strong "defense® to ward off disasteps, They alsao
fear mass discontent at home growing among out=of-work, low=
paid and precariously employed workers; while they welcome
the traditional economic promises (now emptier tham ever)
they also see thewselves as border guards for feripan val-
ues. Symbolic of this trend are the labor and Jewieh leag-
ers, champions once of Democratic liberalism but now of the
status guo.

But the party's vobing base was built among the large ur=
ban working class, largely Catholic but including blacks and
other minorities as well. Their stake in the systew iz less
solid. While they share in part their leaders' attitude,
theirs has another dimension: many white workers voted for
Reagan in 1980 as a radical act, signifying not a deep con-
servative ideology but an urgent desire for something differ-
ent. Reagan's decisiveress, his theories of how to achieve
prosperity and his umwavering opposition to the "Eastern es-
tablishment" looked better than Carter's “malaise,” flip-
flops and austerity program.

Reagan, however, acted differently in office lac we pre=
dicted). Because his sunbelt bourgecisie is intimately inter-
twined with Wall Street, he waged no war against the estah-

Walter Mondale, hawk, laughs it up with Lane Kirkland, hack.

lishment but blended it into his administra-
tion. The polemics apainst the big banks
gied out; what held his restive nett;—huur-
peols wvoting base was his comservative so-
cial  program (anti-abortionm, Bro-prayer,
etc.) as well as his debt-based “recoy-
ery, " Reagan's program is unabashedly capi-
talist. [t celebrates profits and, ﬁxthnut
the annoyance of workirg-class or blach up-
heavals, it makes no concessions, Aeagan
basks 1im the bourgeoisie's support amd acts
with confidence if not comsistency. He i
the BGreat Warrior, up against a Efe;t Waf-
fle.

Mondale's waffling, like his other "ner—
sonal" characteristic of borimg preachi-
ness, is less a matter of persomality than
of rclass relations. The Democrats have been
historically torn between their pseential

ists who will adopt any policy to win votes. They have con-
victions based on their class position; they interpret the
voters' attitudes from their particular capitalist vantage
points.

Reagan's popularity f{even if normally overestimated)
stems from the tenuous economic upturn and his apparent de-
cisiveness, The latter is crucial, because millions of fmeri-
cans are confused and worried about the future. The image of
an increasingly conservative fmerica falling for Reagan's
fabled attraction is false, but it mirrors the views of the

task of defending capitalise amd thoir maze
appeal to their working-class base. [n prosperous times they
appear less split; now, with world capitalism desperate to
stave off depression, their contradictions become glaring.
The old liberal rhetoric glowed when there was money behind
it for concrete payoffs to masses in motiong now Moncalels
speeches sound stale because his promises can only be fay
and hollow,

The Democrats know the system cannot afford more Jor the
deprived sectors {(let alone whole classes); indeed it aust
take more from them. Yet the party must retain its base
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among ethnically divided workers. Hence the inevitable wob—
ble. Set in motion by the contradictory class bases, the
wobble 1s most visible on the surface where the party's var—
ious e=s~tors (the unions, the mimorities, muclear freezers,
save the whales, etc.) compete for attention. Mondale is
obliged to be all things to all men and all women, all
blacks and all whites, all yuppies and workers, Jews, Ital-
ians, Morth, South, etc., etc. But his payoffs for the base
are more vicarious than real.

Jesse Jacksom was only the latest Democratic supplicant.
He got nothing because there was mothing, mo worthwhile so—
cial promise, to give. And he shares the blame: black and la-
bor leaders who detour their rebellious bases into electoral-
ism thereby remove the pressure on the systew felt by the
Democrats. Ironically, Jackson's campaign to move the Demo—
cratic Party left only succeeded in helping it move right.
The party meed only offer a few border guard positioms to
the new arrivals to ensure their votes. Berry Ferraro as
vice president will do mothing for working-class women; the
blacks amointed by Mondale will only become spokesmen for
austerity.

Of course, when the workers' struggle does revive you
can be sure that some Dewocratic politician (Ted Kenmedy?
Jesse Jackson?) will be waiting at the pass to head it off.
He (or she) will promise all kinds of good things as long as
the workers' stay tied to the Democrats or some other suit-
ably capitalist party, and don't disentangle themselves from
electoraliss. The fact that Mondale makes no such promises
now proves the passive state of the labor movement, most not-
ably its official leadership, the labor bureaucracy.

Labor's Dead-End Electoralism

Mordale is supposed to owe lots of favors to the labor
bureaucrats, since it 15 their funds and manpower that boost-
ed him over the top in a hard-fought primary campaign. Yet
their strategy ensures that there will be no workers' move—
ment left to demand anything from either Mondale or Reagan.

For example, there are three major industrial sectors
with contracts up for megotiation between now and November:
the coal miners, auto workers and postal workers. The UfW bu-
reaucrats have indicated that the last thing they want is a
pre-election strike, out of fear of giving Reagan an elector—
al boost. Reaganm has already called for "restraint” by the
auto uniom in an attempt to intimidate workers. But the auto
companies’ highly visible profits, coming after major conces-
sions by their workers, have raised the ranks' expectations.
A union sell-out could backfire against the bureaucrats and

drive workers away from their candidate.
Postal uniom officials have already acted to avoid a

strike, despite the provocation by Reagan's Postal Service
minions who threatemed to introduce a two-tier wage system
and thereby break the unions in all but name. The Letter
Carriers' convention in Las Vegas in August decided to go to
arbitration, effectively postponing their new contract until
after the elections in the hope that a Reagan defeat will
improve the political climate. The APWU reasoned similarly.
But a Mondale administration dedicated to deficit cutting
will be of little more help than a hostile Reagan

The unions' strategy of pinming everything on the elec-
tions guarantees that their defeatist lire in industrial
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struggles will be reinforced this year. Electoraliss rules
out major strikes, especially those that could escalate into
serious confrontations with political effects. Under current
capitalist circumstances, it also means that nothing will be
won from the Democrats — since it takes mass strunggles to
force the politicians' hands. The upshot is that the working
class loses either way.

inless the electoral trap is broken, the efforts of the
masses will be channmeled into narrow sectoral avenues and
even fratricidal warfare rather than class struggle. fAs the
past has proven, capitalism in crisis won't pay to meet work-
ing-class needs, but it will pay for war preparations, lead-
ing to conflicts between not only sectors but nations too.

There is a way out of the trap. Trapically, the bureau-
crats have prevented a general strike aimed at stopping Rea-
gan's attacks, leaving each union alome, Workers justifiably
fear that isolated and bureaucratically led strikes lead to
defeat. But broader strikes uniting several sections could
break the isolation amd lead to a pemeral strike to crack
the capitalists' stranglehold. (The accompanying article on
the Mew York hospital workers' strike shows how this could
have been done.) A general strike would teach workers a
practical lesson in class rconsciousness as opposed to the
present sectoral division and powerlessmess. FAnd it would
also prove to workers that the stete is their enemy, that
their only real alternative is revolution.

Leftists in the Capitalist Camp

But fighting for such a strategy reguires a leadership
totally different from today's bureaucrats, an altermative
dedicated to the working class and not to capitalism. Work-
ers who recognize this (today relatively few) look to the
left. What they most oftem find is far from revolutiomary.

It is not just union bureaucrats who are tying working
people to the capitalist Democrats. Most of the organized
left, drifting steadily to the right, has played the same
role in this election period. The excuse for some was the
Jesse Jackson “movesent,” supposedly a totally different mat-
ter from everyday corrupt bourgeois politics. (For social
desocrats and the Comsunist Party, of course, no excuse was
needed; they've always found the Desocratic evil lesser.)
Now that Jackson is in Mondale's everyday bourgeois camp, we
may ask: whither the left? :

Ore large radical newspaper, the Guardian, showed what
is happenino. It argued in an August 8 editorial that "Rea-
gan Must Bo" and urged a vote for Mondale, adding apologeti-
cally, "but much more important for the left is militant or—
ganizing against the policies Reagan stands for.” It claimed
to have "no illusions about the Desocratic Party" and rea-
soned, "A defeat of the reactionaries in November can offer
an important breathing space to the left amd progressive for-
ces in the U.5. and, perhaps more important, to liberation
movesents and anti-imperialist countries arcurd the world."

Two accompanying articles, however, demonstrated that
the Guardian has illusions aplenty inm both the Desocrats and
the left. One offers advice to the Democrats: "instead of
proposing a watered-down Reaganisam, they would do better to
run on a straightforsard platform that would address the in-
terests of Blacks and other minorities and the working class
and mobilize them. That way seews to offer the best possibil-



ity of beating Reagan.” As if the Democrats ever wanted to
wobilize workers and the oppressed; their whole purpose 1s
to demobilize the working class and steer i1t into electoral-
ism! fis for addressing the interests of the masses, the arti-
cle itself stumbled onto why this wasn't done: "The Demo—
crats may be politically and economically unable to offer
the broad and costly New Deal/Great Society-type programss."
The editorial endorsing Momdale makes the same point,
that Reagan's right-wing policies "more fundamentally are a
reflection of the gemeral crisis of capitalisa, ® But it com—
cludes without explanation that while the Desocrats have no
solutions to fundamental problems, "we have every faith that
the reactionary forces headed by Reagan

brave words could not withstand the opportunist logic the
CWP had already accepted: once you abardon the class distinc-
tion between Jackson and the proletariat you might as well
oo all the way.

President will not improve the daily livees of our people and
we would have to continue to fight for our basic needs and
rights under a Mondale administration, many of us prefer to
fight Mondale than Reagan. In the short run Resgan is more
dangerous 1n that he is more capable of starting a nuclear
war, In addition, there is a strong wass sentiwent against

Reagan given his inhumane policies. Given this situation,

will continue to make them worse." This
argument lor lack of onel evidently means
that the Guardian has "every faith" that
the Democrats will pot make them worse,
It iz guick to forget not only Jimmy Car-
ter and Lyndon Johmson but also 1ts own
Marwistical verbiage about the capitalist
Crisis.

" s for the “breathing space” for the
left to mobilize, we are dubious, Up un-
til the Democratic convention mobiliza-
tioms were few and far between, since the
so—called left devoted its energies to
campaigning for Jackson. (There was, for
enample, mno mass protest against Reagan's
military intervention in Lebanon,) Just
as the union officials fear strikes that
might dawage Monoale's chances, leftist
pseudo-realists iocoking for “the best pos-
sibility of beating HReagan” will prefer
to postpone "divisive® mobilizatloms.

They are likely to follow their model
Jesse Jackson, who las reported the sec-
ond article, on the "Aainbow Coalitiom)

o Y

Philadelphia postal workers demonstrate against U.5. Postal Ser-
vice'’s union-busting attack. Labor support to Mondale undermines
workers® defense.

Will be giving his time to voter registra-
tion to aid Democrats -- that is his form of "mobilization.®
This article also shows that the "militant orgamzing” the
Rainbow leaders are interested in 15 electing politiciams to
local office; no other kind 1s mentioned.

Moreover, there is nothing left or wmilitant about Jack-
son's local Democratic candidates. In our last issue we de-
tailed how Jackson's lecal leadership in Jersey City, New
Jersey, was linked to the pro-Reagan mayoral machine. Since
then, Jackson's big primary victory in Jersey City soilled
over into votes for the machine —- which thereby consoli-
dated : s grip on the Desocratic Party and used it to comtim—
ue ric-ing the town of its poorer, mostly black and Hispan—
ic, workers, Predictably, when local members of a Workers
World Party front group campaigning for Jackson were picked
up by Jersey City cops and subjected to vile racist attacks,
they got ro support from the their Jacksonite "friends,”

A more pathetic example on the capitulating left is the
Communist Workers Party, which had campaigned enthusiastical-
ly for Jackson but cisdained Mondale. "Workers, Blacks and
other oppressed people in the U.5. will gain nothing if Mon-
dale beats Aeapan. We will lose nothing if Reagan beats Mom-
dale," it once wrote. Bul as our magazine predicted, such

what should we do? We believe we should work to defeat Rea-

The CWP's hesitant turn is a far cry from its earlier
confidence: “The real revolutionaries are people willing to
go into the Democratic Party, the bourgecisie's turf, and
put their politics out to the millions.™ Brave but empty
words, for with its political turn Workers Viewooint folded
shop: it announced suspension of publication so that the
staff could ‘“devote all our attention” to "a orocess of re-
evaluating the paper's role amd direction,”

This excuse 15 absurd from the paper's own viewpoint:
fold mnow? When the masses are cut there in their millions?
Whem the danger of mnuclear war is at hand? It has wo jogic
to it, except that jumping into the bourgecizie's gutter can
be demoralizing. The CWPers are not the first to abandon
even nominally revolutiomary cowbat, and they will not be
the last.

Another tack was taken by the arch-Stalinist "Bolshevik
League," which supported Jackson in the Democratic primaries
and now urges him to run for president as an independent, In
doing so they pretty up his ardently pro-capitalist prooram
(for specifics of it see Proletarian Revolution No. 21) and
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overlook the central fact that the whole purpose of Jack-
BOR'S CaMbaign was %o boost the Democratic Party. Such left-
1865 Who still publicly emthuse over Jackson —— while he him-
self takes to the stump for Mondale — are, like it or not,
serving to build the Democratic Party's standing asong the
MaSses,

™e Democrats are proving once again that bourgeois elec-
toralis® is no solution at all for capitalise’s victims, Ev—
erywhere black and working-class struggles will be fettered
by Stheir ridcle-class leaders’ dedication to electing Demo-

The Farrakhan Fracas

Blacks, Jews and Nationalism

Now that Jesse Jackson is out of the central media spot-
lighty the controversy over Nation of Islam leader Louis Far—
rakhan's remarks about the Jews has ebbed. But only for the
moment; Farrakhan is not Just a media creation invented to
harass an uncorventional black candidate. Both he and the is-
SUER e has hecome associated with are here to stay.

The cdemands on Jackson to repudiate Farrakhan for his
anti-Semitism were hypocritical in the extrese. The same
critics did vot demand that Walter Mondale repudiate friends
{ike Ed WVrdolyak, the openly racist Democratic machine pol
in Chicags, or Ed Hoch, the less opem but equally racist
sayor of New York. Mor have they suggested that Mondale dis-
sociafe himself from those Jewish groups supporting him that
reguiarly spew out anti-frab caricatures, or that Ronald Rea-
gan breay from inmuserable racist Republican supporters.

For that matter, they haven't asked Jackson or Beraldine
Ferraro to demounce segregationist George Wallace, to whom
both made pilgrimages during their campaigns. And the
Senate's 95 to 0 vote condemning Farrakhan as a bigot was an
atomiration, coming from a body that has mothing to say
about the bigots within 1t and never saw fit to condemn the
i Klux #ian and similar white racist outfits.

It is true both that the attacks on Farrakhan (and
through himy, on  Jackson) were racist, and that Farrakhan
made anti-white and anti-Semitic comments. But the two cam
not  be equated: there is an essential difference between the
racism of the oppressors and that of the oppressed. The view
of many German Jews that the whole German people were respomn—
sible for Hitlerism was wrong, racist and disastrous for
their resistance -- but it was hardly eguivalent to the Nazi
crimes, Racise in America leads to mass violence against
blacks, whereas Farrakhan represents a dangerous ideology
capable of irreparably harming the struggle against it. In
the lomg run he provides yet another sethod for racist capi-
talism to maintain its domimance over black people.

Farrakhan vs. Hitler

The uproar over Farrakhan started when he was accused of
being an admirer of Hitler. He is, but in a specific semse.
For exampie, he said that Hitler was not just “great” but
"wickedly preat.” He admired not Hitler's massacre of the
Jews, despite the lionist smears, but rather his mational-
isM.  He may aim to become a true Hitler in the future — his
views fayoring the most retrograde forms of capitalism, the
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crats. If working people allow their strikes and other class
battles to be derailed so that Mondale can pass, they will
win even less. Fellow workers devoted to the fight against
capitalism must join the LRP in struggle against the elec-
toral trap and for the gemeral strike. In this we are lay-
ing the basis for the revolutionary party that is the only
penuine alternative to the Mondales and the Reagams.

A Vote for the Democrats or the Republicans
Is a Vote for Racism, Depression and Warl

Leo Frank, a Jew, lynched by KKK. Lynching was
aimed mainly at blacks, but Jews didn‘t escape.
Capitalism will try to massacre both in future
holocaust.

subjection of women and the oppression of gays are already

reactionary enough — but that's not what he is saying mowi
"Here the Jews don’t like Farrakham, so they call me
Hitler. Well, that's a pood name. Hitler was a very
great man. He wasn't great for me as a black persom, but
he was a great German. Now I'm not proud of Hitler's
evil against Jewish people, but that's a matter of rec
ord. He rose Germany up from nothing. Well, in a sense
you could say there's similarity in that we are rising
our people up from nothing. But don't compare me with
your wicked killers."”

Mationalists think alike: the probless of their people
can be solved by building a great nation. This is why Far-
rakhan adwires Hitler. He sees blacks as an emerging nation
with their own emerging religion of Islam — a totality that



includes all blacks except “traitors.” 50 too he sees Jews
as a totality: Judaism = Jionism = Jewishness. This paral-
lelism does not of course mean that rival natiomalists like
each other. Each is out for his own nation within the exist-
ing world of capitalist imperialism and its unceasing war of
all against all. Different nations and nationalists make al-
liances and break them; each is for his own at the expense
of all others. Farrakhan puts it in religious terms:
*This I want the Jews to know and we want the world to
kmow: that they are not the chosen people of God. ...
What will you do today when the lie is uncovered and we
show the world that we are the chosen people of that
promise? We are the people who have no land that we can
call our own. ... MWe are the chosen pecple of God and
can back it up. We are ready to do battle with you wher—
ever you cose from in the earth. It is the black people
in America that is the chosen people of Almighty God."

There are apologists (including socialist omes) who in-
sist that Farrakhan is simply anti-lionist -— opposed to the
racially exclusive state of Israel — but not anti-Jewish.
The Socialist Horkers Party's Militant (July 13) asserted
that the charge of anti-Semitism "is a lie from start to
finish." But it had to adwit that there was something a mite
off the mark in Farrakhan's reference to Judaism as a "pgut-
ter" f(or “"dirty") religion, that while he attacks Zionism
*he incorrectly equates those who adhere to the Jewish reli-
gion with lionisme." Ewactly: if he's anti-lionist but de-
fires all religious Jews as Zionists, then he's anti-Jewish.
Likewise, when he singles out Judaism as a "gutter religion”
while not attacking other religions, he is again anti-Jew-
ish. The SWP notes that Farrakhan's "mistake" in equating
Judaism with lionism is the same as the lionists' denouncing
all critics of Israel as anti-Semites. Very true, but to
show that Farrakhan uses the same nationalist logic as lion-
isa is hardly a defense.

The Workers World Party also eulogizes Farrakhan. It not
only campaigned for Jesse Jackson but also wanted to see his
alliance with Farrakhan maintained. Rs for the “dirty reli-
gion" matter, Workers World desurred: “Unfortunately, this
attack on an individual religion is incorrect and could well
be taken as being anti-Sewitic.” Indeed it could, but we are
mot told how the WWP takes it. The 54 and WWP's diplosatic
delicacy in defemse of chauvinism against Jews is really a
demonstration of their patronizing attitude towards blacks,
Like the claim that Farrakhan is engaged in a sort of na-
tional-religious overstatement or "hyperbole,” this patroni-
zation is ntesptuous of the black audience Farrakhan is
trying to mi+ ead.

Farrakhan vs. Malcolm X

To see this clearly one only has to read Malcolm X, who,
even when he was a firm black nationalist, characteristic—
ally aimed at clear, concrete explamation illustrated by
sharp examples and metaphors. He aimed to inform an audience
he respected; he said what he meant and he meant what he
said. Perhaps that helped lead him away from nationalisa and
its wystifications. In any case, Farrakhan detested Malcolm
so much that he contributed to the atmosphere of murderous
threats that led to Malcolw's assassination (Farrakhan was
hardly hyperbolic when he wished Malcolm dead). Of course,

Malcoln's clarity came from his politics: for ome thing, he
fully understood that blacks' reliance on the racist Dewmo-
cratic Party was a disaster — unlike Farrakhan and Jacksom.

Nationalism and Integrationism

Farrakhan's particular natiomalist views are important
even though blacks in the U.5. are not a nation. The persis-
tence of nationalism as an ideclogy shows that it reflects
aspects of reality among Pmerican blacks, just as does the
persistence of assimilationism. Blacks comstitute a specific
caste in American society placed in a contradictory posi-
tion. Periodically the promise of eguality and acceptance is
dangled before them, but it is always obvious under the sur-
face {and especially during crises) that capitalist America
carmot allow true equality or integration. Out of this con-
tradiction spring both integrationism and mationalism as dif-
ferent ways of fighting to survive

Farrakhan's rhetoric talks of creating a separate black
economy. He 1is a vigorous advocate of "free enterprise” and
the hiring of black labor by black businesses. The fact that
black workers today are overwhelmingly ewploited by the dowmi-
nart white capitalism, while only a few work for the tiny
black bourgecisie, determines that Farrakhan's ostersible
goal is to create a mation with an organic relationship be-
tween its bourgecisie and proletariat.

Despite their differences, Farrakhan's friemdship with
Jesse Jackson and Operation PUSH is built upon a common so-
cial conservatism and busiress orientation. PUSH pushes to
enlarge the realw of black business by getting more and bet-
ter franchises from white-owned corporations. It accepts the
present corporate domination as a fact of life. Like Elijah
Muhameed and Marcus Garvey before him, Farrakhan tries to de-
velop a network of black businesses in present-day America,
more independent than those envisaged by the integration-
ists; his talk of a separate black nation and econcmy in the
future serves to attract black masses yearning for solidari-
ty today. Farrakhan the nationalist adwires Jackson the inte-
grationist not only for his pro-business leanings but for
bringing the growing black comsciousness to a head through
his electoral campaign.

Just as Farrakhan supported Jackson's attespt to gain
clout within the system, many blacks who do not share Far-
rakhan's nationalist views still welcomed his adherence to
Jackson's cause. The bloc seemed to represent the need for
black unity, self-assertion and self-defense. When the power
brokers tried to hobble Jackson by hypocritically using Far-
rakhan's words against him, blacks saw the racist attack un-
dernaath the charges and lined up in support,

Each in his own way, Jackson and Farrakhan believe in
the Pwerican dream: social wobility, working ore's way up
the ladder provided by capitalism. The desire to "move on
up®" involves a change in class and is of mecessity an indivi-
dualistic outlook; small rumbers of petty bourgecis aspi-
rants succeed, and this success serves to guicken the
(doomed) hopes of the masses. For the excluded races, reli-
gions and nationalities, moreover, the few individual "suc-
cesses® are possible only through consolidation of group
power, the ability to exact demands from the ruling class,

Bignificantly, the Jews are a key model for many black
leaders engaged in this guest. Many blacks {and many Jews)
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believe that Jews as a group, once beyond the pale, have
“arrived” in the mainstream of Amserican society. There has
been some assimilatiom, but it was only made possible by the
strengthening of Jewish solidarity on the terms of the bour-
pecis and professional Jewish organizations. This permitted
the triumph of Iiomist ideolopy among U.S. Jews and was it-
self acrcelerated by Iionise and its result, Israel. The
black future that Farrakhan desires mirrors the Jewish devel-
opsent he despises as 1ts rival. Not accidentally, until the
1960's all wings of the black leadership were pro-Ziomist.
Many believed that if the Jews could make it (both in the
U.5. and in their own lionl, then blacks could too.

The Jews, however, arrived during capitalisa's Indian
sumser, the post-war prosperity bubble. It wom’t happen
again: the pie is shrinking, not growing. Moreover, the
bourgeois and middle-class sectors of groups that have re-
cently “"made it" are becoming capitalise's border guards,
trying %o hkeep out newer claimants. The middle classes are
being squeezed, and most American Jews are white-collar work-

Minister Louis Farrakhan,
while under racist attack,
vies with Zionists over
whose people are “God's
chosen.” Blacks need class
war, not holy war,

ers whose hopes of rising further are evaporating. Increas-
ingly reactionary “nec-comservative" Jewish leaders are mo-
bilizing against blacks as the enewy whose "guotas® are seen
s blocks to Jewish hopes. The fact that Jewish acceptance
in FAmerica is so precarious (despite the new superpatriots'
delusions) only accelerates hostility to black self-asser—
tion. Yet there are still many Jews who know that becoming
oppressors here or in Israel is no way to end the oppression
of Jews. One distorted reflection of this was the higher
vote for Jesse Jackson among Jews than whites in gereral.

Nationalism vs. Socialism
fs the capitalist crisis deepens, the semse of despera—

tion among blacks is bound to gros. The divide-and-conguer
tactics of capitalism are already apparent. The great hopes
held by black workers in the Democratic Party and in Jesse
Jackson's campaign are already being undercut; their enemy
now seems to be mot omly those who precariously made it up
the ladder but also comspeting "out groups" like Hispanics
and women, The daily papers are full of stories about con
flicts over positions and crumbs between the sectors' rival
brokers. In everyday life black and Hispanic workers view
each other mnot only as jointly oppressed cosrades but also
as competitors for jJobs and housing. The potemtial for a
separatist go-it-alome comsciousness looms.

But capitalism itself also produces a deeper trend of
working-class, interracialist and intermationalist com
sciousness that recognizes all workers as victies of capi-
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talism. Eronomic amd social crisis makes radical polariza-
tion — toward both socialiss and reaction — imevitable,
and this will force the nationalists to alter or adapt their
separatist message.

Mationalist ideology accepts the imevitability of capi-
talism;, but desperate people do not easily fall for the ab-
surdity of “free enterprise® and "no state intervention.”
The nationalists will have to take into account the appeal
of their socialist rival and the mass reed for social relief
and self-defense (especially for blacks) in the face of eco-
rnomic collapse. Farrakhan or his descendants will have to
cover their capitalist beliefs with social demagogy (in the
nase of the truest nationalism) — as did the Hitlers amd
Coughlins of the 1930"s. His petty-bourgecis forces and lum—
penproletarian base will inevitably msove toward some form of
fascist demagogy. MAlthough Farrakhan is not now a fascist,
he will be pushed that way if he tries to champion the
“black mation" in severely worsening times.

Nationalism of the Oppressor vs. the Oppressed

The lionists and leftists who demounce Farrakhan as a
*would-be Hitler" are missing a crucial point., Hitler's fas-
cism arose out of the nationalism of the dominant race; Far—
rakhan as a black man can only represent the reactionary im-
pulses of the petty bourgeocisie of an oppressed race. There
is an ironic precedent for this sort of role: the Jewish
lionists in relation to MNazi Germany, and Farrakhan already
knows their history. As he observed in his "gutter religion®
speech, "So lionists made a deal with Hitler. These are the
same people that condesm me for saying Hitler was a great
man, but a wicked man.®

It is tree. Zionists concluded a deal with the Nazis to
get money out of Europe to help build a Jewish state {on
land where another people lived); they broke an internation—
al boycott of German goods to do this. The fascistic wing of
lionism alsc supplied Jewish police for the ghettoes, col-
laborating with MNazi rule in East Europe. During the war,
radical right-wing lionists tried to deal with Hitler to un—
dermine British colonial rule in Palestine. The other side
of the lionist crise was to oppose resistance and class
struggle in Eurcpe on the grounds that Jews cught to go to
Palestine rather than fight at home. :

Of course, the Zionists never got the big deal they
wanted with Hitler: an agreesent that Germany would be fo
the Bermans and Palestine for the Jews. Just as capitalism
today needs to scapegoat black people as a threat to the
Jobs of whites when the system plunges into crisis, so the
Mazis used the Jews as a different kind of devil. The Jewish
banker became the safety valve ememy to release hatred of
capitalism. Those Jews today who think they have achieved
acceptance by getting PAmerica to view RArabs as money-grub-
bing bankers (and worse) are in for a rude awakening. Peer-
ican capitalism will not hesitate to follow the Nazi example
when it feels the meed to substitute the symbol of Shylock
for the reality of Uncle Sam.

Extreme black natiomalists, Farrakhan or others, will
inevitably be forced to try to deal with their oppressor as
did the ZIionists. But when capitalism is deeply in crisis,
as it was then and will be again, oporessor nationalisa de—
mands not the end of capitalism but the destruction of am-



other
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rnation. In the coming crisis blacks will face a holo-
too, even worse than what their amcestors have suf-
fered on these shores in the past. When "black lionism"
seeks to strike a deal with imperialise it will have as
little success as its model.

The Black Struggle Ahead

If the grim crisis we think possible turns into reality,
it 15 not excluged that the black people in the United
States could be forged into a ration. The possibility seems
unreal now for wost blacks; it lies not so much in their na-
ture as in that of their enemy, and holocausts have created
nations before. Even though Marxists are not advocates of
nations and national boundaries, we stand souarely for the
right of self-determination of the oppressed, including that
of U.5. blacks. We urge blacks rot to choose separatisa des-
pite their group oppression, because black umity under capi-
talism (even black capitalise) means continued subordinmation
to imperialism; that has been the lesson of all the indepen—
dent nations of Africa, Asia and Latin America. But black
people have the right of self-determination, and the choice
is theirs. The only alternative is a united proletarian re-
sistance to capitalism, and by our defense of black rights
we cseek to demonstrate the possibility of genuire interna-
tionalism and class consciousness.

Only a mass working-class movement in the .5, can break
through the sectoralism that divides the masses against each
other in the rulers’ interest. Yet the black masses, given
their history of slavery amd oppression, have a deep-seated
ard realistic need for black unity, identity and defense.
The Marxist attitude to this reed is similar to our deferse
of the right to self-determination. We do not oppose black

Southern Africa
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pact with the "Marxist-Leninist" MPLA government of Anpola.
R joint patrol of egual numbers of Pngolan and South African
coldiers patrolled the border between Fngola and Namibia
{South West Africal, thereby isolating the South West Africa
Peoples Organization (SWAPO} guerrillas fighting to free Na-
pibia from the apartheid state's colonial rule. The patrols
are also policing the ANC's withdramal from Angola. It was
reported  1n the Western press that these patrols has already
encountered and clashed with SWAPD contingents. Anpola,
SWAP0 and their leftist followers were quick to demy the
clashes (see for esample the U.5. Buardian of April &), but
the existence of the joint patrols was carefully not denied.
After these capitulations by South Africa’s Jeftist
opporents it was anmounced that a similar pact had been
signed two years ago by Swaziland; in April there were gun
battles between the PANC and Swazi troops. There is now no
rearby refuge for the ANC fighters, since Mugabe has never
allowed the ANC even a diplomatic mission in limbabwe, much
less guerrilla bases. In military terms the diplomatic deals
have dealt both the ANC and SWAPD serious setbacks. At the
same time raids by South Africa-backed forces in Mozambigue
and MAngola continue; UNITA now reigns over about one-third
of fngolan territory and seems able to sabotage almost any-

unity to class-—wide unity: Pmerican history has given black
working pecple absolutely no reason yet to trust the white
working class to defemd them, and if the two are counter-
posed black workers face a desperate choice,

But the two choices need not be counterposed. Black
unity as proclaimed by the Jacksons and Farrakhans indeed
means united exploitation under the imperialist boot. Black
workers, however, through their more advanced political um
derstanding compared to the majority of white workers and in
part through building their own organizations, will provide
mch of the leadership for the emtire working class. Their
strategic position in heavy industry in the major cities em—
ables them to play a leading role that would have been im-
possible decades ago.

Unity and Self-Defense

One model for black workers to avoid is that of today's
fmerican Jews. [In the past there was a powerful movesent of
revolutionary proletarian comsciousmess among Jewish work-
ers, but it was dissolved by the advance of the Jewish bour—
geoisie and the erosion of intermationalist consciousness.
It is not too late for all sections of the working class to
learn from the Jewish experience. Ore lesson is central, In
the 1930%s, inspired in part by the defeat of the European
Jews, the black Marwist C.L.R. James and Leon Trotsky began
to shape the idea of building an independent black workers'
organization for unity and self-defense; revolutionaries
would work in it and campaign to win the black masses for
the cause of socialism. It is still necessary to fight for
this today as part of the struggle for building the revolu-
tiorary proletarian party in the United States. m

shere in the country outside the capital of Luanda.

South Africa has tightemed its sub-imperialist comtrol
over the southern part of the continent. The great hopes kim-
dled ten years ago when Portugal's retreat left South Africa
isolated as a bastion of white rule have been betrayed, OF
course, the apartheid rulers were never really alone, World
imperialism led by the United States kept up its econowic
and military support despite occasional criticisms of aparti-
heid and some wrist-slapping boycotts. U.5. officials played
a key behind-the-scenes role in brokering South Africa's dip-
lomatic triumphs.

The capitulating regises have their apolopists. "Both
progressive governments are standing firely and the efforts
to impose inadmissible conditioms, such as the sharing of
power with the UNITA bands in Angola and the MNR in Mozam—
bigue -- demands supported by the Americans -- have all beem
in wvain," wrote the left-rationalist AfricRsif magazine
(March 1984). But South Africa will have no need for its own
direct agents in neighboring governments if the "Marwist-
Leninists" in power have become so "realist" that they act
as such themselves.

“Despite its immemse military superiority,” AfricAsif
cont inues, "Pretoria has been unable to advance in its
design of surrounding itself by a constellation of docile
states, or to brake the progress of the liberation movements
shaking both South Africa and Mamibia.® This is precisely
wrong, for although South Africa has won mo lasting victory
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or destroyed 1ts foes, it has been able to “advance its de-
sign” and “brake the progress" of its enesies.

*This is the decisive factor that will shape the politi-
cal future of southern Africa,” the magazine concludes, and
fortunately this too 1s false. fis any Marxist or Lemimist
ought to recognize, the real liberating force in the region
can only be the 10-million strong black working class inm the
mines, ports and factories of South Africa itself. There is
the massive social power that can mot only liberate black Af-
rica from imperialism (and from its own fake socialist Bona-
partists) but can also bring about a socialism worthy of the
name —- through proletarian revolution to pet rid of capatal-
ism in all its forws. The revolution of the South African
proletariat would spark workers' upsurges throughout Africa
ard thereby lay the basis for the socialist and internation-
alist federation of countries so desperately meeded by the
LELTES

Unlike its neighbors, South Africa is not susceptible to
all the illusions of guerrilla revolution. In certain re-
spects it is like an advanced capitalist countryj in
particular its peasantry was wiped out in the process of
deveioping an internal capitalism, so the base for a guerril-
la strategy does not exist, Its ecomomy is dependent on manu-
facturing and mining, with nearly half the industrial produc-
tion of Africa south of the Sahara. A proletarian strategy,
an the other hand, is emirently possible. The black working
class in the past decade hac made great progress in uniom or-
canization, militancy and tactics. It has a lively internal
oolitical life, cdebating both the multi-class popular-front
ideas of the ANC as well as syndicalist theories based on
union power, Proletarian revolutionaries armed with genuine
¥aryism-Leninism -- that is, Trotskyism -- have fruitful
soil to work in and combat both conceptions.

Permanent Revolution

The key to a victorious strategy is the Trotskyist theo-
ry of permarert revolution. The democratic struogles pro-
claimed by the black rationalist and *black consciousress”
forces can be won only by the stremgth of the black prole-
tariat, not by them. Rule by the masses themselves is com
ceivable only through a working-class seizure of power and
the creation of a workers' state. A capitalist &mcrar:y is
impossible: Sowth African capitalism and its imper:ialist
hackers are so heavily dependent on the super-ewxploitation
of the workers achieved through apartheid that the surgical
excision of apartheid in order to retain capitalism, as in
the ANC's program, is out of the guestion. Democratic de-
mands including the aim of national liberation will meces-
sarily be a powerful stimulus to the workers' movement, but
comunists must fight to prevent workers' consciousness from
being limited to democratic and natiomalist (and hence capi-
talist] goals,

The rew states of Mozambigue, Angola ang limbabwe nave
cmall working classes and large peasantries. This balance of
forces helped nationalism stop their revolutions short, for
the moment. They are governed by petty-bourgecis national-
ists who fought to eliminate imperialist amd racist rule
that looted the resources of their countries and deprived
the black masses of all democratic rights. Now the imperial-
ists do not rule politically, and black parties are in pow—
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gr, But the masses of black pecole still have no oower and
little demccracy, amd imperialism still reigns indirectly
through  its worldwide economic sway. Mo 1solated country can
escape the cictates of the world market and world finance,
especially small ores that have bheen kept industriaily
backwarc.

The "front-line” states of southern Africa are perfect
examples. Much of their industry is owned by South African
capital, their trade is heavily dependent on South African
rails, roads and ports, and a lot of it i1s with South Africa
directly. The newly independent economies are not compatible
with each other, having been designed under colonial rule to
export raw materials to Europe. Attempts at regional coordi-
nation have been made, but without much success in breaking
from South Africa amd the West. These states remain capital-
15t dependemcies, their Marxist-Leminist facaoes motwitn-
standing.

batiomalist policies only accentuate their weaknesses,
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since each nationalist defemds his own natiom, if mecessary
at his mneighbors' expense. That 1s what has haopened in
southern Africa, where the ANC and SWAP0 — exactly the same
petty-bouroeois social forces as IANUHPF, FRELIMD and the
FOLR once were —- have been told that they're on their own.
fs AfrichsifA nicely put 1t, “The Angolans and Mozambicans
did not hesitate to participate in the Lusaka and Maputo ne-
gotiations because they are confident that SWAPQ and the ANC
will each be victorious against the racist Pretoria regise"
-~ so confident, it seems, that a stab or two in the back
couldn't do them amy harm. “With such friends ...", the say-
ing poes —- and nationalists are always such friemds. In pre-
vious decades lambia, Henya, Tanzania, etc. were liberated
under “socialist" natiomalist leaderships, and they stabbed
the next peneration of guerrilias when imperialist pressure
became too great for them to withstand.

limbabwe, the newest recruit to the pseudo-socialist
camp, has been ruled by IANU-PF since its electoral sweep in




1980. Mugabe's wvictory over the less radicai-taliing Joshua
Miono  amd Pishop Abel Muzorewa, the black fromt-man for con-
tinued white rule, signaled the masses' hope for the far-
thest-reaching equality and independence. They did mot get
1t, Mupabe was guick to break the strike wave that greeted
his victory; he has tried nis best to keep the local white
ant imperialist capitalists comtent. He left alonme the large
foreign-owred rancnes and  plantations 1n his land reform,
and even kept Lieutenant-Gemeral Peter Walls in charge of
the military funtil pressure against him mounted) —— this 1s
the colonialist criminal who the day before hao led the Rho-
gesian security forces against Mugabe's puerrillas.

Mugabe's ‘"reconciliation" strategy workeo for a time,
and the econcmy prospered for two years given the poost of
forelon loans, But it 15 now in crisis. The white farmers
retain  their strangiehoid over [imbabwe's economy, along
with their South African allies. Iimbabwe has also capitula—
ted to the Interrational Moretary Fund and has raised taxes,
barmed strikes, cut food sebsidies and slashed funds for
land reform. The British Economist magazine smiled, "The new

El Salvador

continued from page 2
military and the death sgquads, now it accepts him as a
*valid interlocutor."  The workers in the cities, deserted
by their former leaders who act like second-rate Christian
Democrats, are mot the ones to blame for electing the real
Mhristian Dewocrat Duarte.

Rising class strugole and the rightward move of the FMLN
— together with the loss of the left's working-—class follow
ing to the bourgeois Christian Desocrats — has led to seri-
ous splits in the guerrilla organizations. The assassination
of the second-in-command of the People's Liberation Forces
(FPL}, Melida Anaya Montes, in Nicaragua last year, followed
by the supposed suicide of their semior leader, Salvador
Cayetanc Carpio, was undoubtedly the result of a factional
fight over the move to the right which he opposed.

Despite the suppression of all discussion in typical
Stalinist fashion (the FPL leadership accused Cayetano Car—
pic of wvague crimes like "demoralization® and “unprincipled
functioning”), the factionalization continues. Two large
groups have split off: the Revolutionary Workers Movement
[B0R) and the Clara Elizabeth Ramirez Brigade. The FMLN
labels the splitters as CIA agents, a fitting charge coming
from proponents of a coalition government with parties oper—
ly supported by the CIA.

The Ramirez Brigade seews to be urban guerrillaist, hav-
ing carvied out assassinations of rightists and raids on big
stores and banks —— in deliberate isclation from the mass
struggle, The MOR claims to have a working-class base and to
have led some of this year's strikes. Both of the new groups
hold to the original FDR-FMLN program for a Desocratic Revo—
lutionary Government; the MOR says that this formula guaran
tees the “hepemony of the working class in the revolution.*
Unfortunately it does mothing of the kind. In order to keep
some capitalists in the governsent, this program would re-
guire the workers to keep their desands moderate emough to

government set about the deficit with Thatcherite zma], " Tpy=
bal oppression undoubtedly continues in the crovinoe of Mara-
beleland, although journalists have been barred from 1t and
reperts are few. In a way 1t is no wonder that ZANU=PF i=
mow boasting of the socialist future; how eise take the works
ers’! and peasants’ eyes off the present?

Comnunists carnct be nationalists. We cling {0 no obsg-
lete national bourdaries, we do not sacrifice the interna-
tional proletarian revolution for the survival of separate,
dependent economies. Imagine if the front-line states really
were led by Marwists: they would stand united agaimst Prete-
ria rather than divided against each other, thay weuld do
everything needed to aid and arm the South African workers,
and minority rule in Pretoria would be on its last legs,
That was the hope raised by the anti-colonial victorims, and
that is the hope that the "Marxist-Leninist' satraps have
done their best to crush. The South African oroletariat will
rise up despite them in its time, and the pseudc-sopialists
will be among its most deserving victims, second only to the
racist surderers of the apartheid regime itself, m

encourage ample profits. The logic of this program desands
that the workers' struggle be held back: it leads directly
to the rightward conclusions already drawn by the bulk of
the FMLN. And in espousing guerrillaism, the left-split
groups are sticking with the strategy that led to digaster
in the first place. Only now the stakes are higher,

The AREMA party may be evolving toward genuine fasciss:
it is building a mass base of widdle—class elewents desper-
ate to maintain their standing as the economy slides down-
hill. It is acguiring the tone of phony radicalism that dis-
tinguishes fascism from more traditional far-right politics.
Its proncuncements against "Yamkee interference” in E1 Salva-
dor and its plot to assassinate U.5. ambassador Pickering
show how it could adopt a matiomalist "anti-imperialist" pol-
orat ion.

AREMR iz biding its time. The corditions for fascism are
ripening. The worsening economic situatiom, despite L5,
aid, means that the bourgecisie will not tolerate Duarte's
concessions to  the workers much longer, Now that Duarte has
dore his job of shaling loose sore money from the U.5. Cow-
gress, the Salvadorean rulers can dispense with the cover of
a "democratic" government. D'Aubuisson the savier would dig-
cipline both the wasses ard the bourgecisie to guarantee pro-
fits. When the oliparchy and its imperialist backers deter-
mine to confront the workers and peasants, ARENA will he
ready. Over the corpses of hundreds of thousands of worlers,
it plans to bring "peace” through a fascist regime that will
crush the masses for decades. And this "unfortunate pecessi-
ty" will inevitably have the backing of .5, imperialism
{both Republican and Dewocratic), as Pinochet's slaughter
did in Chile in 1973,

The situation is critical. Now, when the working class
is recovering, revolutionaries have a chance to build a an-
uire communist party that will fight for the arming of the
whole working class, the seizure of the landed estates by
peasants and farm workers, the expropriation of industry
under workers' control and the establishwent of a goverrment
of workers' councils to overthrow the capitalist state ang
spread the revolution throughout Cemtral Mmerica. m
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Immigration Bill

continued from page 32
solve their problems.

The imperialists are divided over immigration. On the
one hand, they know that "third world" countries are ready
to ewplode and that a safety valve of immigration is meces-
sary to defuse mass discontent. Some sections of the bour—
geoisie are fearful of trade wars and seek to stabilize the
international market; so they oppose protectionist moves,
including certain restrictions on imsigration. As well,
there are those who are happy to have a larger pool of work-
ers at hose to exploit.

On the other hand, the rulers of countries like the Umit-
ed GStates feel it mecessary to solidify their rule through
increased nationalist fervor, calculated to comvince workers
that the crisis is due toc other workers, not the system it-
self, Protectionise and trade wars are only the begimmng;
the final capitalist solution to its crisis is war itself,
In defense of 1ts natiom, each mational bourgeoisie will
eventually turn to immigration restrictions and other chau-
vinist moves much worse than this initial step.

Dur opposition to Simpsorn—Mazzoli is not based on tech-
nical gquestions like rates of immigration or availability of
jobs; as Marwists we know that the technology already exists
to feed, clothe and shelter everyone on the planet. We take
our stand on the basis of internationalist proletarian prim-
ciples designed to advance all workers' revolutionmary com—
sciousness. But to accomplish this it is also necessary to
expose the immediate lies of the workers' enemies.

Reactionaries Back Simpson-Mazzoli

The House bill's major provisions are: 1) sanctions
against employers who knowingly hire undocumented workers;
2) permission for agriculture bosses to hire several hundred
thousand “"guest workers"; 3} a big increase in funding for
the Immigration and Naturalization Service (ING), the noto-
rious border and factory-raiding cops; 4) perwission to de—
port immigrant workers without trial if they lack suitable
papers; and finally 5) an amnesty clause giving legal status
{but no eligibility for federally-funded aid) to imsigrants
who can prove U.S. residence since 1982,

In terss of numbers alone immigration today is mot vast.
Legal immigration is set at about half a million per year.
Estimates of illegal ismigration range between 100,000 and
500,000 yearly, with an accusulated population of 2 to 10
m:llion. The absolute imeigration growth is thus about the
same as in the peak period of 1880-1320, but today's overall
population is more than twice as high, so the growth rate is
wuch swaller. Moreover, the claim that immigrants drain re-
sources is belied by official estimates that show 73 percent
of undocumented workers paying income tax (mamy without fil-
ing for refunds) and 77 percent contributing to social secur-
ity (and unable to collect about %80 billion in funds).

Reactionaries favoring the Simpson-Mazzol:i bill seek to
blame economic hardship and social instability on the im—
creasing numbers of workers from abroad, mainly Latin Ameri-
cars fleeing poverty and oppression. They paint a picture of
alien hordes shattering law and order and draining the re—

sources of hard-working citizens. HRonald Reagan has said,
“The simple truth is that we've lost control of our own bor-
ders, and no nation can do this and survive." Reagan repeat-
edly invokes the specter of future communist takeovers in
Central Pmerica sending masses of exiles morthward. One aim
of Simpson-Mazzoli, clearly, is to win support for LLS. mili-
tary intervention in support of reactiom in Central America.

But the main reason is that the capitalists are looking
to scapegoat foreigners for the burdens of the world capital-
ist ecrisis. Employers in the Los Angeles area are already
laying off Hispamic workers in the face of potential Simp-
sor-Mazzoli penalties. And even though the U.5. is currently
in an economic upturn, Reagan's boomlet for the bosses is
heavily based on keeping wage biils down; hence he pushes a
typical crisis-oriented imsigration bill. On the other hand,
farm bosses' organizations lobbied heavily for the provision
letting in Mexican and other "guest workers.” The House bill
Was a rcompromise among different capitalist sectors who
understand in time-honored tradition that immigrants can be
both hired to keep wages down and fired to appease others.
Arything goes, if it serves to keep the working-class divid-
ed and weak.

There are also some bourgeois forces that oppose the
bill. These include right-wingers who can't stomach the idea
of even a limited ammesty for immigrants, and economic com—
"open borders" because the wmore worker there are in the
country, the more they have to compete with each other to
drive wages down. This theory assumes, of course, that the
labor bureaucracy 15 so tame that it would never think of
unionizing immigrant workers. Unfortunately this is pretty
rearly true.

Some liberal politicians are also against the ball, um—
der pressure from their working-class constituents. But that
didn't prevent the Democratic-rum House from adopting ome
version. Liberals have also boasted of their cowrage in kill-
ing provisions in the imwigration bill mandating a national
identification card to identify "i1llegals." But the bill
still takes the first steps toward making such an ID out of
the social security card that all workers carry. Simpson—
Mazzoli provides for a social security card hotline that es-
ployers can use to check on job applicants. It is a set-up
for esployers and cops to crack down on militant and l8ftist
workers of every natiomality.

Other so-ralled “"progressive" provisions are also poi-
son. Anticipating the bill's "ammesty” provision, the INS is
now rounding up imwigrants to deport them as guickly and gui-
etly as possible. This campaign is hitting not only the vic-
tims of Reagan's surderer pals in Haiti and El Salvador; in
white working-class neighborhoods of New York City there has
beenn similar hounding of Irish and Eastern Eurcpean immi-
grants. Even those entitled to amnesty under the bill will
have trouble proving it: mamy had mo choice but to use false
names and deal in cash, leaving no written records,

The "amnmesty” comes hog-tied with dozems of restric—
tions, including a wminisum income provision of over $3000
annually, an impossible figure for most farmworkers. fs
well, the rule that those receiving asmesty learn English,
U.5. history and "rivics” encourages arbitrariness and bias.
It is reminiscent of the literacy tests in Southern states
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that ewcluded blacks from voting for decades. Likewise, the
"qusst” farmmorksr clawse gives the workers no rights; sie-
il to apertheid Gowth Africa's pass laws for black work-
ers, it simply legalizes migramt workers' already slave-like
conditions. And it is limited to perishable crops, the agri-
cultural sector that the United Fare Workers union has bit-
terly fought to organize.

Nevertheless, the (LB. labor bureaucracy supported most
of the Simpson—Mazzoli bill. It likes the employer penalties
against hiring undocumented workers on the grounds that they
will make more Jobs for Aeericans; it opposes the farm work-
er enception because it takes jobs away. However, L.5, unem~
ployment is due %o the normal operation of capitalism, not
imwigration.  Rather than echoing Reagan's defense of LL5.
borders, labor ought to defend the well-being of all work-
ers. The only way to stop the bosses' wage-cutting by import-
ing workers and exporting investment to cheap-labor areas is
to fight for jobs for all at uniom—scale pay at hose and
abroad, Organize the unorganized' Big capital is organized
international ly; it is suicide for labor mot to be.

The three chief candidates for the Democratic presiden-
tial nomination all ostensibly opposed Simpson—Mazzoli. Mom—
dale and Hart did nothing serious to defeat it. Mondale,

Hospital Workers

continued from page 32

the lead and waged a bitter, isolated strike that was defeat-
ed by a united bourgecisie determined to hold down wages for
all ity workers. This year, 1199 was the leader.

The hospital workers' contract expired on July 1, the
same date as those of 200,000 city workers. The press repor-
ted Governor Cucmo and Mayor Hoch's common desire to keep
public-sector wage pains down to S5 percent or lessy thus am
1199 contract that broke through this figure would have in-
spired others to fight for wore too — a dangerous situation
for the politicians. Their friends in the labor bureaucracy
sade sure it didn't happen.

1199's sirike lasted from mid-July to the last week of
Rugust — yet, incredibly, no specifics were heard about the
mnicipal unions' negotiations throughout these two months.
At ome strike rally, city union head Victor Gotbaum did tell
1199rs that "Your fight is our fight. If you take a beating

- om the picket line, then we'll take a beating at the bargaim
ing table" — but he kept his workers (like 1199's, mostly
black and Latin} on the job without a contract. The raw mate-
rials for a gereral strike were there, ready to be seized.
Yet 1199 was left to struggle alone.

: What's in the Contract?

At the start of the strike, the leadership's adwittedly
"sodest” contract poals were a yearly 10 percent wage in-
cr@ase and a guarantee of every other weekend off (E.0.H.0,)
for all workers.  Management offered a phony 4 percent,
hedged with pivebacks. By the end, the result was E. 0. . 0.
and a 5 percent offer with many of the same givebacks, herce

no breakthrough.

Ore major giveback is a wage freeze for new hires (a two-
tiered wage system! to begin newt year -- which will inevit-
ably divide workers even more and give the bosses a notori-

tied to the AFL-CID tops who backed the bill until the last
winute, promised Hispanic delegates at the Democratic Conven—
tion to make a fight — but only after the Democratic—run
House had already passed it. Jackson opposed the “guest work-
er” amendmsent, not because it encourages the super—exploita-
tion of immigrants, bet because LS. Hispanics supposedly
18). He supported an alternative bill that is little better,
the Roybal bill calling for tougher enforcement of laws safe~
guarding working conditions but also for more INS cops. Jach-
son, who mobilized millions of blacks for the Democrats, is
# closely tied to the interests of L.5. capitalisa as the
AFL-CI0 burlnmqr he rightly excoriates as racist.

Communist policy derives from the needs of the proletari-
at as a whole. The international working class has no inter—
est in defending internatiomal borders. fAs Karl Mars first
explained, the bosses form a veritahle fraternity defending
capital and profits from the workers. They have their differ—
ences; they even turn to war and violence apainst each oth-
er, But they are even more united in defemding their common
interests wversus all workers. The working class will emanci-
pate itself only when it learns to overcose the racial and
national antagonisms nowrished by capitalisw. m

ous union-splitting tool. As well, the hespital bosses are
still quarreling with the union and Mew York state for finam-
cial guarantees. There is a hint that the raise may be taken
from a "surplus" in union bemefit funds, so that workers end
up paying for their own so-called victory.

But the most important defeat is unwritten. Management
used the strike to test the strength of a wilitant-talking
union at a time of labor setbacks nationally, and the union
miserably failed the test. The vesult iz not just an inade-
guate contract; it's a big loss of union power on the job.
And it means a tremendous shift in the balance of class for-
ces throughout the city.

1199 Strikes Out

Since the economic crisis resurfaced in the 1970's, 1199
under the leadership of founder Leon Davis lost two city-
wide and many local strikes and suffered several sell-cut
contracts. But the current sell-out was more than just rou-
tire. Turner bragged at the ratification seeting, "We were
the most peaceful people this city has ever seen in a strike
this big."

Sadly, it is true. Many 1199%ers went further: this was
the worst-run strike they had ever seen. It began om a Fri-
day night before the hospitals' slack weskend, postponed for
two weeks after the contract ewpired; most hospitals held ne
preparatory meetings; the wunion delayed too lomg in filing
the legally reguired 10-day strike notices for rurses under
separate contracts who were honoring the pichet Iimes.

The trouble was not just bureaurratic incompetence. Tur-
rer's strategy was to involve the ranks minimally -- just
enough to keep the strike going. Significantly, the few
times that she did call out the mesbers with promises of ac-
tion, thousands responded enthusiastically — only to be pre-
vented by the union staff from accomplishing anythinp. It
was generally after these lost opportunities that the bosses
~hose to sharpen their attacks.
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A few examples will suffice. For the first twelve days
of the strike, management refused to negotiate, and the un-
1en  did nothing, Finally on July 25 Turner called a rally at
Bryant Park and bored masses of workers with a parade of hol-
low splidarity speeches. Mevertheless, ai the end a spirited
mareh of about 5000 workers took off for the Roosevelt Hotel
WhEre negotiations were sunposed to occur. But the leader-
8hip out off the action by telling the rarks simply to re-
turn $o their small picket lines. The next day, with piciet-
ing #%ill aimless, a federal judge ordered nurses at three
nospitals back to wors {at ome, the nurses defied the or-
oerls  The wumion agreed to comply, even though it was only
where the nurses were out that much busiress was being lost.

Union Desperate to Settle

In the third week, Turner acvertised mass meetirgs at
the Felt Forus, exciting workers with the news that manage-
ment had made another offer. But by meeting time 1t turmed
out that the offer was unchamged; Turner had to call for a
"no" wote,  While workers were disappointed with Turner's
failure, they were furious with the bosses. Our argurents
for mass picketing against scabs and for a general strihe
retelved great applause. Turrer demagogically spoke against
50AbE too, and workers believed her; in the next Tew days
the vumber of arrests for individual acts rose sharply, but
N0 Wiss actions were organized by the leaders,

By the fifth week, management had got tougher, cutting
off #trikers' health bemefits. In desperation, Turner called
wass rallies at four major hospitals on August 15, with a
leak to the press that the union plarned to shut them down.
The biggest effort was at Columbia Presbyterian Hospital,
where 3000 angry workers showed bitter hostility toward
scabs and eagerness to  act. Here again the bureaucrats
chowed their skill in drowning militancy in a bath of speech-
gz to no useful erd. MNow that the union's bluff was ewposed,
the bosses ammounced their intemtion of permanently repla-
cing strikers with scabs and even dismantled their Roosevelt
Hotel headouarters to emphasize their comtempt,

Desperate to settle and end an umwanted fight, Turner &
Co. called a mass ratification meeting for August 21 without
actually having a settlement in hand. This time Governor
Cuomo had  intervened on the E.0.W.0. ouestion, and informal
regotiations through a mediator had resumed. On that nioht
management delivered another humiliating blow to the union
in front of 15,000 workers: it offered a few items but no
contract at all. Turrer could mot even call a real vote; she
simply offered more ewpty rhetoric about "comtinuing the
struggle until we pet a contract.® When workers shouted out
ih anger about the scabs, she could only reply facetiously,
iiss the scabs,” With the hospitals' union-busting out in
the open, Turner would discuss mo action,

S0 manapement made 1ts replacement threats specific:
“The hiring will begin by Monday Pugust 27, and can only be
avoided if striking employees return to their jobs.” By that
time, most strikers believed that continuing the strike
would guarantee the loss of their jobs and the end of the
union. "Victory"? Hell, no: it was a stampede.

The 1199 bureaucrats like all others were unwilling to

lead the workers in a real fight. They depend instead upom
wanagement and govermsent being nice to them because they
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are so “reasonable.” As a result, the majority of members
barely participated in the strike, and a sizeable number
scabbed — increasingly many as the strike limped alonno., The
open strikebreaking, plus Turner's puny demands and the lack
of strike preparation, created a high level of demoraliza-
tion from day one. One result was a rash of decertification
attespts in the rursing division. 1199 practically invited
the bosses to raise their sights and turn to explicit umion-
busting moves.

The blame for these practices does mot lie on Turmer
alone, as 1is charged by the opposition within 1199 lcalled
*Unity and Prooress®) that supports Leon Davis and current
National Union president Henry Nicholas. The union’s policy
has always permitted scabbing, by defining the term as nar-
rowly as possible: only 1199 members were called scabs when
they crossed the picket line. Mesbers of other umions, nur-
ses, wanagement, doctors, non-union workers and volunteers
were always allowed to maintain hospital services (and in-
come) during 1199 strikes.

In 1976, for example, LRP supporters were active at Mt.
Sinai Hospital, where a strike committee had been elected by
the membership on a no-scabs basis. At Sinai and other hospi-
tals the pickets tried to block entrances, many deliveries
were stopped — and there were more attachks on scabs in that
short strike than this sumwer's long one. But the Mt. Sinal
committee and the no-scabs policy were overthrown by union
officials and pgoons sent out on Davis' behalf. Hemry Nicho-
las made a personal appearance to threaten the strike commit-
tee head (who was fired a few years later with the help of
the Davis leadership). No, the "good old days" of 1199 were
just as bad as — and paved the way for — today.

While the bureaucrats always repressed actiom against
scabs, in public they demied the problem enisted, claiming
"they can't run the hospitals without us.” This false line
was especially dangerous in the recent strike, for the bess—
es had practiced over the years how to mobilize staff and
volunteers to run the hospitals. And this time members and
hived importees scabbed as well. This low consciousness 1S
due partly to the gemeral labor climate in the country: the
parade of union defeats has produced growing anti-union sem—
timent even among union members.

In addition, the climate in 1199 itself has discouraged
unity arnd militancy. For the past few years the union has
busied itself with an internal power struggle between Turner
(backed by old-lire business bureaucrat Al Heaps of the par-
ent RWDSU) and Davis/Nicholas. On July I, the day the major
New York contracts ewpired, Turner and Micholas culminated a
deal to split the union in half: she got New York and kept
the RWDSU affiliation. and he kept the rest.

Turner had built support as a black woman union leader
tn a largely minority and female union, but she succeeded in
squandering even genuire anti-racist sentiment on bureaucrat-
ic infighting. (Nicholas is alsoc black, although his image
is not that of black militancy.) Both sides followed a "look
out for number one” line in practice, countering all their
rhetoric about unity. That Turner had fired many of the
ewperienced officials and organizers on Davis' side 1s
surely one reason why the strike looked so bad even frow a
bureaucratic point of view.



 delegates chanted

- fact,

The union's ability to wage a fight has been crippled by
its reliance on govermment officials. Leom Davis had a long
love affair with Gowvernor Rockefeller in the 1960's and
1970's, when there were funds available for expanding the
health-care industry — in exchange for a wnion-disciplined
work force. But today the cozy attachment to capitalist poli-
ticians means retrenchmert., Turner was criticized by Unity
and Progress for not having endorsed Cuomo im his primary
race last year against Hoch, but that would have made little
difference. Turmer indeed used the strike to mend her rela-
tiors with Cucwo, but like every other union bureaucrat, she
bert over backward not to embarrass any Democrat in an elec-

tion year.

Bureaucrats and Democrats

Cuowo, elected by the wotes of labor and minorities,
stood by for sin weeks watching a black and Hispanic union
that was asking for practically nothing get beaten to the
ground, amd didn't say a word, Despite violations galore
and illegal uniom-busting actions, the bosses were never
fined, only the union. This is standard practice, of course,
but hardly justification for Turner's lavish oraise for Cuo-
o at the end — "We found in this man someone who under-
stands working pecple" -- and her promise of "S0 cents a
month out of our paychecks to help cur friemds in office.”

#hat Cuomo understands is union bureaucrats. Turner's
praise stems from his belated intervention into the strike,
which enabled her to pet a contract, even a rotten ome. fAs
far as the workers' interests are concerned, the unions’ Dem-
ocratic alliance is a dead-erd street.

Turner had ably manipulated the racism issue in her pow—
er struggle inside the union, and she could have used it im
her demagogic way to force some accomwscdation from Cuomo as
well as mediator (and future black mayoral candidate) Basil
Paterson. Paterson too had played "neutral® on the bosses’
side, However, not only did Turrer salute Cuomo, but her
"Paterson for mayor!" when the contract
was delivered.

The bureaucrats' pro-Desocrat policy boxed the umion im.
How could they demand that the state shut down hospitals
with health viclations? How could they suggest in any form
or fashion that the state take over the momey-grubbing pri-
vate hospitals (already 90 percent funded by the statel? In
how could they raise any demands on the state during

. an economic crunch when they have to pretend that the Demo-

eratic politicians are "friends” of workers.

There is one demand on the state that is popular among
wion officials -- arbitration -- but this has been ruled
out by the history of 1199, The 1976 strike led by Davis was
fought under the union demand for binding arbitration, mot
any specific wage rise. This was a supposedly clever maneu-
ver to show how reasonable workers could be in comparison to
management. Davis triumphantly announced "We Wom'" im the
inion press, but later the arbitrators' decision case down
with a truckload of binding givebacks and he was forced to
declare “never apain.” That defeat burmed so badly that the

. idea of arbitration in 1199 is still taboo.
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The various "left" groups in the union offer nothing bet-
ter than Turner or Nicholas. The Communist Party is active
in Unity and Progress, which predictably offered no alterna-

tive leadership in this strike. Consisting almost ewclusive-
ly of union officials and delegates, its furdamental strate-
gy is the same as Davis/MNicholas': appealing to other bureau-
crats and the oro-capitalist courts for union reforms.

In classic Stalinist fashion, the Bolshevik League swung
from ardent enthusiasm for Turner in 1982 to endorsesent of
UBP this year with nary a comsent on the switch., The Commun—
ist MWorkers Party, on the other hand, cited Turner's "objec-
tive and indispensable revolutiomary role” in championing
black leadership, as if Turmer is really less dependent on
white politiciars and bursaucrats than Nicholas. The Progres-
sive Labor Party and its front group, InCAR, have a long his-
tory in 1199; this year they claimed to be militant at ome
hospital picket line but they played mo role at the mass ral-
lies and meetings.

Other left organizatioms commenting from ocutside did lit-
tle but cheerlead for the strike (some did this in such a
way as to really boost Davis' record over Turrer's). Any
"Wospital workers' victory blazes way for labor triuspn,®
could conclude only that the left is as umscrupulous as
Rupert Murdoch's Mew York Post.

At the few rallies that did tawe place, leftists were
present in large numbers but with little fight. They joinec
in the cheering for the useless visiting bureaucrats rather
than piving them the jeers they deserved. HAnd with ail the
"rank and file" groups that the left has built im city and
state umions, they did not even call — much less fight —
for a general strike of all workers under the same attack as
1199,

For a General Strike!

The LRP tried throughout the strike to show 119%ers that
they were not alone. We spoke at all strike and pre-strike
meetings for an alternative strategy —- the only opposition—
ists to do so. We actively tried to build a united front com—
mittee with other militants comsitted to a no-scabs policy,
but without success in the climate of demoralization. At the
end we argued for a "no" vote om the proposed contract, not
to continue the strike as it had been conducted but to turn
it around through a mass-based amti-scab policy and a gene-
ral strike strategy.

Victories will be few and far between until the working
class tears itself from the electoralise and passivity of
the pro-capitalist labor bureaucrats. The last thing workers
reed now 15 leftists telling them they have won when they
have been beaten; the same cheerleaders tomorrow wWill be
moping that nothing can be done, and will abandon the work-
ing class for greener pastures. A gemeral strike would not
only serve the workers' immediate defense meed; it would al-
5o show cur class that it has the power to overthrow capital-
ism and get rid of poverty, racism and war for good. But the
class needs a revolutionary party as its leadership in place
of today's sell-outs.

There are already a nusber of workers in addition to LRP
supporters who see that capitalise cannot survive except at
the expense of the working class. Inside and cut of 1199 and
the other unions, we are seeking to convince them to join us
in our struggle for the general strike and a new revolution—
ary proletarian leadership. W
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PROLETARIAN REVOLUTION

New York Hospital Strike

1199 Invites Union-Busting

After a strike lasting mearly seven weeks, 30,000 New
York City private hospital workers returned to work in late
August. Their contract was hailed as a victory by union pres-
idert Doris Turner of Local 1199, and workers desperate to
get back to their jobs overwhelmingly voted to approve it at
2 mass rally at Madison Square Barden. Yet there was no vic-
tory at all, but instead a painful demonstration that uniom

of Turmer and the entire New York labor leadership. It also
condemmed the so—called left, which preserves its one-way ad-
miration for "progressive" union leaders and Desocratic poli-
ticians at whatever cost to the workers. They have all com
tributed to pushing 1199 to the brink of disaster.

Several hospital workers who are 1199 members have been
supporters of the LRP for years; we write this article as ac-

weakness invites wnion-busting attacks by management.

fis of this writing, full details of the 1984 contract
are not available. Indicatioms of pivebacks are clear al-
ready, although the actual ewxtent has only begun to leak
out. But this much is certain: the strike was a gross indict-

hospital in New York. Workers’ hostility to scabs
was stymied by labor bureaucrats as well as
capitalism’s official police.

B

tive participants in the strike. Long before and throuphout
the strike, we argued not only for militant tactics but also
for a political struggle by a united working class: a city-
wide general strike. In 1980 the Tramsit Workers had taken

continued on page 29

Immigration Bill Threatens Workers

In New York harbor the Statue of Liberty stands caged;
its torch lifted to welcome the tired and poor has been re-
moved for repairs. This 1s an appropriate symbol for the bi-
partisan Simpson-Mazzoli bill against "illegal” immigratiom
passed this sumwer by the House of Representatives and await-
ing & conference with the Senate. Despite its ballyhooed am-
resty for undocusented foreign residents amd its sanctions
nominally aimed at employers, it is in fact the newest bour-
geois attack om working-class imsigrants, intended to whip
up chauvinist divisions, keep out the undesirable, terrorize
the urdocumented -- amd thereby increase the exploitation of
all workers,

Let us make clear from the start the basis for the Marx-
ist position on immigration. As intermationalists we reject
the idea that existing natiomal boundaries are sacrosancts
they are capitalist institutions designed to maintain imperi-
alist rule by dividing the working class. Rlthough many work-
ers indeed love the country of their origin, these countries
belong mot to them but to the capitalists. Because of the
devastation wreaked by imperialism, many workers leave their
homelands in order to survive, We stard for the right of peo—
ple to wigrate wherever they please, although we know that
the crisis of capitalism means that immigration will not

continued on page 28



