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Boston, May 17. Fifteen thousand spirited demonstrators' demand

enforcement of school desegregation. For reports on actions in Boston
and around the country, see pages 3-6.
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In Brief
MAJORITY IN U.S. SUPPORT WOMEN’S MOVE-
MENT: A strong 59-28 percent majority in this country now
support “most of the efforts to strengthen and change
women’s status in society today,” compared with the slim
42-41 percent plurality that backed women’s rights four
years ago. This is one of the outstanding results of a survey
carried out by the Louis Harris organization in mid-April.

The poll also revealed that support for the Equal Rights
Amendment has the backing of a decisive 51-36 percent
majority of the population. In addition, the hostility toward
women’s liberation organizations that had been whipped up
by the capitalist press several years ago has undergone a
steep decline—from a 54-34 percent majority that opposed
the women’s groups in 1971 to a plurality of 47-43 that back
them today.

Sentiment for equal rights is strongest among young
people and among Blacks. Two-thirds of each of those

groups support passage of the ERA. A majority of union
members also back the amendment.

Bond, Boudin to speak
at N.Y. teach-in on FBI

NEW YORK—A teach-in on the FBI versus the Bill of
Rights will be held here Wednesday, May 28, at the
Community Church of New York. The teach-in is sponsored
by the Political Rights Defense Fund and the National
Emergency Civil Liberties Committee to protest recently
disclosed FBI ‘“disruption” campaigns against the civil
rights, antiwar, labor, and socialist movements.

Among the featured speakers will be Georgia state
legislator Julian Bond, noted constitutional attorney Leo-
nard Boudin, and Anne Braden, a longtime fighter for civil
liberties in the South. ,

In addition, two recent victims of FBI “Counterintelli-
gence Programs” will explain how they were harassed.
These are Rev. Muhammad Kenyatta, target of an FBI
death threat while working for civil rights in Mississippi,
and Dr. Morris Starsky, a socialist professor witch-hunted
out of a teaching post in Arizona.

Other speakers include Kathy Kelly, president, National
Student Association; Henry Foner, president, Joint Board,
Fur, Leather, and Machine Workers union; Paul Mayer,
National Alliance Against Racist and Political Repression;
Frank Donner, author; Dave McReynolds, War Resisters
League; and Annette Rubenstein, critic.

The meeting will begin at 8 p.m., Wednesday, May 28, at
the Community Church of New York, Thirty-fifth Street and

"Park Avenue. It will be preceded by a 7:00 p.m. reception.

Admission for the teach-in is $1.50; reception and teach-in,
$10.

CLUW FORUM DISCUSSES APRIL 26 RALLY FOR
JOBS: “Women have a big stake in the fight against
unemployment, because the gains we’ve made in the past
few years are being wiped out,” remarked Eileen Berlow of
the Cleveland chapter of the Coalition of Labor Union
Women at a May 15 report-back forum on the Washington,
D.C,, jobs-for-all rally. The Cleveland chapter of CLUW
organized the meeting, which was held at the International
Union of Electrical Workers Local 707 hall.

Berlow explained how the April 26 protest was organized,
noting that more than half of the participants had been
women and that CLUW had supported the rally and had
urged its members to attend. » '

Other speakers at the meeting included Jackie LaValle,
an unemployed steelworker and a member of the Ohio
Citizens against Inflation and Unemployment, and Barbara
Winslow .of the American Federation of Teachers.

The meeting was concluded by IUE Local 707 President
Joe Janor. In discussing the mood of many unionists at the
rally, Janor stated that the widespread feeling among the
crowd toward speakers such as Sen. Hubert Humphrey was:
“We want you to listen to us. We came to Washington to
bring you a message!”

MENOMINEE INDIANS WIN ‘SMALL VICTORY’:
Circuit Court Judge Henry Gergen of Dodge County,
Wisconsin, dismissed misdemeanor charges May 13 against
twenty-four Menominee Indians who had participated in the
repossession of an Alexian Brothers novitiate near Gresh-
am, Wisconsin, earlier this year. The novitiate is located on
tribal land.

The trespassing and disorderly-conduct charges were
dismissed because the complaints were drawn up improper-
ly, but Special Prosecutor Donald Zuidmulder has already
announced his intention to seek new complaints. In
addition, the case of five Menominees who have been
charged with felonies in the wake of the repossession are
still pending.

Karla White, spokesperson for the Menominee People’s
Committee-Milwaukee Council, said that group viewed the
dismissal of the charges against the twenty-four as a “small
victory.”

AMERICAN RACISM IN PANAMA CANAL ZONE: A
life-size gallows was recently erected at the entrance of an
army compound in the U.S.-occupied Panama Canal Zone. :

The gallows was built under “urgent” army orders, at a
cost of $314 to American taxpayers, to serve as an
“incentive sign” directed at 700 Panamanian workers
employed by the army at the Corozal compound.

The racist incident was reported in the May 21 Federal
Times, a weekly newspaper published in Washington, D.C.
The Canal Zone reader who reported the incident to the
Federal Times noted that “one black man was actually
hanged in this very compound for rape during Canal
construction days.” The unnamed reporter added, ‘“This
may have fertilized the perpetrator’s thinking.

“The fact that these recent gallows were painted black
was taken by many black workers as a direct affront to
them. A further resentful undercurrent exists because [the
U.S. government] is bearing down on the 85 percent non-
U.S. work force with an intensity heretofore not experienced
at this location.” .

The Panama Canal Zone has been under U.S. militar
occupation since the beginning of this century, when
Washington forced Panama to cede control of the zone “in
perpetuity.” In recent years, Panamanians have been -
fighting to regain the occupied territory.

TAX TIPS FOR GRAFTERS: Kickbacks, bribes, and
other illegal payments have become such a cherished
American institution that the Revenue Code allows them to
be deducted from federal income taxes whenever these
payments constitute an “ordinary and necessary” business
expense.

Such deductions are disallowed, however, in any state
where the laws against them are “generally enforced.”
Fortunately, the felonious taxpayer is not required to prove
the laws are not enforced; on the contrary, it is up to the
feds to prove the laws are enforced if they want to take
away the deduction. -

Since the anticorruption laws are only so much window
dressing, the Internal Revenue Service is in an understand-
ably difficult position. So now the government is trying to
resolve the problem by redefining “generally enforced” to
mean there has been at least one normal ‘“enforcement
action” of the applicable law. Prosecutions for “infamous”
or “extraordinarily flagrant” bribes don’t count as normal
“enforcement actions.”

All of which means, we assume, that if you get caught
bribing a public official because you listed it on your income
tax form, you can still get away with claiming the
deduction. —Nelson Blackstock
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15,000 in May 17 march on Boston
demand: ‘enforce desegregation now?!’

By Baxter Smith

BOSTON—Thousands turned out
here May 17 in a march and rally to
salute the twenty-first anniversary of
the historic Supreme Court decision
outlawing public school segregation
and to demand-that it be implemented
in Boston and other cities today.

The event, initiated by the Boston
NAACP last February, had as its
theme, “Twenty-one years is too long.”

Marchers responding to the NAACP
call converged on this city from across
the Charles River and from across the
Mississippi River. But most came from
Boston, a city that in the past year
has seen the stiffest resistance to
school desegregation of any Northern
city.

Estimates of the size of the demon-
stration varied. An NAACP official
announced at the rally that 50,000
people were present. Boston police
originally indicated ‘“some 30,000”
were present, but they later trimmed
the figure to between 12,000 and
15,000.

Militant reporters estimate there
were from 8,000 to 9,000 people on the
two-mile march and about 15,000
attending the two-hour rally on the
Boston Common, making it the largest
demonstration for desegregation yet
held here. Last December 14, about
12,000 people turned out for a march
against racism. .

Nearly half the gathering was Black.
Overall, it was a youthful crowd, but
many middle-aged people also
marched.

Since the opening of school last fall,
activities of the antibusing movement
have consumed nearly all the media’s
attention and created the impression
that supporters of desegregation are
few.

The May 17 demonstration, however,
stirred confidence among Blacks and
other supporters of desegregation and
illustrated once again that the racists
don’t own the streets of Boston.

The authority of the NAACP was a
major factor in inspiring a large
turnout. Not since the 1963 civil rights
march on Washington has the NAACP
supported a major demonstration.

Wt

Militant/Mary Jo Hendrickson

Rally was show of force against racist attacks on school desegregation

Thée National Student Coalition
Against Racism, a newly formed
student and youth group, contributed
tremendous resources and effort in
building the demonstration. Since
NSCAR was founded last February its
focus has been on the desegregation
struggle here, and through its efforts to
build May 17 it has quickly earned
respect.

The success of the efforts of the
NAACP, NSCAR, and others who built
the action was evident from the broad
range of groups marching: community,
civic, religious, union, and political
organizations, ranging from long-
established organizations such as the
National Urban League and the Amer-
icans for Democratic Action to more
radical groups.

Desegregation suits

Many people across the country have
been looking to Boston as the focus of
the battle between forces seeking to
roll back the gains of the civil rights

BOSTON—To those who had
participated in previous civil rights
or antiwar demonstrations, it was
evident that the marshaling of the
May 17 action here was carried out
with a high degree of efficiency and
political good sense. -

The volunteer marshals were
organized by the NAACP and the
National Student Coalition Against
Racism. The bulk of the marshals
had been recruited by NSCAR.
Many were students—Black and
white—from campuses in the Bos-
ton area, with some coming in on
buses from other cities.

The front rank of the march was
guided along the route by monitors
wearing easily identifiable yellow
armbands. At key intersections
along the line of march, rows of
marshals were stationed to avert
any possible disruptions. None oc-
curred.

The demonstrators were in no
mood for any ultraleft provocations,
and this fact, along with the visibly-
well-organized marshaling team,
would have discouraged any group
thinking about trying to disrupt the
line of march or seize the stage.

The discipline of the marshals

&mld also have dissuaded any

A well-organized action |

right-wingers who may have been
contemplating an attack on the
demonstration.

In virtually the only incident, a
group of nine men tried to provoke a
fight as the rally started. The group
was identified in the Boston Globe
as from the National Socialist
[Nazi] White People’s party. They
were not in uniform.

Standing at the top of the hill on
the Boston Common, they were
obviously spoiling for a battle,
threatening several people. As the
speeches started, they unfurled a
sheet with the words “NAACP =
Communism” scrawled on it. They
also set fire to some papers, includ-
ing a copy of the Militant.

Quickly and calmly, marshals
moved around the small group,
surrounding their sheet with probus-
ing banners and signs. Within
minutes, more than fifty people had
the would-be disrupters completely
encircled.

The Nazi toughs began to look
around nervously. After a few mi-
nutes, a squad of police arrived. The
hoodlums quickly folded up their

banner and—visibly relieved—
allowed the cops to escort them
away. J
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movement of the 1960s and those
forces favoring extension of those
gains.

Many people, therefore, responded to
the May 17 call and came to be counted
in the struggle to extend Black equali-
ty.
Volma Overton, a middle-aged Black
man, stood at the assembly point
holding an Austin, Texas, NAACP
sign. He 1is president of Austin’s
NAACP. He stated that a carload of
people had driven up from Austin to
demonstrate their solidarity with the
struggle in Boston.

“If we don’t show a force and only
just pass it off, they are watching and
will see us,” Overton explained, refer-
ring to right-wing forces that are
gearing up to defeat a school desegre-
gation lawsuit in Austin.

Other NAACP officials interviewed
reported similar right-wing offensives
or judicial foot dragging.

The state president of the Delaware
NAACP told of the progress of the
Wilmington desegregation suit.

A district court judge in Wilmington
has recently upheld approval of a
metropolitan school plan for that city
involving city and suburban busing. A
city/suburban busing plan for Detroit
was overturned by the Supreme Court
last year. :

“The court told the school board to
submit a plan for the fall,” the Dela-
ware NAACP president said, but so far
they haven’t. He believes the school
board is banking on the Supreme
Court overturning the proposal. White
groups in the suburbs are against the
plan too.

“Nobody wants it,” he said, shaking
his head, except the NAACP, which
filed the original suit on behalf of
Black parents.

Most of those from out of town came
from New York, New England, and the
Central-Atlantic states. There were
also people from as far away as
Portland, Oregon; Racine, Wisconsin;
Minneapolis, Minnesota; Logan, Utah;
Birmingham, Alabama; and Atlanta,
Georgia.

Around 12:30 in the afternoon people
began lining up for the march.

At the front were red-and-gold-
uniformed Shriners, Syria Arab Patrol
Band Number 31. Some were on full-
dress Harley-Davidson motorcycles.
Others, on foot, carried horns and
drums.

Women in blue uniforms, the Antler
Guard Elks Club, queued up behind the
Shriners.

“Mark time, march!” the Shrine
leader, in a high fez and carrying a
shiny baton, called out.

The drums rolled. The horns belted
out a martial flourish. The baton
carrier danced a classy cakewalk jig,
and the procession moved out.

For the next forty-three minutes,
according to one observer, the march '
route was nothing but a stream of
people in support of school desegrega-
tion.

There were young people on bikes
and on roller skates, women wheeling
strollers, hounds on leashes, toddlers
being towed, two soft-pretzel vendors
peddling three-wheel vehicles side-by-
side, and one vendor pushing an ice-
cream truck.

“Oooh, a parade,” a boy on a man’s
shoulders squealed as the march twist-
ed down Park Drive towards Common-
wealth Avenue and the Common. The
pair stepped from the curb and melted
into the crowd.

“Keep the buses rolling. Desegregate
the schools now,” the first contingent
of marchers cried out.

“Two, four, six, eight, Boston must
desegregate,” another contingent re-
plied.

Bystanders cheer

People along the march route greeted
the demonstators with waves of appro-
val. Some cheered and applauded.
Others joined the march.

Passing motorists would honk in
support of the march.

There were thousands of banners
and placards on the march, giving it
lots of color.

Groups formed contingents by area
or group and carried banners identify-
ing themselves.

A banner carried by the Indiana
Student Coalition Against Racism

said: “Desegregate Boston Schools.
Desegregate Indianapolis Schools
Now.”

People from the Northwest Philadel-
phia NAACP carried a long banner, -
and some wore gauze blue-and-gold
NAACP caps. '

“Desegregate All Boston Schools
Now. Norman Oliver for Mayor,” a
banner carried by supporters of the
campaign of Norman Oliver, Socialist
Workers party candidate for mayor,
read. Oliver was the only mayoral
candidate to be seen on the march.

The Boston chapter of the National
Organization for Women had a ban-
ner, as did the Committee to Defend
Abortion Rights, which has helped
defend Dr. Kenneth Edelin.

Other groups with banners or contin-
gents included American Federation of
State, County and Municipal Employ-
ees Local 1930, Library Guild, New
York; American Friends Service Com-

Continued on next page

Crowd cheered for Boston NAACP
president, Thomas Atkins.
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Continued from preceding page
mittee; Eritreans for Liberation; Bos-
ton Socialist Feminist Organization;
Episcopal Clergy and Laity; and Uni-
tarian Universalist Association.

Radical groups such as the Young
Socialist Alliance, Democratic Social-
ist Organizing Committee, New Ameri-
an Movement, and Young Workers
Liberation League also carried promi-
nent banners.

Upon arriving in the Common,
many marchers sought shade or cool
drinks as relief from the sun. Others

devoured bag lunches and some could -

be seen guzzling beer.

“We have come today,” Rev. Charles
Smith, who chaired the rally, opened
by saying, “to say to all of America

. .1in the words of that old spiritual, ‘I
will never turn back, no more.””

The theme of not turning around
from the drive toward full Black
equality was conveyed in other speak-
ers’ remarks.

Maceo Dixon, a national coordinator
of the National Student Coalition
Against Racism, recalled that gains
were won in the 1960s through the
sustained pressure of the civil rights
mobilizations. He wurged continued
demonstrations.

“Today’s demonstration is a big step
forward in the struggle for Black
equality. This demonstration is part of

. the process in which Black people will
secure our rights,’> Dixon said.

Dixon was warmly applauded when
he said, “If Ford can send bombers,
troops, and ships to attack Cambodia
in violation of the Cambodian people’s
human and political rights, ... he
should be able to send troops and
tanks to Boston to enforce the law.

“Send those troops and tanks to
Boston to enforce the law and to
protect Black children from racist
lynch mobs!”

“James Baldwin has said that we
live in an age when silence is not only
criminal but suicidal,” began Kathy
Kelly, president of the National Stu-
dent Association, “And that is why
students from across the country are
here in Boston today. Because we
refuse to remain silent in the face of
injustice and inequality.”

There were frequent references to the
civil rights days, the obstacles that
were encountered, and the victories
that were won. The demonstration,
itself, had much of the flavor of a

1960s civil rights rally. There was
gospel singing and hand clapping, the
staccato of bongo drums and tambou-
rines, and warm camaraderie.

‘Bigotry with Boston accent’

“We will not yield one word or one
bit of our constitutional rights to hypo-
crites, who talk about law and order
and desecrate the law and order they
don’t like,” Joseph Rauh, vice-
chairperson of Americans for Demo-
cratic Action, said. “George Wallace
stood in the schoolhouse door in
Alabama to bar Blacks from entering.
Those who bar the schoolhouse door
here are not different from George
Wallace just because they speak with a
Boston accent. Bigotry with a Boston
accent is still bigotry.”

Roy Wilkins, executive director of the
NAACP, spoke briefly on the durabili-
ty of the NAACP and the job it has to
face.

“I pledge to you that we will be here
as long as it is necessary. We’re not
going out of business. We’ve been here
sixty-six years. And if the Boston
bigots can last that long—I doubt it—
we’ll be here sixty-six more years,” the
elderly civil rights leader declared.

Thomas Atkins, president of the
Boston NAACP, who was described by
several of the speakers as “a fighter,”
got a warm welcome when he was
introduced, a recognition of the respect
for his contributions.

He spoke on the effect of the 1954
Supreme Court ruling.

“We took that ruling,” he said, “and
carried it all over the South. We used it
to brush away the crowds gathered
outside Little Rock High School to
prevent a handful of Black children
from going to school.

“And we used it to remove obstruc-
tors from the doorways at ‘Ole Miss.’

“We used that decision to reverse the
entire system of Jim Crow laws across
the South. Not just in education. But in
voting rights. In housing. In public
accomodation. In public services. And
in employment.”

And we’re using that decision in
Boston, Atkins decared.

Other speakers included Cynthia
Wade, a Black student attending South
Boston High School; Margaret Bush
Wilson, chairperson of the national
board of directors of the NAACP; and
NAACP general counsel Nathaniel
Jones.

By Jon Hillson
BOSTON—The chief racist organi-
. zation here, ROAR (Restore Our
Alienated Rights), chose the week-
end of May 17 to hold a national
convention and stage an antibusing
rally.

ROAR has been trying for some
time to pull together local reaction-
ary groups into a nationwide organ-
ization. So far they have had limited
success, but some local ROAR
chapters have been set up. One such
group, in New York City, recently
ran a big ad in the New York Daily
News.

About 125 people attended the
convention. Among them were the
book-burning bigots from Charles-
ton, West Virginia; antibusing lead-
ers from Prince Georges County,
Maryland; and a swarm of John
Birch Society members.

The focus of the national organi-
zation will be a drive to get an
antibusing amendment added to the
U.S. Constitution. ROAR says it
hopes to open an office in Washing-
ton, D.C., soon.

At the rally, held on Sunday, May
18, more than 2,000 whistling,

.

Racists vow resistance

cheering racists made crystal clear
their determination to continue to
organize resistance to desegregation
in Boston. The reactionary theme of
the rally was sounded by Avi
Nelson, a local right-wing radio
commentator. “Between what we
did in Cambodia last week and
today’s rally,” Nelson proclaimed,
“it feels good to be an American!”

The racists whooped with delight.

ROAR’s EMBLEM: A fitting symbol of
their campaign of violence against
Black schoolchildren.

J/
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Veteran civil rights activist Dick
Gregory wound up the rally with a
militant, enthusiastic speech. Gregory
ripped the U.S. attack on Cambodia
with sharp, homespun wit that the
crowd just loved.

Attempted exclusion

The breadth and solidarity exhibited
on the march and rally were exactly
the prescription needed to build the
movement in defense of Black rights.

People from different groups, with
different backgrounds and varied polit-
ical beliefs marched arm in arm, to
defend desegregation.

This unity faced a potentially serious
obstacle in the days just before the
demonstration when the NAACP at a

news conference here said that “Com-,

munists were not invited” to the march
and rally. The national NAACP
maintains a formal position of not
working with the “extreme Right or
extreme Left.”

The National Student Coalition
Against Racism, which has a policy of
being open to all supporters of desegre-
gation, whatever their political affilia-
tions, sharply disagreed with this
exclusionary position.

The coordinators of NSCAR
immediately sent off telegrams to the
Communist party and to the Young
Workers Liberation League, inviting
them to participate in the demonstra-
tion. The student leaders said that they
believed the NAACP policy “is a
political error” that ‘“can only cut
across the number of desegregation
supporters than can be mobilized.”

In their telegrams, they “welcome[d]
the YWLL and the Communist party
and all groups to bring their banners
and slogans and be a part of the
student contingent. . . .”

On the march and at the rally, the
spirit of unity and determination to see
the desegregation of Boston’s schools
was overwhelming. There was- no
attempt to exclude supporters of de-
segregation from participating, and
any efforts to do so would have met
with a hostile reaction from the crowd.

Reaction to the demonstration was
highly favorable. Participants were
jubilant. Everyone interviewed felt
rewarded by the turnout.

“It was really great. I thought it was
terrific and just what we needed,”
Kathy Kelly said.

“It was a good day,” a volunteer Red
Cross medic simply replied when asked
his opinion. Only a couple of cuts and
scratches, and one bee sting.

candidates
join march

Socialist Workers party presidential
candidate Peter Camejo and hundreds
of his campaign supporters marched in
Boston on May 17. As Camejo circu-
lated through the crowd at the Com-
mon, many demonstrators recognized
him, came up to shake his hand, and
expressed support for his campaign.
Campaign workers passed out almost
4,000 copies of the SWP campaign plat-
form, “A Bill of Rights for Working
People.”

A familiar figure to many marchers

" from Boston was Norman Oliver, SWP

candidate for mayor of that city. His
supporters passed out 3,000 copies of
Oliver’s platform. The Black candidate
is .demanding desegregation of all
Boston schools by any means neces-
sary.

The marchers were receptive to
socialist ideas. A total of 742 copies of
the Militant and 210 copies of the
Young Socialist were sold. Evan Siegal
from Boston was the top Militant
salesperson, selling 41 papers. A litera-
ture table set up by Pathfinder Press
attracted a lot of interest.

Later that evening, 150 people
jammed into the Socialist Workers
campaign headquarters in Boston to
hear Camejo and Oliver speak and to
celebrate the success of the May 17
action. .

Infuriated by the massive antiracist
countermobilization that had taken

Militant/Jon Flanders
SWP Boston mayoral candidate Norman
Oliver campaigning among May 17
marchers.

place that day, four uniformed Nazis
tried to break up the campaign open
house.

Shortly before nine o’clock, the four
strolled past the headquarters, then
turned around and made a rush for the
door. Marshals stationed at the door
locked and barricaded it with chairs.
The Nazis attempted to break down
the door, screaming, “We’re going to
kill you, you commie filth. Keep out of
South Boston.” When they saw other
campaign workers coming to the aid of
the marshals, they ran off. The cele-
bration proceeded without further inci-
dent. .

The attempted Nazi assault was the
latest in a series of incidents involving
right-wing attacks and threats on so-
cialists in Boston and in other cities
across the country. Despite the serious
nature of the attacks, the cops have
refused to make any arrests.

A picket line has been scheduled for
Friday, May 23, at 12:00 noon in front
of Boston’s city hall to demand that
Mayor Kevin White order the cops to
open up their picture files on the Nazis
so that those involved in the assaults
can be identified and prosecuted.



Student leader’s speech

Dixon: ‘T'wenty-one years is too long?!’ '

One of the most enthusiastically
received speeches at the May 17
rally in Boston was delivered by
Maceo Dixon, who spoke on behalf
of the National Student Coalition
Against Racism. Portions of Dix-
on’s speech were included in the
network television coverage of the
May 17 demonstration. Following
are major excerpts from the
speech.

Brothers and sisters: Today’s demon-
stration is a big step forward in the
struggle for Black equality. This dem-
onstration is part of the process in
which Black people will secure our
rights.

It is a racist school board that has
helped to mobilize right-wing forces in
an attempt to turn back Black rights.

Today is the kind of answer we have
to give. Massive countermobilizations
to secure and extend Black democratic
rights in this country, which is the
only method of struggle to successfully
end the injustices that we suffer as an
oppressed people.

There are many different kinds of
people here today to show our support
for school desegregation.

There are many Black elementary,
middle, and high school students here
who are right out there on the front
battle lines. It is you Black students
who are the main troops for this
struggle to get an equal education. You
are here to demand that the govern-
ment defend your right to attend any
school of your choosing.

Parents are here today. They are
here in support of their Black children
to take the lead and fight for desegre-
gated education and busing.

College students are here today. Col-
lege youth are here to fight against
university cutbacks and tuition hikes.
You are here to fight against those
cutbacks and tuition hikes and for
desegregated education because the
government and campus administra-
tions don’t want to allocate funds for
higher education or equal education.

Women are here today. Women are
here because you have seen that the
forces that have thrown rocks, bottles,
and racist epithets at Black students
being bused into Hyde Park, Roslin-
dale, and South Boston are the same

people who initiated the conviction of a
Black doctor, Dr. Edelin, for perform-
ing a legal abortion on a Black wom-
an.

These anti-abortion people say they
are for the right to life. Well, if these
right-to-life bigots, who are also anti-
busing racists—the same folks—were
really for humanity, they’d stop their
boycotts and violence and allow Black
youth a chance to some rights in
America.

Working people are here today.

Working people who want their chil- -

dren to have a good education, which
is not possible as long as the racists
run the schools. They are also against
cutbacks and unemployment that hits
Blacks and Puerto Ricans the hardest.

There are many other people here
who believe in justice and democracy.
And there are people from cities like
Detroit, Cleveland, New York, Atlanta,
Houston, Philly, Chicago, and others.
Many of these cities are also faced
with struggles to get rid of segregated
education.

The National Student Coalition
Against Racism is a broad-based

student and youth organization. We
are open to all youth who want to fight
all forms of racism. All youth can join
us no matter if you are a student or
not. Whether you are religious, Demo-
crat, Republican, Socialist, Commu-

nist, or whatever.

The National Student Coalition
Against Racism is engaged in struggle
against racism all across this country.

We helped organize movements
against cutbacks in education in San
Francisco and in the state of Washing-
ton in the public school system. We are
involved in the struggle in New York
City’s university system against cut-
backs in open-admissions programs.

The National Student Coalition
Against Racism has mobilized support
for Sister Joan Little in Washington,
North Carolina—Sister Joan Little
who is being charged with murder of a
white racist prison guard who attempt-
ed to rape her.

We are for the maintenance and
extension of Black studies, special
programs for Puerto Ricans and other
oppressed nationalities, and women’s
studies programs.

We are for affirmative-action pro-
grams and we demand that they be
implemented to the fullest.

We’re composed of Blacks, Puerto
Ricans, Asians, Chicanos, and white
youth. Anyone who supports these
struggles can be a part of our move-
ment. But we make a special appeal to
Black youth, particularly students.
Blacks have to take the lead in this
struggle because we are the primary
victims of racism.
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Marchers line up behind student coalition banner on May 17
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Maceo Dixon, speaking for National
Student Coalition Against Racism.

So we have to fight back the hardest
because it’s in our interest and we have
nothing to lose but our chains of
oppression.

We have to continue this fight until
every vestige of racism is eliminated
from American society. The center of
this fight against this social disease is
here in Boston. To win we need force
and power.

If Ford can send bombers, troops,
and ships to attack Cambodia in
violation of the Cambodian people’s
human and political rights, which we
should all strongly oppose, he should
be able to send troops and tanks to
Boston to enforce the law.

Send those troops and tanks to
Boston to enforce the law and to
protect Black children from racist
lynch mobs!

We have to build, build, build this
movement to tell the racists that
school desegregation has to be en-
forced here right now. It’s been twenty-
one years since the United States
Supreme Court ruling of Brown v.
Board of Education.

We say twenty-one years is too long!

Desegregate the Boston schools now!

Stop the racist violence!

Keep the buses rolling!

By Wendy Lyons

When the December 14 march
against racism took place in Boston
last year, in response to the campaign
of violence against school desegrega-
tion, the Communist party and the
Young Workers Liberation League boy-
cotted the event. The YWLL held a
national convention in Philadelphia
on the same weekend as the historic
march, and the organization’s national
chairperson, James Steele, branded the
demonstration of 12,000 a “routine ex-
ercise in left sectarianism.”

The recent May 17 demonstration
was much broader than the December
14 march, and the Stalinists found it
impossible to oppose it openly. Their
newspaper, the Daily World, gave a
moderate amount of coverage to the
event, shortly before it took place, and
the CP and YWLL organized modest-
sized contingents.

But the Stalinists did not throw their
energies into building support for the
action. Just the opposite—their main
effort was aimed at undercutting it.

The call for the march was originally
Lannounced by Thomas Atkins, presi-

dent of the Boston NAACP, at the Feb-
ruary founding convention of the Na-
tional Student Coalition Against
Racism (NSCAR). It was enthusiasti-
cally endorsed by the gathering of
2,000.

Shortly after the convention, the
Daily World ran a lengthy series of
articles by YWLL organizational secre-
tary Matty Berkelhammer. These arti-
cles were aimed at reducing the author-
ity of the call for action by red-baiting
NSCAR as being “dominated” by the
Young Socialist Alliance.

The World’s major coverage of the
action prior to May 17 was through
Berkelhammer’s slanderous attacks on
the organization that was doing the
most to mobilize young people across
the country to respond to the NAACP
call.

To top it off, three weeks before the
demonstration, the YWLL distributed
a letter withdrawing from any partici-
pation in NSCAR on the basis that the
YSA, which they characterize as “ra-
cist and opportunist,” “dominates (and
always has) NSCAR from top to bot-

'Where CP and Maoists stood on May 17

tom.” They called NSCAR a “carica-
ture of the struggle against racism.”

A caricature of the struggle against
racism? Thomas Atkins didn’t think so
when he saluted NSCAR from the po-
dium on May 17 for its role in bringing
out the thousands of students who
marched in Boston that day. The
15,000 people who participated in the
demonstration didn’t think so when
they cheered NSCAR coordinator Ma-
ceo Dixon’s address to the rally.

The pro-Peking Stalinists had even
greater difficulties with the May 17 ac-
tion.

When the busing struggle broke out
in Boston last fall, the Maoists were
divided over whether or not to support
busing. The Revolutionary Union and
its youth group, the Revolutionary
Student . Brigade, opposed busing.

Other Maoists, such as the Guardian
and the October League, correctly ac-
cused RU of capitulating to racism.
The Guardian and the OL participated
in the December 14 march.

Now it appears that these groups
have caved in to the pressure of RU.
None of the major Maoist organiza-

tions participated in the May 17
march.

In the May 21 issue of the Guardian,
Jeff Winbourn, a spokesperson for OL,
explained why. He said that the May
17 march “represents the assimilation-
ist wing of the Black bourgeoisie, led
by the NAACP, whereas the December
march represented more of the nation-
alist wing, exemplified by [Democratic
Black state] Rep. Bill Owens™!

Winbourn added, “The NAACP bus-
ing plan is forced assimilation and
denies the democratic right of third
world people to attend the schools of
their choice.”

Evidently, the OL now clearly op-
poses the right of the Black community
to desegregated schools through the
use of busing.

The same Guardian article reports
that the February First Movement
“has not taken a position on busing”
and therefore would not participate in
the May 17 march.

The Guardian itself took no position
on the May 17 action, although it had
supported the march last December. »
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Solidarity with Boston
May 17 actions held across country

By Wendy Lyons

While 15,000 marched in Boston on
May 17 to proclaim their support for
desegregated schools, solidarity dem-
onstrations were taking place in sever-
al other cities.

In Los Angeles, in response to a call
by the NAACP, 350 spirited demon-
strators marched through the Black
community to a rally in Exposition
Park. Chanting, “Jim Crow must go,”
“Education yes; segregation no,” and,
“What do we want? Freedom! When do
we want it? Now!” protesters were
joined by neighborhood residents at
the start of the march.

Speakers at the rally included Henry‘

Dotson, president of the Los Angeles
NAACP; Dr. H. Clark Hudson, vice-
president of the chapter; Rev. James
Lawson of the Holman Methodist
Church; Dr. Thomas Kilgore of the
Second Baptist Church; Florence Perry
of the Committee Against Segregation
in Education, which has been leading
the fight for school desegregation in
Pasadena; and Laura Moorhead and
Dennis Richter of the Los Angeles
Student Coalition Against Racism.

Lawson scored the Los Angeles
Board of Education for failing to
desegregate the city’s schools twenty-
one years after the U.S. Supreme Court
decision declaring school segregation
illegal. There is “more segregation in
Los Angeles,” he said, “than in any of
the cities of the Southeast United
States—and that’s deliberate.”

In concluding the rally Dotson
praised the role of the student coalition
in building the march.

400 at Oakland rally

Oakland Technical High School was
the scene of a Bay Area rally of 400
people on May 17. NAACP leader
David McCullom opened the rally by

Militt/Harry Ring

May 17 protest in Los Angeles
demanded desegregation of Boston and
Los Angeles schools.

reading proclamations from the may-
ors of Berkeley and Oakland in sup-
port of school desegregation.

Mary Jane Johnson, Berkeley school k

board member and president of the
Northern California NAACP, urged a
determined ‘“fight against racism in
education whether it appears in Bos-
ton, Richmond [California], San Fran-
cisco, or Vallejo.” ‘

Rashaad Ali of the Student Coalition
Against Racism received an enthusias-
tic response when he called for a new
civil rights movement to defend the
Black schoolchildren in Boston.

Keynote speaker of the afternoon
was Samuel Sheats, former Pasadena
School Board member, who has been a
leader of the desegregation fight in
that city. “I implore you,” he said, “to

Sets summer actions

Student coalition to continue

By Ginny Hildebrand

BOSTON—For about 450 young
demonstrators May 17, the day’s
events did not end with the rally for
desegregation at the Boston Common.
Some of them had come by bus or car
from as far away as Minnesota and
Utah. Many had arrived at 8:00 a.m. to
join marshaling teams for the demon-
stration. All of them had marched a
couple of miles and chanted and
cheered in the sun all day.

Still, they jammed into the basement
of the University of Massachusetts,
Boston, downtown campus at 7:30 p.m.
for the National Student Coalition
Against Racism national steering
committee meeting. Their exhaustion
was lost in their excitement.

Maceo Dixon gave a report for the
five NSCAR coordinators that opened
the discussion on summer and fall
perspectives for the student antiracist
movement. He began by reviewing the
work of the sixty student coalition
chapters since NSCAR’s founding
conference just three months ago.

Along with organizing thousands of
student and community activists to
come to the demonstration in Boston,
Dixon reported that SCAR chapters
had been active in protests against
campus and high school budget cut-
backs; in defense of Joan Little and the
Attica Brothers; in support of Dr.
Edelin and the right of women to
abortion; in protests against police
brutality in Texas; in support of Puerto
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Rican, Black, and Chinese community

control of the schools in Community

School District One in New York City;
and in support of the April 26 national
demonstration for jobs in Washington,
D.C.

A proposal from the coordinators
urged local chapters to “organize a
week of antiracist activities from July
28 to August 3, focusing on the school
desegregation fight in Boston but also
taking up other struggles going on
across the country—desegregation
fights in Detroit and Los Angeles;
fights against cutbacks in minority
studies and affirmative-action pro-
grams; and struggles to win more jobs
for youth.”

The week’s activities, the proposal
suggested, can includé teach-ins, picket
lines, demonstrations, and other ac-
tions and educational events. The
proposal also urged SCAR chapters to
be ready to respond to any racist
attacks on the Boston Black communi-
ty that might occur over the summer,
and it called for prodesegregation
activities in the weeks just before
schools reopen in September.

The coordinators proposed that
NSCAR’s second national conference
be held in October, in Boston.

During the ‘discussion, students ap-
plauded Chris Robinson when he
spoke about the protests against cam-
pus cutbacks and tuition hikes in New
England. Robinson, a leader of the
struggle at Brown University, helped
organize New England students to

take more action in the future. The
time for segregation is past.”

Called by the NAACP, the rally was
endorsed by SCAR, the National

" Alliance Against Racist and Political

Repression, U.S. Rep. Ronald Dellums
(D-Calif.), and others.

Two hundred fifty demonstrators in
Portland, Oregon, marched from the
Portland school administration build-
ing to Irving Park.

At the park the marchers heard Rev.
Ellis Casson, president of the Portland
NAACP, condemn the violence aimed
at Black students in Boston, and
Arthur Bennett, a leader of Portland
SCAR, talk about the need for an
ongoing student organization to fight
all forms of racist oppression.

Other speakers included James
Brooks, executive director of the Urban
League; Robert Ridgley, chairman of
the Portland School Board; Evelyn
Crowell, a Black studies instructor at

Portland State University; Rev. John

Jackson, president of the Albina Mi-

“nisterial Alliance; and Linda Haggs of

the Joan Little Defense Committee.

In addition to the Portland protest,
the NAACP also held a rally in nearby
Vancouver, Washington, attended by
100.

Funds for schools

In Seattle, 150 people marched
through the Black community to Gar-
field High School for a rally on May
17. In addition to demonstrating their
solidarity with . the desegregation
struggle in Boston, the marchers
demanded state funding for Seattle
schools, which face massive cutbacks
that will hit hardest at the schools in
the Black community.

Roscoe Bass, principal of predomi-
nantly Black Garfield High, said that
a recent meeting of parents and

support the desegregation efforts in
Boston and the May 17 march.

Hattie McCutcheon from Detroit
SCAR talked about the impact of the
Boston desegregation fight on desegre-
gation efforts in the Detroit schools.

A Cleveland SCAR coordinator re-
ported on that chapter’s success in
organizing high school students in
fourteen schools in his city.

After a full discussion, the meeting
unanimously adopted the coordinators’
proposal.

The enthusiasm and spirit of the

teachers had pledged to shut down the
school if the state doesn’t come up with
the money to maintain the school’s
educational programs.

Buzz Jackson of the Washington
Education Association pledged that
the WEA would fight to maintain the
gains made by affirmative-action pro-
grams, which are now threatened by
teacher layoffs. He said that unless the
seniority system is modified it could
become a means of maintaining the
“last hired, first fired” conditions of
minorities and women.

Gene Peterson, chairperson of the
Central Area School Council, said that
the racist attacks on Black education
in Boston and other parts of the
country are part of an attempt to do
away with the gains made by Blacks
during the civil rights movement.

Clenched fists

A Boston solidarity demonstration of
100 was held in San Diego in front of
the federal building. Every window at
the new federal prison next door was
filled with the clenched fists of prison-
ers showing their support for the
antiracist action.

In Denver, Mayor William McNi-
chols declared May 17 “Support the
Constitution Day” in response to a
request by that city’s NAACP. A
meeting heard Joe Edie Roy, president
of the state conference of the Colorado-
Wyoming NAACP; James Reynolds of
the Colorado Civil Rights Commission;
and Phil Drew of Colorado SCAR,
among others, speak about the fight
against segregation in Boston and
Colorado.

In Salt Lake City, Utah, 300 people,
half from the Black community and
half students from the city’s campuses,
marched on the Federal Building on

Continued on page 26

struggle

meeting was captured in the cheers
and applause that greeted Dixon’s
comment that “we (NSCAR) are the
youth and militant wing of the antira-
cist, prodesegregation forces around
the country.”

* The students who boarded the buses,
cars, and subways to return home were
proud of the role they had played in
building May 17 and in organizing
hundreds of student marshals at the
demonstration. They felt a new
confidence—they felt like leaders. And
that’s exactly what they are.

Militant/Méry Jo Hendrickson
NSCAR coordinators Marcia Codling (left) and Joette Chancy on Boston march



Socialist candidate on tour

Reid joins protests in L.A. against war, ra

By Linda Jenness

LOS ANGELES—VWillie Mae Reid
went from picket line to demonstration
‘to rally while on tour here as part of
her campaign for the vice-presidency
of the United States.

Upon arriving in Los Angeles on
May 15, Reid went directly from the
airport to join antiwar protesters on a
picket line at the federal courthouse.
The protesters were demanding that
the U.S. government remove its troops
from Thailand and Cambodia. The
picket line was part of the national
response to President Ford’s renewed
aggression in Southeast Asia under
the guise of “rescuing” the ship Maya-
gliez. )

On Saturday, May 17, Reid joined
hundreds of Los Angeles activists in
an antiracism demonstration called by
the NAACP. The marchers wound
through South Central Los Angeles
chanting ‘‘Education, yes—
segregation, no” and “Two, four, six,
eight, we want to desegregate.”

After the demonstration, Reid and
many of her supporters went to the
Socialist Workers Central-East cam-
paign headquarters for a campaign
rally. Although both of the Socialist
Workers party headquarters in Los
Angeles have been bombed recently by
right-wing terrorists, and no arrests
have been made, the Los Angeles
Police Department has refused to
provide Reid with individual police
protection while she is in this city.

" asked.

The Secret Service, which was also
asked to provide protection for Reid
during her stay in Los Angeles, refused
on the lame excuse that they have not
yet met to decide “who is a major
candidate in the 1976 election cam-
paign.”

At the campaign rally, Reid pointed
to the arrests in Los Angeles the day
before of 500 undocumented workers,
primarily Mexican, by the Immigra-
tion Service to show the hypocrisy of
the U.S. government’s “concern” about
“opening the doors” to the Vietnamese
refugees.

“Where is the open-door policy for
these brothers and sisters from Mexico
who want to come here to work?”’ Reid
“Yesterday at nine o’clock in
the morning the Immigration Service
rounded up 500 workers, mainly wom-
en, in'a clothing factory here and
immediately deported six busloads of
these workers to Mexico. It was done
so fast that by the time I got down
there, which was as soon as I heard
about it, it was practically all over.”

Reid had immediately gone to the
factory to express support for the
undocumented workers and then to the
federal courthouse to find out what
was being done with those people who
had not yet been deported.

Also speaking at the campaign rally
was Jeff Berchenko, SWP candidate
for city council in Los Angeles.

At Granada Hills High School, Reid
spoke to more than 400 students at an

cism
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Willie Mae Reid, SWP candidate for vice-president, joins Los Angeles NAACP march

for desegregation May 17.

assembly. The students at Granada
Hills are almost all white and come
from  upper-middle-class families.
About half of the students and teach-
ers at the assembly were openly hostile
to Reid’s socialist ideas, some of them

(

LOS ANGELES—James Harris is
a twenty-five-year-old Black veteran
who recently joined the Young
Socialist Alliance in Los Angeles.
An activist in the Los Angeles
Student Coalition Against Racism,
Harris helped build the May 17
antiracist demonstration here. After
the demonstration he came to the
socialist campaign rally to hear
Willie Mae Reid speak.

“Everyone told me not to miss this
rally,” he said later, “and I'm glad I
didn’t. I'll catch her again, too, when
she speaks at Cal State.”

How had Harris first heard about
the YSA, and what made him decide
to join?

“I bought a Militant at City
College and I loved the Militant. So 1
\came to a Friday-night forum, where

How a Black veteran was won to socialism

Ed Heisler spoke, that was listed in
the paper. He was great, and I
decided ‘this is for me.””

Ed Heisler is one of the cochairper-
sons of the Socialist Workers 1976
National Campaign Committee and
was on tour in Los Angeles in
March.

Harris spent eleven months in
Vietnam in 1969 and 1970 in the
infantry. “When they first get you,
you don’t know what’s going on,” he
said about his tour in Vietnam.
“We’d read the Stars and Stripes,
and it was totally one-sided. Then all
of a sudden we’d get a paper from
the United States telling about the
antiwar movement, and a lot of us
would think, ‘I should be there not
here.””

Harris came home toward the end
of 1970 and went to school for three
semesters at Los Angeles City Col-
lege. He dropped out because he was
short on money and is now working
for United Parcel Service trying to
save enough to go back to school. “I
can get the GI Bill benefits, and
that helps. But the amount you get
hasn’t gone up with the cost of
living, so it’s not enough just by
itself.”

What did he like so much about
that first Militant that brought him
to Ed Heisler’s talk and then into the
YSA. “The FBI documents,” he said.
“Then there was the big article
about Joan Little. And I always
loved May 17, and there was a lot of
coverage on May 17.” —L.JJ.

Black activist beats frame-up
Lawton wins acqumal after four-year struggle

By Harry Ring

LOS ANGELES—The May 12 ac-
quittal of Black activist Gary Lawton
was a wonderful victory against a
racist frame-up.

Lawton has been for many years a
militant community activist in River-
side, a small city about sixty miles east
of Los Angeles. In May 1971 he was
charged with the murder of two cops
who had been ambushed a month
earlier.

He was accused despite the fact that
he in no way fitted the police descrip-
tion of the man seen leaving the scene
and despite the fact that he had
voluntarily submitted to—and
passed—two police lie detector tests.

Later, two young Black men, Nehem-
iah Jackson and Zurebu Gardner, were
also arrested and charged, but ulti-
mately the charges against them were
dropped.

But racist Riverside authorities were

. absolutely determined to railroad Law-
ton. In the first trial, they obtained a
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change of venue to Indio, a desert
resort and agricultural town sixty
miles beyond Riverside.

Lawton sat in the Indio jail for
nearly a year until mounting public
pressure finally forced the judge to set
bail for him.

At the trial the prosecution’s case
consisted of a string of witnesses who
told conflicting stories.

The prosecution’s case was so bad
that an all-white, middle-class Indio
jury voted 9 to 3 for acquittal.

Despite that hung jury the prosecu-
tion pressed ahead with a second trial.

Held in Riverside, that one too ended
in a hung jury.

The prosecution tried again.

The third trial, also held in River-
side, lasted more than two months. It
ended with the jury staying out for
three days and then coming in with
the verdict of not guilty.

When the frame-up machinery was
first set in motion against Lawton, few
people outside of Riverside knew what

was happening. But Lawton was truly
fortunate. His wife Chukia, also a
militant liberation fighter, was deter-
mined that he would not be railroaded.
She set about persistently, and at the
beginning virtually single-handedly, to
make the facts of the case known and
to win support.

Largely through her stubborn ef-
forts, the Riverside Political Prisoners
Defense Committee was established.

The victory that was finally won is
particularly gratifying because it dem-
onstrates that even a handful of people
pitted against a powerful racist force
can win if they stick to the issue and
work to mobilize the support that can
and must be won in such cases.

Following the acquittal, Chukia
Lawton told the Militant: “The only
thing that I can say is that if it hadn’t
been for each and every one of us, it
would not have been possible. We want
to thank our many friends and we
want them to know we haven’t
stopped.”

even applauding when Reid mentioned
the Ku Klux Klan or the Nazis.

Others jeered when Reid called on
the students to defend Joan Little, a
Black woman from Washington, North
Carolina, charged with murder for
defending herself from a white jailer
who tried to rape her.

“Are you on the commies’ side in
Vietnam or ours?” asked one student.
When ‘Reid said she believed in the
right of Vietnam to self-determination
and that the U.S. government had no
business in any part of Southeast Asia,
part of the audience booed at her
response.

When asked if she was surprised at
the response to her talk, Reid told the
Militant, “I've talked to high school
students with racist ideas and anti-
communist prejudices before—but usu-
ally not to so many all at once! Of
course, there were lots of students here
today who did not agree with the
hecklers, but they’ve been intimidated
and didn’t speak up.”

Following the assembly, a group of
fifteen to twenty students and student
teachers gathered around to thank
Reid for coming to the school.

/Harry Ring
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Nuclear saber-rattiing

US. threatens renewed Korean war

By David Frankel

Having finally been driven out of
Vietnam and Cambodia, Washington
has begun to raise the ominous threat
of a new war in Korea. The latest
statements have come around the
Mayagiiez incident.

Bernard Gwertzman reported in the
May 16 New York Times the warning
of “leading Administration officials”
that the Mayagiiez operation “had
been undertaken in part to alert North
Korea and other Communist countries
that the United States was ready to
meet force with force to protect its
interests.”

Gwertzman notes that “there have
been no overt signs that North Korea
is preparing to attack South Ko-
rea. . . .” But in an interview in U.S.
News & World Report, Secretary of
Defense James Schlesinger stresses
that in the event of a conflict in Korea,
“the U.S. would take more vigorous
action than we were inclined to take
during much of the Vietnamese war.”

The most chilling threats have been
those concerning the use of nuclear
weapons. John Finney, writing in the
May 18 New York Times, mentioned
that in addition to the 40,000 U.S.
troops in Korea there are also “untold
numbers of tactical nuclear weapons.”

Only one week before, Los Angeles
Times reporter Sam Jameson had
written from Seoul: “The United States
would consider using tactical nuclear
weapons in case of an outbreak of war
in the Korean peninsula, a top Ameri-
can military commander said here
Monday.

“The U.S. officer, who asked not to
be named, made it clear in an inter-
view that he did not expect . . . an all-
out attack upon South Korea at this
time.

“But he also indicated that if such
an attack should occur, a recommenda-

Marines in Korea in 1950. Washington is threatening stepped-up intervention in

Korea, where U.S. already has 40,000 troops and nuclear weapons stationed.

tion urging the use of tactical nuclear
weapons would most likely be made by
the U.S. command here to the White
House.”

The U.S. commander explained to
Jameson, “I'm an ‘attack nuke’ man
myself.”

Just as it did in Vietnam, Washing-
ton is trying to paint the war danger in
Korea as coming from “aggression
from the North.” The danger to the
dictatorship of President Park Chung
Hee, however, comes from within
South Korea. Park has put into effect
no less than nine emergency decrees
on “safeguarding of national security
and public order” in less than a year
and a half.

“There has been a steady erosion of
popular support for Mr. Park’s Govern-
ment similar to that leading, in the
eyes of many observers in Asia, to the
downfall of the South Vietnamese

regime,” reported Richard Halloran in
the May 6 New York Times.

As the sole protector of capitalism in
South Korea, Washington is undoub-
tedly worried about the effects of the
victory in Vietnam on the political
situation there, especially since a
recent poll indicated that 65 percent of
the U.S. population would oppose any
U.S. intervention in a new Korean war.

U.S. imperialism’s original effort to
halt the advance of the Korean revolu-
tion in 1950-53; during the height of
the cold war, cost an estimated four
million dead and wounded on both
sides.

Korea had been artificially divided
between U.S. and Soviet occupation
forces following World War II. When
fighting later broke out between the
two opposing governments, the capital-
ist dictatorship in the South did no

_better than its counterpart in Saigon

last month. Alfred Crofts, a former
member of the U.S. military govern-
ment in Korea, explained the military
reverses of the southern regime in an
article in the June 25, 1960 issue of
The Nation.

Within weeks, he wrote, “three-
fourths of South Korea was over-
run. . . . millions of South Koreans
welcomed the prospect of unification,
even on Communist terms. They had
suffered police brutality, intellectual
repression and political purge. Few felt
much incentive to fight for profiteers
or to die for Syngman Rhee. Only 10
percent of the Seoul population aban-
doned the city; many troops deserted,
and a number of public figures . . .
joined the North.”

Washington’s intervention saved the
capitalist regime. In its June 29, 1953,
issue, Time magazine summed up the
other accomplishments of the coun-
terrevolutionary war there:

“The war to save Korea has also
killed 400,000 [South] Korean civilians,
left 500,000 homes wrecked beyond
repair. One-fourth of all Koreans are
homeless, and 100,000 are orphans; all
are underfed. In North Korea, 40 per
cent of all habitations are destroyed,
and of military targets—factories,
power plants, etc.—UN airmen agree
there is not much left to destroy . . .
South Korea, likewise, is a war-
wrecked shell: 75 per cent of its mines
and textile factories are out of action,
two-thirds of its schools unusable. But
out of disaster has grown a tough
army of 16 divisions, and a sense of
manhood.”

Participants in the movement
against Washington’s war in Vietnam
can be proud that one effect of their

activity has been to make it more
difficult for the U.S. imperialists to
“save” Korea a second time.

By David Russell

Washington’s murderous attack on
Cambodia to “rescue” the Mayagiiez
and its crew sparked an immediate
protest in both Southeast Asia and the
United States.

Demonstrators greeted the new U.S.
ambassador to Thailand when he
arrived in Bangkok May 14. They
protested Washington’s use of Thai-
land as a staging area for the attack.
The signs they carried read, “Ameri-
¢an go home” and “Bastard Ford, get
your troops out.”

The National Student Center of
Thailand, which organized the

- Militant/Jo on
in Chicago agair}st

May 15 picket
Pentagon’'s ‘Mayagliez’ provocation.
Emergency actions in many cities
kdemanded ‘Hands off Southeast Asia.’

massive protests in October 1973 that
toppled the military regime, accused
Washington of using the Mayagiiez
incident as a pretext to intervene again
in Indochina.

About 10,000 demonstrators
marched on the U.S. embassy in
Bangkok May 17, demanding that
Washington apologize for launching
its attacks from Thailand. According
to a dispatch in the May 18 New York
Times, the demonstration was organ-
ized mainly by student activists, in-
cluding Seksan Prasertkul, a well-
known student leader during the 1973
upsurge. Labor groups also participat-
ed in the action.

The protesters hanged Uncle Sam in
effigy and replaced the American eagle
seal on the embassy with a drawing of
a vulture, bearing the inscription
“Bandit’s Hideaway.” Some of the
placards at the protest read, “Ford,
how many wars did you start today?”
and “Go to hell, bad Americans. This
land is not for you.”

About 300 demonstrators picketed
the embassy compound throughout the
night. The next day the crowd grew to
2,000. The students held a mock trial of
Ford and Kissinger and burned
Kissinger and Uncle Sam in effigy.

After meeting with a student delega-
tion, Foreign Minister Chatichai
Choonhavan informed Washington
that he would recall the Thai ambass-
ador if the White House did not make a
formal apology within two days. After
receiving a U.S. note expressing “re-
gret” over the incident, he said on May

ThaIS Americans blast FOTd s attack

Thai students burnmg Pre3|dent Ford in
effigy. Protests forced Thai government
to publicly demand U.S. withdraw
marines.

19 that “bygones should be bygones.”

The mass sentiment among the Thai
population against becoming involved
in Washington’s military adventures
has forced the weak regime in Bang-
kok to publicly condemn the use of
Thai bases by the Pentagon and to
threaten the removal of all U.S. forces

announced the assault,

from the country. At the same time, the
regime knows that it may have to turn
to Washington for help against its own
people at a later date.

Daniel Southerland reported --the
opinion of a Thai journalist in the May
16 Christian Sciene Monitor in this
regard. “Some people,” explained the
Thai, “especially among the privileged
classes, feel the U.S. action proved the
U.S. still has the power to block
communist influence. in this area.”

The demonstrations in the United
States were held on very short notice,
with many being initiated by the
Socialist Workers party and Young
Socialist Alliance. Although most were
small, the speed with which antiwar
forces moved into action served notice
on the Ford administration that larger
protests would soon be mobilized if the
attack on Cambodia was not halted
immediately.

On May 14, the day the Pentagon
about 150
protesters rallied at. the University of
California at San Diego. Fifty people
turned out for an emergency picket line
in Boston on one hour’s notice.

The next day more than 500 demon-
strators marched in a picket line at
Times Square in New York City. Four
hundred rallied at the University of
California at Berkeley, 150 in San
Francisco, and 200 in Chicago; and 150
turned out for a second protest in
Boston. Demonstrations also took
place in Cleveland; Ann Arbor, Michi-
gan; and Bloomington, Indiana.




Aggression against Cambodia

The Mayaguez: Washington's big lie

By David Frankel

The casualty figures are still jumping around, but
it looks as if President Ford has succeeded in get-
ting fifteen to eighteen U.S. servicemen and an
unknown number of Cambodians killed in order to
rescue thirty-nine sailors who were already being
released.

The result is being hailed as a great victory for
U.S. foreign policy. “On balance,” opined the sober
voice of the New York Times, “the risks proved
worth the taking and the gains outweighed the
losses.” .

Ford “acted with prudence, deliberation, and cour-
age,” wrote the upright moralists of the Christian
Science Monitor.

“A man who knows how to act,” was the verdict
of one Republican leader. Richard Nixon, who had
already proved himself in this category, phoned
congratulations to his protégé.

Sen. Adlai Stevenson (D-Ill.) declared: “Let no one
mistake the unity and the strength of an America
under attack.”

Pyramid of lies

But despite the elation of the capitalist rulers and
their employees, there can be little doubt that the
whole Mayagiiez affair was a conscious, bloody
provocation built on a pyramid of lies.

The first lie was that Washington was provoked
by “an act of piracy” without any justification.

Since the liberation of Pnompenh, the Pentagon
has carried out daily reconnaissance flights over
Cambodia. The same type of harassment that was
directed against the Cuban Revolution after its tri-
umph has been instituted. Small boats carrying
Thai and Cambodian agents with bombs and radio
equipment have been discovered in Cambodian wa-
ters.

The Cambodians have denounced these activities
and have made clear that they would stop ships

U.S. troops get off of Tang Island—not everybody
made it. Official toll was increased from one dead to
fifteen, others are missing.

cruising in their waters. Time magazine reported in
its May 26 issue that in the ten days before the
capture of the Mayagiiez, the Cambodians ‘“had
fired on or captured—but presumably released—25
ships and fishing boats in the same area with no
warning or explanation.”

Washington knew the explanation. Nevertheless,
reported Philip Shabecoff in the May 20 New York
Times, the government “did not issue a special
warning to mariners, which is standard procedure
in time of apparent danger.”

The statement of the Cambodians that they had
no intention of detaining the Mayagiiez perma-
nently but only wanted to “examine it, question it,
and make a report to higher authorities” was con-
firmed by the captain and crew of the Mayagiiez
after they were released. They reported that they
had been asked whether they worked for the FBI or
CIA, and whether they were carrying bombs, arms,
or ammunition in their cargo.

The second big lie in the Mayagiiez affair was the
claim that the administration was acting to save
the lives of the captured sailors. White House press
secretary Ron Nessen found it necessary to insist
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Kissinger and Ford yuk it up with aides after proving they could bully Cambodia

that speculation that Washington had welcomed
the crisis was untrue. He said the decision to use
force “was based 100 percent and entirely on a
single consideration—to get the crew and the ship
back.”

This story is false on the face of it. According to
the testimony of Captain Charles Miller of the May-
agiiez, it was only by chance that a Thai fishing
boat that the crew members were on was not blown
out of the water before a U.S. pilot saw them on it.
Three other boats were sunk by U.S. planes and
four were damaged. Some Pentagon sources said at
the time that they were confident that there were no
Americans on them—and others said they were not
completely confident.

The attitude in the White House was expressed by
Henry Kissinger, who was said by one participant
to have told the National Security Council that the
lives of the crew “must unfortunately be a secon-
dary consideration.”

Smarting from the humiliating defeat handed
them by the people of Indochina and the interna-
tional antiwar movement, the statesmen in Wash-
ington decided they needed a “success” to counter-
act the bad publicity.

The act of sending in the marines and bombers
was aimed. at dispelling the belief that Washington
would hesitate to get involved in any more wars
because of the massive domestic opposition to the
intervention in Indochina. As Henry Kissinger ex-
plained it in a May 16 news conference:

“The impact ought to be to make clear that there
are limits beyond which the United States cannot
be pushed, and that the United States is prepared to
defend those interests, and that it can get public
support and congressional support for those ac-
tions.”

James Reston noted that “the Administration
almost seems grateful for the opportunity to detnon-
strate that the President can act quickly despite the
recent efforts by Congress to limit his authority for
military action. Officials here have been bridling
over a lot of silly taunts about the American ‘paper
tiger’ and hope the Marines have answered the
charge.”

Better dead?

From this point of view, the crew might even have
served the White House purposes better dead. Ac-
cording to a report in the May 15 Washington Post,
“Senior administration officials hinted privately

. that if the crewmen are killed or held hostage
by the new Communist government of Cambodia,
then ‘punitive’ military action may be under-
taken. . . .”

Indeed, the recovery of the crew tnharmed after
the military had been called in was generally
viewed as a stroke of pure luck. Far from being a
race against time to rescue the crew, the Pentagon’s
assault was a race against time to get its military
operation going before the crew was released with-
out recourse to force.

“Statements by officials,” reported the May 16
New York Times, “indicate that there is good rea-
son to believe that the whole operation would have
been carried out earlier if the aircraft carrier Coral
Sea and other fleet units had not been diverted by
the South Vietnamese refugee operation.

“On Tuesday a senior Defense Department offi-
cial said: ‘We know what we have to do, we just
have to wait until the means to do it have arrived
on the scene.””

In keeping with this perspective, Washington
went through the motions of seeking a diplomatic
solution to the problem only for as long as it took to
prepare its show of force. On May 18 it was revealed
that Washington had planned to make its point
with B-52 bombers if the Coral Sea had not arrived
in the area by May 14.

Further proof of Washington’s real intentions
came from the military assault itself. Marines
stormed ashore on Tang Island, supposedly to
search for the Mayagiiez crew, although air force
pilots had verified the previous day that the crew
had been moved to the Cambodian port of Siha-
noukville.

U.S. planes bombed an oil refinery near Siha-
noukville nearly an hour after the Mayagiiez crew
were safely on board a U.S. destroyer. The refinery,
in any case, could hardly be considered a military
threat to the Pentagon operation.

Trigger-happy Strangeloves

From the accounts of the crew it is clear that it
was the trigger-happy Strangeloves in Washington
who were the main obstacle to their safety. The
captain of the Mayagiiez told reporters what_the
boat taking them to Sihanoukville went through.

“If we were strafed or bombed once, we were
bombed a hundred times by our jets. Ten foot for-
ward of our bow light. Rockets and machine gun
fire. . . . A couple of men were struck by shrapnel.”

All of the crew agreed that they were well treated
by the Cambodians. “I hope any time any prisoners
get taken they get treated as well as we did,” said
one crewman. “They fed us their food, then ate
what was left.”

Moreover, the Cambodians had offered to let Cap-
tain Miller and some of his crew return to the Maya-
giiez the night before the marine assault to send a
message to the U.S. forces to call off the attacks
that had already begun. Philip Shabecoff reported
in the May 21 New York Times that the crew mem-
ber he interviewed “seemed to believe that the offer
had been part of a plan to free the crew.”

In fact, there is no reason to believe that the
Mayagiiez would not have been released, just as all
the other ships that had been stopped, once it had
been established that it was not a spy vessel. Secre-
tary of Defense Schlesinger’s statement that the
military assault in the Gulf of Siam ‘“represents a
firm and measured response to the high-handed and
crude use of force” and his cant about “interna-
tional order and civilized communication” were
only window dressing for Washington’s arrogant
bullying of a small and ravaged country.

A more accurate assessment of the incident was
made by the Cambodians, who said, “Because they
have all types of modern weapons the U.S. imperial-
ists think they can threaten, intimidate and kill
other people at will inside other people’s territories
and waters, without allowing other people the right
to self-defense or to investigate their espionage,
intelligence and encroachment activities.”

That, indeed, is the real story of Washington’s
role in Indochina and the world.



In Our Opinion

‘Doves’ into hawks

-With more than 2,000 military bases abroad, with troops
stationed on five continents, and with ships in every ocean, the
United States remains the strongest military power in the
world. It also remains the chief threat to world peace.

That fact was demonstrated once again by Washington’s
brutal gunboat diplomacy in the Mayagiiez affair and by the
later revelation that the Ford administration was considering
the use of B-52s against Cambodia.

Not a single member of Congress, no matter how liberal, was
willing to stand up and tell the simple truth. Not one of them
told the American people that Washington was responsible for
escalating the incident begun by the stopping of a U.S. ship for
violating Cambodian waters—a wholly justified action—into an
international confrontation of major proportions.

The liberal politicians joined wholeheartedly in the orgy of
jingoism and flag-waving. “It’s good to win one for a change,”
said Carroll Hubbard, chairman of the House Democratic
freshman caucus.

“Let no one mistake the unity and the strength of an
America under attack,” said Sen. Adlai Stevenson (D-Ill.)

Sen. Hubert Humphrey (D-Minn.) insisted that Ford “had no
other choice” and that the United States ‘“simply cannot permit
flagrant violation of international law.”

Sen. Edward Kennedy (D-Mass.) found the outcome of Ford’s
military action “welcome,” but added, for future flexibility, “We
do not yet know whether there was an alternative in diplomatic
efforts to the U.S. military action.”

Similarly, Sen. George McGovern (D-S.D.) commented, “I
thought it was precipitous. . . . Fortunately, it seems to have
worked.”

The general mood in Congress was most clearly revealed in
the report of one columnist who wrote May 16, “When Ford
entered the Cabinet Room yesterday to inform the assembled
congressional leaders of his decision to use force to free the
Mayaguez, the legislators—all veterans of similar sessions held
by Presidents Johnson and Nixon during the Vietnam years—
rose to their feet and applauded before Ford opened his mouth.”

None of the liberal “guardians of the law” saw fit to mention
the fact that there is a law on the books—one that has been
reenacted in each military appropriations bill since 1973—that
-says:

“None of the funds herein appropriated may be obligated or
expended to finance directly or indirectly combat activities by
U.S. military forces in or over or from off the shores of North
Vietnam, South Vietnam, Laos or Cambodia.”

The reason behind the performance of the liberals is simple:
they support the continuing effort of U.S. imperialism to
dominate the globe.

This was reaffirmed in a May 13 statement signed by fifty-six
congressional Democrats, including Representatives Ronald
Dellums (Calif.), Walter Fauntroy (D.C.), Michael Harrington

(Mass,), Ralph Metcalfe (Ill.), Parren Mitchell (Md.), and"

Andrew Young (Ga.).

Falling all over themselves in their haste to establish their
patriotic credentials, these well-known “doves”’—taking note of
the U.S. defeat in Vietham and Cambodia—proclaimad: “But
‘these events do not affect our strength as a nation and should
not affect our reliability as an ally. Let no nation read the
events in Indochina as a failure of the American will. . . .

“The U.S. does have continuing interests and commitments
elsewhere in Asia and the world. It would be tragic if anyone—
friends or adversaries—misread recent events as a portent of an
American retreat around the world.”

A week later, the “doves” in the House of Representatives
showed exactly what they meant by voting overwhelmingly
against reducing the number of American troops overseas or

cutting in any substantial way the military budget. The House"

approved a bill providing for a 27 percent increase over last
year in new weapons procurement and development programs—
voting to place new and ‘“better” instruments of death and
destruction in the hands of the Pentagon.

Socialists have always said that liberal politicians cannot be
relied upon to prevent war. The liberals’ false commitment to
peace—so handy for election speeches and empty gestures to the
gallery—dissolves as soon as the real military action begins.

The Mayagiiez confrontation proves once again that the way
to fight against the threat of new imperialist wars is to support
candidates such as those of the Socialist Workers party, who
are willing to expose the lies of the U.S. government and lead
the American workers in struggle against it. Only a party that
tells the truth about the need to disarm the imperialist war
makers can lead an effective fight against war.
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How to make enemies
Every one of the Vietnamese babies
has cousins, aunts, or perhaps
grandparents searching for them.
Kidnapping those innocents and
bringing them to the United States
exhibits barbaric callousness similar
to Hitler’s plot against the orphans of
Lidice. Those children represent a
sprouting supply of menial servants to
our privileged caste of warmongers.
This administration might estimate
a thousand million new enemies
throughout Asia.
W.D. Hackney
Santa Barbara, California

Kent State

On May 4, 1970, thirteen students
were shot by the National Guard at
Kent State University as they
peaceably protested the invasion of
Cambodia. This deliberate act of
violence resulted in the deaths of four
of my classmates. Justice has yet to be
served on those in authority
responsible for these murders.

I am somewhat dismayed that the

Militant has failed to acknowledge the -

memorial service recently conducted at
the university. Also there has been a
paucity of coverage given to the
subsequent civil damage suits filed by
concerned students and organizations
against Governor [James] Rhodes and
the commanding officers on the scene,
Sylvester Del Corso and Robert
Canterbury.

I trust that this was an oversight
and that it will be rectified in the
future.

Richard Glance
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania

[In reply—An article on the
memorial referred to appeared in last
week’s Militant.]

Good reasons

- I am renewing my subscription to
the Militant for a number of reasons.
One is because the Militant is the most
informative newspaper in the radical
movement today. The Militant also
has the best printing composition I
have yet seen.

The excellent coverage on the
Washington, D.C., “March for Jobs”
rally is the second reason I am
renewing. I think the fact that the
Militant was at the Washington
demonstration being distributed gave
participants, perhaps for their first
time, an alternative news source to the
bourgeois press.

Keep up the good work and keep the
presses rolling.

Gary Yost
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

Maoist provocations

At a meeting sponsored by the D.C.
Anti-Imperialist Coalition on May 4,
two members of the Young Socialist
Alliance were physically prevented
from distributing literature and were
subjected to harassment and
intimidation.

The meeting was broadly publicized
and open to the public. Numerous
groups attended and distributed their
literature.

Outside the meeting hall, two
members of the YSA who were passing
out leaflets for the May 17 march
against racism were surrounded,
intimidated, and verbally threatened
by Maoists from the Revolutionary
Student Brigade, the Revolutionary
Union, and the Iranian Students
Association.

Letters

After shouting numerous epithets,
including “All Trotskyists should be
shot,” RSB members attempted to
physically prevent them from
distributing the. leaflet. The RSB
opposed the May 17 demonstration,
held in Boston to counter the racist
attempts to block school desegregation.

Later, the two YSA members were
prevented from further distributing the
leaflet by organizers of the meeting on
the pretext that it was “creating a
disturbance.”

This type of conduct must be roundly
condemned by supporters of
democratic rights. Provocations and
physical intimidation have no place
among organizations on the Left and
can quickly lead to outright physical
violence.

Threats of physical violence and
intimidation must be repudiated as a
means for settling disputes and
political differences within the radical
movement.

Sara Smith
Washington, D.C.

Sensible
I have read the Militant off and on
for some time now. What you say and
what the Socialist Workers party is
doing make a lot of sense to me.
Could you send me information
about the SWP—its platform,
positions, etc., and information about
membership? Thank you!
R.P.
Kansas City, Missouri

Getting better all the time

I have been wanting to write you
people at the Militant and tell you how
much I think the coverage has
improved over the last four or five
months. The Militant is one of the few
ways we have of keeping in touch with
the outside world.
Clinton Smith
Amarillo, Texas

PLP marches in Boston

I write this letter in response to some
-inaccuracies in your reporting of the
May 3 march against racism in Boston
held by the Progressive Labor party,
reported in the May 16 issue of the
Militant.

The article seemed to stress the point
that the PLP march should not have
gone into the South Boston area
because it would have and indeed did
lead to a violent confrontation.

PLP did not organize the march with
the intention of causing violence, but
we were not going to let ourselves
become victims of a massacre. It was
with this in mind that we formed the
squad of fighters to prevent violence
and not to cause it.

Pacifism does play an important role
in building large support, but is that
where the battle against racism and
fascism ends? Are we to fight back the
crowds of racists calling for “nigger
blood” with a dove or an olive branch?
I think not! We must at no time
underestimate the enemy. We must
realize that he is strong and has the
politicians and police force on his side.

We must be prepared to quelch this
trend now before it is too late. This can
be accomplished in part with mass
demonstrations as planned by the
[Socialist Workers party], but this is
not all; it must be backed with a quick,
strong arm.

I did not write this letter to denigrate
your attempts on May 17. Quite the
contrary, I wish it success and hope it
will be another step in destroying



racism. But I also contend that such
demonstrations cannot be the final
step. As well as spreading our message
we must be willing to defend it even if
this defense must be a violent one.
Alan Perchick

New York, New York

[In reply—TIt is precisely because the
Militant does not ‘“underestimate the
enemy”’—the racist antibusing forces
in Boston—that we stand for
organizing the largest, most powerful
actions possible to defend school
desegregation. That requires involving
and mobilizing masses of people, not
just the relative handful who are ready
to respond to the PLP’s sectarian and
adventuristic calls to action.

[The violent confrontation
engineered by PLP on May 3 cut
across this aim and gave a handle to
those who are working to discourage
people from joining future antiracist
marches. To assert that this brawl
dealt a setback to the racists is a
delusion, and a dangerous one. On the
contrary, the confrontation gave the
racists a political advantage by taking
them off the hook as the ones
responsible for violence in Boston.

[The racist groups, such as ROAR,
have been systematically organizing
assaults against Blacks, to intimidate
them and to “prove” that busing leads
only to violence. The capitalist
politicians and the bourgeois press
have covered up this organized terror,
claiming that the Black community
and other supporters of desegregation
share responsibility for the violence
that has occurred.

[In this situation, one of the jobs of
the Black community and its allies is
to put the blame for the violence
squarely where it belongs: on the
racists.

[Whatever the views of some
participants in the demonstration,
including reader Perchick, the
organizers of the PLP march clearly
failed to understand this elementary
political point.

[The PLP newspaper, Challenge, in
reporting on the event in its May 15
issue, boasts that a PLP leader “took
the mike on the sound truck and
alerted the gathering Fighters Group:
‘Attack! Attack!”” The account
continues: “The PLP fighters in
uniform . . . charged up the hill. The
marchers defending the sound truck
boomed out ‘Death to the fascists,
death to the fascists.’”

[The Militant’s_opposition to this
kind of ultraleftism has nothing to do
with pacifism. We believe that the
Black community has the right to
defend itself against all racist attacks.
We also believe that leaders of
demonstrations have 'a responsibility
to organize an effective marshaling
system and to be prepared to defend
demonstrators from violent attacks or
disruptions.

[This is exactly what was done at the
NAACP-called march and rally in
Boston on May 17.

[Massive, militant actions like the
May 17 demonstration can deal
genuine setbacks to the racists and lay
the groundwork for broadening and
strengthening the antiracist struggle.]

The letters column is an open
forum for all viewpoints on sub-
jects of general interest to our
readers. Please keep your letters
brief. Where necessary they will
be abridged. Please indicate if
your name may be used or if you
prefer that your initials be used
instead.
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National Picket Line

Frank Lovell

A pyrrhic victory for Shanker?

The May 6 community school board elections in New
York City raised more questions than were resolved,
and these questions will remain to plague the United
Federation of Teachers and its president, Albert
Shanker. ‘

Shanker took a big hand in the school board
elections, spending more than $100,000 of union
money to elect 192 UFT-backed candidates, who will
fill two-thirds of the 288 seats in the thirty-two school
districts of the city. Shanker’s candidates will be a
majority on the nine-member boards in twenty-seven
districts. He claimed greater success than these figures
show because some who were elected without UFT
backing ‘“are people who are not opponents of the
union and will work with us on many matters.” What
those “many matters” are will be revealed in the
UFT’s contract negotiations this summer.

Two days before the election, Shanker wrote in his
weekly paid advertisement column in the Sunday New
York Times that “once again, the question is whether
the voters will turn out or stay at home.” They stayed
at home.

Less than 10 percent of the eligible voters went to
the polls. This contrasts with a 10.4 percent turnout in
1973, and 13.9 percent in 1970, when the first elections
were held under the school-decentralization law.

The constantly declining vote indicates, for one
thing, that parents know the district school boards
have little to say about the education system, which is
directed and controlled by the central board of educa-
tion. '

would turn out, as Shanker claimed. The real issues
were community control of the schools by Black and
Puerto Rican parents, bilingual education, the hiring
of Black and Puerto Rican teachers, and basic
education for children of the poor. Those were the
things Shanker and his allies campaigned against.

Those issues will not go away.

On May 13, the day the final tabulations were
announced, the United States Civil Rights Commis-
sion, in a 141-page report, recommended bilingual and
bicultural education for children of the barrios and

By Any Mecans Necessary
Baxter Smith

Boston: white hatred on the rise

BOSTON—White hatred is on the rise in this city
and it’s getting harder to be Black and stay in good
health.

An antiracist demonstrator who came to town for
the May 17 demonstration and stayed overnight made
the mistake of going to a white beach with a natural
suntan. He was beaten for it.

Natives here point out that this rise in racist
assaults is connected to the increasing shrill opposi-
tion, from many white politicians and community
“leaders,” to school busing ordered by a federal court
here. Desegregation notwithstanding, white fear and
hatred hangs thicker in the air of this city than the fog
from the bay.

In my several trips up here since last fall, the
random incidents—the insults and obscenities, the
assaults, and racist brushes—have multiplied.

Here are those from the past week:

e While I was standing outside the downtown
building where a national steering committee meeting
of the National Student Coalition Against Racism was
in progress, a car full of young whites drove by and
yelled, “You fucking niggers suck.”

e While I was watching a tennis match in the
Boston Common one afternoon, an old white bum
wandered over and began taunting one of the Blacks
playing .on the court. “So you want to be a tennis
player, huh, nigger? You can’t be a tennis player.
You’re a nigger. Get a shave, nigger. Get a haircut.
Who do you think you are?”

The man went off hollering something about white
people, God, and the army. He had obviously lost his
senses, but still, I thought, old bums in New York and
elsewhere don’t go around vocalizing hatred like that.

e While I was eating at McDonald’s one evening, a

The issue in the election was not whether the voters

ghettos, “handicapped by poverty and discrimination
before they even enter school.”

But Shanker seeks to weaken and eliminate bilin-
gual and bicultural programs. In the present round of
severe cutbacks in all educational programs, he hopes
to preserve the remaining jobs for the older, tenured
white teachers for whom he speaks.

The district boards elected with UFT money are
certainly not advocates of strong unionism, or decent
salaries for teachers, or smaller class sizes. They
sought election to their nonsalaried jobs for what they
expect to reap for services rendered to the central
board of education, the political power structure, and
the financial oligarchy that is in control.

The city budget director has announced that after
July 1 no funds will be provided to keep 849 full-time
jobs with the city university and 4,907 jobs with the
board of education. Schools Chancellor Irving Anker
says the central board will select which employees to
lay off in consultation with the thirty-two community
school boards. This “consultation” is about the same
as that between an army general and a corporal.

All teachers—the newest and the oldest—will need to
look elsewhere than to local school boards for
protection and for defense of education. Their first
weapon is their own union, but it is badly weakened by
Shanker’s hostility to young teachers and to Blacks
and other minorities.

Even if the UFT were solidly organized and in
fighting trim to demand more money for education
from city, state, and federal governments, it would
need to find allies in this fight. And these will not be
found in administrative agencies or in the clubhouses
of the Democratic party. The only allies of teachers are
other workers, parents, and students.

Shanker’s latest caper in the community school
board elections has further alienated these potential
allies. This is something for teachers everywhere to
think about, do what they can to repair the damage to
their union, and prepare to protect their jobs in joint
actions with other public workers, parents, and com-
munity organizations. -

white man came in to get a meal. He was shirtless and
the counter attendant refused to serve him.

The man didn’t appear to be intoxicated or in need
of professional help. But he spun around and charged
toward the exit, bumping into two small Asian-
American children who were practicing karate in the
aisle beside their mother who sat beside me.

“It’s because of you fucking Chinese and niggers,”
or something like that, the man cursed aloud in our
direction before he left.

The fear and hatred of Blacks is apparent in
other ways.

There appears to be more racist graffiti in the city.
On many of the cars of the Orange Line subway that
stops at Dudley Station in Roxbury, the largest Black
neighborhood here, whites have scribbled “nigger-
town,” or ‘“niggerville,” beside the words “Dudley
Station” on the large subway maps on the cars.
Others, apparently less imaginative, have simply
written “niggers.”

In the mornings, inbound Orange Line subways
start out at Forest Hills. When they arrive at Dudley
Station all the seats are taken bywhites who live in.the
outer areas.

As the doors open at Dudley Station, people get on
who think different, act different, and dress different—
fewer suits and ties, more khaki pants and work
boots—than those already aboard.

The entire complexion of the train has changed as it
proceeds downtown, and it is evident in the faces of
the whites who cower and wince, who clutch their bags
tighter, and who cast furtive and suspicious looks up
at the people with the natural suntan who tower,
unmindful, above them.
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The Great Society

Rocky beds down—The Veep has
purchased an “apparatus for dream-
ing” for the official D.C. residence. It
has tinted mirrors and lithographs at
each end, a seven-foot mink coverlet,
and space in the headboards for lamps,
telephones, and stereo controls. The
list price is $35,000 but a spokesperson
assured, “That isn’t what he paid for
it.”

We’ll try to remember—“If we
assume the fight against inflation is
over, we are grossly mistaken.”—Alan
Greenspan, chairman of the Presi-
dent’s Council of Economic Advisers.

Junior Mace—In addition to deplet-
ing the ozone and having certain
cancerous effects, those aerosol cans
are creating a new problem. Children
are sniffing them. But the industry has
a solution. They’re considering dis-
couraging the sniffers by adding an in-
gredient similar to mustard gas.

Rebate suggestion—Roger Hedge-
cock, a San Diego Republican, returned
his tax rebate, branding it “a mockery
of good sense, sound government, and
traditional Republican virtue.” He
urged others to do likewise. For those
few who decide not to return their

iLa Raza en Accion! |

The Council on Interracial Books for Children
has undertaken what is undoubtedly the most
comprehensive and systematic study to date of
children’s literature on Chicano themes.

The results of this survey covering 200 books is
published in the council’s Bulletin. It documents
with authoritative evidence what Chicano students,
educators, and parents have been loudly protesting
for years: the overwhelming bulk of this literature is
racist.

The council prepared a detailed questionnaire to
determine the books’ effect on a Chicano child’s
self-image, their accuracy in presenting Chicano
culture and tradition, and their relevance to
Chicano experiences and interests. “Viewed as a
body of literature,” the council concluded, these
books “fail woefully.”

They preach the inferiority and helplessness of
Chicanos and their culture, and the glories of
assimilation into Anglo culture and society. Al-
though poverty is a recurring theme in many of the
books, its causes are never analyzed. On the
contrary, poverty is presented as the natural
condition of the Chicano people.

Most books depict the typical Chicano as a rural
peasant. This flies in the face of reality, since 85
percent of all Chicanos are urban. The stereotypes,
of course, extend below the border; Mexico is

Women In Revolt

Miguel Pendas
Racist stereotypes in children’s books

presented as “a country of grinning, pajama-clad
peasants, on their happy way to or from a fiesta or
siesta.”

The Nicest Gift, a book dedicated “to the boys and
girls of East Los Angeles,” glorifies the poverty that
exists in this most oppressed of Chicano communi-
ties. “The Barrio is quaint and picturesque,” it
reads. “The brightly painted houses cling to the
steep slopes of the hills. . . . ”

Chicanos are depicted as incapable of solving
even the simplest problems, and it is only when the
benevolent Anglo intervenes that they can get
ahead in life.

Related to this theme is the idea that the reason
Chicanos can’t get ahead is that they can’t read
English. In Trina’s Boxcar, the idea comes across
this way: “. .. it happened that Trina couldn’t
speak English. . . . And so Trina never had a
friend.” _

Citizen Pablo has the same message: “‘Learn the
language,” Juan said simply. “This is most import-
ant. Then learn the funny American ways. Wear
their clothes. And when you have done this long
enough, no one will know you are a wetback. You
could even pass for a citizen.””

The Spanish language is systematically maligned
through misuse and stupid inaccuracies that even
the shoddiest U.S. publishers would never permit if

Linda Jenness

Insulting ads are bad business

A little self-criticism by the National Advertising
Review Board has resulted in a report documenting
just how offensive the portrayal of women in
advertising really is. The report, prepared by a
“Consultive Panel on Advertising Portraying or
Directed to Women,” also gives an indication of the

- pressure from changing attitudes being felt by the
multi-billion-dollar advertising business.

Objections to the sexist stereotyping of women in
television commercials, on billboards, and in
magazines and newspapers apparently are coming
in fast and furious, and the panel’s job was “to
examine the basis for complaints.”

Under a section of the report titled “Scope of the

Problem” the panel says that “advertising consid-

ered sexist is resented by a growing number of men
and women in various walks of life. New points of
view toward women and toward women-related
advertising are gaining acceptance in colleges, high
schools, and in labor, church, and social groups in
all parts of the nation. . . . ” They conclude that
“the problem . . . is real and will not go away by
itself.”

What is it that so many people are complaining
about? The most frequently voiced complaint about
"~ advertising is that it portrays women just as
housewives and mothers—and dumb ones at that.
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Next comes the complaint that advertising portrays
women as sex objects.

The report shows advertising guilty on all counts.
A study called the “The Image of Women in
Network TV Commercials” in 1972 showed that
women were most often seen either as a piece of
decoration or doing some kind of housework. Men
were twice as frequently shown in outdoor or
business settings as were women.

When not in the home, women were shown in a
limited number of jobs, such as secretaries or
stewardesses. Only eighteen different occupations
were shown for women in contrast to forty-three for
men. In the sample of television commercials, there
were no women lawyers, doctors, business execu-
tives, scientists, engineers, athletes, professors, or
judges. ~

The report also backs up the complaint that
women are portrayed as creatures with subzero

IQ’s. “It is especially true,” reports the panel, “that

in the advertising of household products, women too
often are portrayed as stupid—too dumb to cope
with familiar everyday chores, unless instructed by
children, or by a man, or assisted by a supernatural
male symbol.” .

The panel concludes that whereas the ‘“scene is

‘I can’t stop smoking’

Harry Ring

checks, an alternative is to contribute
it to the Socialist Workers party tax
rebate fund.

The welfare state—Currently, low-
income senior citizens are entitled to
free fishing licenses in California. The
state legislature is now weighing an
amendment that would permit all the
aged to fish for free.

Not everybody—Betty Ford said
the president was “very upset” by the
Vietnamese victory in Vietnam. “I'm
sure everybody in the country is very
upset,” she said.

the language were English. In one book purportedly
about a teen-age Chicana’s search for identity, the
title itself has a jarring error: Chicano Girl. Another
book, Buenos Dias, Teacher, includes the following
sentence: “No est importal” instead of “no impor-
ta,” or, “no es importante.”

That same book uses another common way of
demeaning Spanish-speaking children. In the
English that is translated from Spanish, the author
has one of the characters say, “My mother believes
it is better for me to learn the English after school
than to pick the grapes.” A correct translation
would read, “learn English,” and, “pick grapes,”
but, of course, that would not be as “quaint.”

It is not surprising that the bulk of these books
about Chicanos have a racist point of view, are
illiterate in Spanish, and depict a totally mythical
Chicano people. Nearly all of them were written by
Anglos! Only a few books, written by Chicanos,
were singled out for praise by the council.

The study is worthwhile reading. It is available
as a special eight-page section of the council’s
Bulletin (vol. 5, nos. 7 and 8, 1975) for $.85. But the
entire issue, devoted to Chicano education and
literature, is very useful and is available for $1.95.
Write to: Council on Interracial Books for Children,
1841 Broadway, New York, New York 10023.

changing too rapidly” to offer hard-and-fast rules to
advertisers, a few words of wisdom are in order.
Avoid humor, the panel recommends: “It is healthy
for people to laugh at themselves, but usually this is
a luxury only the secure can afford. . . . The Panel
suggests extreme caution in making fun of efforts to
improve the status of women. . .. ”

Finally, the panel offers a “checklist” for adver-
tisers to ask themselves about their ads. The list
itself shows what a long way we have to go. The
questions include: “Do my ads portray women as
more neurotic than men?” “Are the women por-
trayed in my ad stupid?”’ “Do my ads feature
women who appear to be basically unpleasant?”
and “Do my ads portray women actually driving
cars and showing an intelligent interest in mechan-
ical features, not just the color and upholstery?”

For those who wonder why the advertising
business is going through these exercises in
conciousness raising, here’s the answer in their own
words: “The principal reason the advertising
industry wants to do what is right is that its
people—men and women— are decent and fair. It
also happens that in the portrayal of women, it is
good business to be decent and fair. You don’t sell to
people by insulting them.”



" Where SWPstands

From time to time the Militant
will feature the responses Social-
ist Workers party candidates Peter
Camejo and Willie Mae Reid are
giving to various important ques-
tions facing working people.

The following is excerpted from
the question-and-answer périod
following a recent speech by
Camejo.

Question: How can you predict that a
socialist United States won’t end up
with the same problems the Soviet
Union has?

Answer: We are confident that we
can build a democratic socialist society
in the United States because here we
have the abundance necessary to
create such a society.

In the early nineteenth century,
before the time of Marx, there were
many people who said, “It would be
much better if we could all live equally,
not have a few rich people and every-
one else living in poverty.”

Some of these people started farms
or communes based on everyone shar-
ing equally, but it just didn’t work.
What people were doing was sharing
poverty. There simply wasn’t enough
to go around for everybody to live well.

u

The productivity of society at the time
was so low that the only way you could
have equality was by everybody being
poor together.

Then Marx pointed out that capital-
ism is different from previous econom-
ic systems. Capitalism has revolution-
ized the means of production, he said.

It has greatly increased the productivi- .

ty level, making it possible for the first
time in history to create a society
based on sharing prosperity.

But capitalism will never meet that
potential, Marx explained, because the
capitalists make their decisions on the
basis of profits, not on the basis of
human needs. These two things—
profits and human needs—continually
conflict with one another under this
system. )

We can see this in practice. Capital-
ism has made it possible for us to split

the atom and go to the moon, but it .

cannot end slums in the United States.
Marx said a socialist revolution
would be necessary to build a society
where we produce for our needs and
treat each other as human beings. He
predicted the revolution would come
first in the advanced industrialized
countries because they are the ones
most capable of creating socialism.
He never dreamed that because of

Russian factory workers (shown voting on resolution) set example of socialist
democracy, but privileged bureaucracy arose and usurped political power.

Why socialism in U.S. will be democratic

CAMEJO: ‘We have the -abundance necessary to provide basic.needs of all. There
will be no drive for privilege as in the Soviet Union.’

certain political problems—the exploi-
tation of the colonial world—the revo-
lutions would occur first in the most
backward countries, such as Russia
and China.

This is exactly what happened. The
revolution came first to Russia, but
when the socialists came to power,
they. were unable to meet the most
fundamental needs of the people be-
cause of the extreme poverty of the
country.

There was one pair of shoes for every
three people, and there’s no way you
can divide that equally. There was a
famine. Twenty-two capitalist nations
surrounded Russia and invaded. After
a heroic defense by the Soviet people,
driving out the invaders, the capitalist
world put up an economic blockade.

In spite of all this, the Soviet Union
was able to recover and become the
second industrial power in the world.
But because of the extreme hardships,
a struggle for survival gripped the
Soviet Union from the beginning. This
was reflected inside the Communist
party by a current led by Joseph
Stalin, which reflected the emergence
of a privileged stratum.

Communists, led by Leon Trotsky,
fought against this bureaucratic tend-
ency. What is not taught in our school
books is that these communists were
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driven underground in the Soviet
Union. Thousands upon thousands of
communists were killed in Stalin’s
concentration camps.

What happened in the Soviet Union
is that they made a socialist revolation
before they could make socialism. They
ended up with some aspects of
socialism—a planned economy—but
also with remnants of Russia’s back-
ward past. So today in the Soviet
Union, while education is free, medical
care is free, and unemployment is not a
problem, you have a dictatorial bureau-
cracy and no civil liberties whatsoever.

Why won’t that happen here? Be-
cause we are an advanced industrial
society that can solve the basic needs
of food, clothing, and housing immedi-
ately. We already produce enough to
give every person in this country a
decent standard of living. So there will
not be the same drive for privilege as
there was in the Soviet Union.

And once we have a socialist trans-
formation in the United States, the
greatest barrier to building socialism
on a world scale will have been
removed. Then the working masses
will sweep away the remaining capital-
ist tyrants and bureaucrats and con-
struct a world where human needs, not
profits, are placed first. )

Oregon state employees prepare to strike ‘

By Stacey Seigle

PORTLAND, Ore.—Chances are “90
to 1” that a statewide strike by 25,000
Oregon state employees will erupt this
spring, a staff member of the Oregon
State Employees Association told a
Militant Bookstore forum here May 9.

“OSEA used to be characterized as a
hat-in-hand organization,” said Harry
- Ward, a strike organizer and vice-
president of the Portland NAACP,
“but state employees will no longer
consider themselves as second-class
citizens. We have moved ,to active
militancy to win our demands.”

In preparation for a strike, OSEA
has set up a strike headquarters and
divided the state into strike units, with
radio communication between key
offices. Picket captains have been
selected to organize picketing at all
work centers throughout Oregon.

State employees, whose current con-
tract expires July 1, are demanding a
27 percent wage increase over the next
two years. Oregon Gov. Robert Straub
is offering 22 percent, up from an
original offer of 12 percent.

Following an 11-to-1 rejection of
Straub’s first offer by state workers, a
fact-finding board reported that OSEA
had justified a request for increases
totaling 31.5 percent over the next two
years, but the board recommended
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increases of 27 percent. The report was
accepted by OSEA but rejected by the
governor’s office.

A strike vote was taken the week of
April 21, after mass meetings called by
OSEA in Eugene, Salem, and Port-
land. The meetings were held to report
on negotiations, urge a “no” vote on
the governor’s offer, and authorize a
strike.

“The meeting in Portland was very
noisy, very enthusiastic,” Rita Moran,
a bookkeeper at the University of
Oregon Medical School, told the Milit-
ant. “The sentiment in favor of a strike
was obvious. Of the 1,000 people who
attended, I was most impressed by how
many women there were—and - how
vocal they were in trying to change the
image of state employees from ‘civil
servants’ to working people who had
rights just like other workers.”

A strike would affect Oregon’s three
major universities, Portland State
University, Oregon State University in
Corvallis, and the University of Ore-
gon in Eugene, as well as the Universi-
ty of Oregon Medical School in Port-
land. It would shut down all state
departments functioning in the state
capital of Salem, along with unemploy-
ment, food stamp, and welfare offices
throughout the state.

Starting salaries begin as low as

$375 a month for food service and
laundry workers. The OSEA estimates
that as many as 6,000 to 8,000 state
employees are eligible for food stamps
or welfare. Salary levels one through
five fall below federal poverty levels
for a family of four.

State officials have been maneuver-
ing to curb the strike’s effectiveness by
arbitrarily increasing the number of
“excluded” employees, those who are
forbidden to strike. OSEA has initiated
legal action against increasing the
“excluded” lists.

In addition, students in the federally
funded work-study programs at state
universities have been told they will be
summarily fired if they do not assume
increased job responsibilities—in other
words, scab—during a strike. Discus-
sions have begun at Portland State
University between students and state
workers on how best to organize
student support for the expected strike.

The Teamsters union has informed
OSEA that their members will not
cross a legal picket line. In addition,
the railroad union has promised to halt
delivery of liquor to state-owned ware-
houses in the event of a strike.

" OSEA organizers speaking at the
Militant Bookstore forum expressed
their surprise at the determination of
state workers to strike. “If you had

asked me two years ago whether I
thought there could be a strike by state
employees, I would have said maybe,
in six years. But it’s all happening
very fast. They are pushing us,” was
one comment.

Cliff Wolf, a PSU employee address-
ing the forum, blasted the role of the
Democratic state government. “It’s
really ironic to have a Democratic
governor and a Democratic legislature .
who came into office on the back of
organized labor taking such an antila-
bor position,” he said. “They proclaim
themselves as the friends of the work-
ing person, but it’s really interesting to
see what they come up with.”

Paul Ward, another OSEA staff
member, explained during discussion
at the forum, “I think what we are
doing in the state of Oregon is history.
I notice you have a lot of literature
here having to do with the labor
movement and labor figures. Well,
government employees have been by-
passed in that history.

“What is occurring has never oc-
curred previously: a concerted action
by state employees to demand the
rights of equality in collective bargain-
ing. We don’t want to be in a second-
class status anymore. We don’t want
collective begging. We want collective
bargaining.”
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(Part 8)

The Cointelpro Papers

FBI’s disruption of
antiwar movement

By Nelson Blackstock

Now all the American forces are
finally out of Vietnam, and the people
there are free at last to decide for
themselves how to run their country. It

is an appropriate time to examine ‘*he .

government’s secret attempts to derail
the movement against that war.

The Cointelpro (‘“Counterintelligence
Program”) papers recently acquired by
the Socialist Workers party and the
Young Socialist Alliance reveal several
instances of behind-the-scenes FBI
maneuvers to block the development of
a mass, visible protest movement
against the war. A variety of tech-
niques were employed to achieve this
task. ‘

These included promoting splits
among antiwar forces, encouraging
red-baiting of socialists, and pushing
violent confrontations as an alterna-
tive to massive, peaceful demonstra-
tions. In our next installment of the
Cointelpro paper series we will look at
several FBI plots designed to accom-
plish these aims.

This week we are printing docu-
ments exposing one of the more unusu-
al Cointelpro schemes uncovered  to
date. The Socialist Workers party, one
of the first forces to grasp the potential
and importance of the budding anti-
war movement, threw much of its
resources into the struggle. The FBI
wanted the SWP to direct its attentions
elsewhere.

The FBI mailed out an anonymous
“Open Letter to Trotskyites.” That and
related documents are reproduced on
the facing page. The letter was de-
signed to create dissatisfaction within
the party over its participation in the
new movement. In particular, the FBI
sought to create dissension within the
SWP and YSA over their role at a
November 1965 antiwar conference in
Washington, D.C.

SDS March on Washington
The mass movement against the war
in Vietnam dates back to the Students
for a Democratic Society call for an
April 1965 March on Washington.
SDS in 1965 possessed a cloak of
“respectability.” Officially, it was still
the youth group of the League for
Industrial Democracy, a longtime
meeting ground for conservative social

and thus weaken fight against war.
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Goal of FBI disruption effort was to drive SWP and YSA out of antiwar movement

democrats and union. bureaucrats.
Consequently, the SDS National Coun-
cil’s decision to call the march, made
at its meeting over the December 1964
school break, carried some authority.

Doug Jenness joined the staff of the
YSA national office that January. I
talked with him recently about how the
YSA responded to the SDS call for the
demonstration.

“We met with Clark Kissinger, the
SDS national secretary, to discuss
what we could do,” he recalled. ‘“The
YSA organized three national tours—
one on the West Coast, one in the
Midwest, and I toured the Eastern
states.” YSA locals across the country
quickly began to help organize student
participation in the march.

During that winter, Lyndon Johnson
escalated the war, and the impact
helped to turn out 20,000 people, more
than anyone had expected.

“The day after the march I attended
an SDS National Council meeting
there in Washington,” Jenness said.
“Surprisingly, they failed to follow up
on their original initiative.” SDS
pulled away from the antiwar move-
ment and never again focused its
energies on a national level toward the
war.

Continued to grow

Nevertheless, the antiwar movement

continued to grow. The teach-in move-
ment was born on March 24 at the
University of Michigan and spread
spontaneously from campus to cam-
pus. .
In late May, the Berkeley, Califor-
nia, Vietnam Day Committee, in which
the SWP and YSA played a role,
brought out 30,000 people for a thirty-
four-hour marathon teach-in and pro-
test against the war.

Meeting in Washington, D.C., Au-
gust 6-9, a national antiwar gathering,
the Assembly of Unrepresented People,
as it was called, drew some 2,000
participants. There a much smaller
meeting of antiwar activists from

around the country decided to set up a,

National Coordinating Committee to
End the War in Vietnam. The NCC
scheduled a convention during the
Thanksgiving weekend in Washing-
ton, D.C.

The socialist assessment of the

antiwar movement is contained in
Revolutionary Strategy in the Fight
Against the Vietnam War, a collection
of articles and documents recently
published by the SWP National Educa-
tion Department. (This publication can
be ordered for $2 from SWP, 14 Charles
Lane, New York, New York 10014.)

It contains a transcript of a June 25,
1965, SWP Political Committee discus-
sion that envisioned the main lines
along which the movement would
develop.

Jack Barnes, who is today the SWP
national secretary, described the main
divisions that would emerge within the
movement. “They’ll be over the ques-
tion of exclusion versus non-exclusion
and the question of unconditional
opposition to the war. They’ll take
place over the question of subordinat-
ing the demands of the antiwar move-
ment to the demands of ‘progressive’
politicians.”

Drawing their initial inspiration
from preparations for the April 17
march and then spurred on by the
continuing escalation of the war and
antiwar activity, there was a prolifera-
tion of “Committees to End the War in
Vietnam,” or “CEWVs.” They looked
to the upcoming Thanksgiving confer-
ence as the first real opportunity to
meet on a national level, compare

April 17, 1 , Marc on Washington

notes, and chart future activity.

The gathering was marked by a
major dispute, one that was confusing
to most of the people there. The form of
the fight was over a seemingly simple
organizational matter, but in the
background loomed two entirely differ-
ent perspectives for the future of the
new movement. In reality, a funda-
mental question was involved—
whether the antiwar movement would
remain and grow as an independent
force in American political life or
whether it would be channeled into
Democratic party politics, a graveyard
for social protest movements.

From the new independent antiwar
committees had come a number of
people, including many SWP and YSA
members, who were interested in
discussing the possibility of forming a
national organization composed of
committees standing for immediate
withdrawal of American troops from
Vietnam. The NCC did not purport to
be such an organization—its purpose
being to coordinate activities of all
sorts of organizations opposed to the
war, most of which at that time
favored calling for a negotiated settle-
ment.

The SWP and YSA did not propose
eliminating the role of the NCC. They
recognized a place for an organization
that drew all opponents of the war
together for common action, but they
also saw a place in the coalition for a
formation of independent committees
favoring immediate withdrawal.

A proposal to add a workshop to the
conference agenda for participants
interested in setting up such an organi-
zation was met by an almost hysterical

response from the conference steering-
committee. To the thousands who have
over the years attended subsequent
national antiwar conferences, where
the right to hold the workshop of one’s
choice was accepted as a matter of
course, this may seem hard to believe.
But the steering committee, in which
the Communist party had a major
influence, steadfastly refused to allow
a “thirteenth” workshop. Those up-
holding what they saw to be their
democratic right to meet on a question
of mutual interest were forced to hold a
“caucus” to discuss the subject.
Charges of “Trotskyite splitters and
wreckers” were hurled left and right in
order to obscure any rational discourse
on the matter in dispute. The “splitter
and wrecker” chorus continued for
some time in several periodicals and in
radical circles around the country.

‘Peace candidates’

Among the most vocal was the
Communist party. Their perspective
for the new movement was to send it
out to ring doorbells for various Dem-
ocratic party “peace candidates.” The
Stalinists correctly saw a national
organization of independent commit-
tees calling for immediate withdrawal
as an obstacle to that goal. The CP’s
insistence on the negotiation slogan,
which violated the right of the Vietna-
mese to settle their own affairs, was
tied into their Democratic party orien-
tation, since it was a demand that
many liberal Democratic candidates
found acceptable.

The political questions in dispute
would be widely discussed in the
coming months and years. Over time

“the antiwar movement would be won

to support immediate withdrawal, the
demand most in line with the senti-
ments of the American people.

Supporters of an organization of
independent committees favoring with-
drawal were among the founders of the
Student Mobilization Committee to
End the War in Vietnam in 1966.

Without the eventual clarity over the
course of the antiwar movement that
resulted from the political fight that
erupted at the Washington conference,
it is safe to say that this country would
not have seen the mass movement
that, combined with the heroic struggle
of the Vietnamese, forced the United
States out.

The FBI, of course, was unable to get
the SWP and YSA to pull out of the
movement. Without the aid and en-
couragement of the FBI, there were
discussions and evaluations within the
SWP and YSA on the meaning of the
conference. .

Among the most enlightening was
the contribution made by SWP founder
James P. Cannon before the Los
Angeles branch of the SWP in Decem-
ber 1965. His remarks are also pub-
lished in the publication mentioned
above.

The NCC conference marked the
first head-on confrontation between
the new generation of SWP members
and the Communist party. Cannon
throught this was significant. Refer-
ring to the “Bring the Troops Home
Now” slogan, he said, “I think our
comrades were correct to adopt that
slogan and their militancy at the
conference and their refusal to be
bluffed or bulldozed is quite admirable.
All the more so that they were perhaps
taken by surprise and hadn’t had
previous experience with what the
perfidy of Stalinism and the Social
Democracy is really like. I will guar-
antee you that they will never be taken
by surprise again.

“These are permanent assets which
speak well for the future,” Cannon
observed.

In summation he made an observa-
tion that seems even more true ten
years later. “Out of [the antiwar
movement] I think we can see the
beginnings of a new radical movement
which raises great perspectives of
world-historical significance for Ameri-
ca.”



Documents 1-3: The New York FBI,
which in a previous memo had
notified Washington that it was on
lookout for disruption around
antiwar  conference, proposes
mailing anonymous letter. Dick
Fraser and ‘split of the Seattle
Branch’ refers to a-group in Seattle
branch of SWP who decided to
leave party- after developing a
number of political differences
over several years. Note last
sentence, which reveals FBl's
objective of weakening antiwar
movement.

Documents 4-5: FBI tries to paint
SWP’s participation in antiwar
movement as merely most recent
in series of supposedly ill-fated
ventures. Previously published
documents revealed FBl's
extensive efforts to disrupt defense
of Black frame-up victims in North
Carolina. Berta Green (now Berta
Langston) is SWP member who
was active in both defense of
Cuban Revolution and Monroe
defense case. Document 6: FBI's
claim that conspiracy was
successful because of supposed
decrease in antiwar activity shows
FBI aim to destroy antiwar
movement, but its ‘success’ is
belied by subsequent growth, and
ultimate victory, of that movement.

Militant/Claude Beagarie
SWP and YSA argued for ‘Bring
The Troops Home Now’ slogan at

time when most in antiwar
movement favored call for
negotiations. -
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On 11/25-28/65, the ilatiwnal C:-niittee t+ ind
the War in Viet i2:z held z craventi-n in VWeshingt n,
D.C.. The SWP and the ¥S8i's effirts t: d-uinste wnd

c¢ontr:1l this c-nventi.n by foreing the issue Hf 2
Withdravel of US Tr~aps froa JYiet 2" as the ba51c
slngan f -r anti-wvear wmrk vas szundly defeated at this
eonferance. a1, the Y3a received cunsid ~¢:1n

t “unfav-irable publicity for its tactics anJ attituds et
this ¢ nventi n.

. It is felt that the ab,ve defeat - by the party
end youth cen be ~f si;nificant nature in recard t:
capti-ned pr-gra . This is porinted .out by the fact
that DICK & JLR, a iati-nel Cax qittee 'f the
SWP fr.:2 o:attle, recently directed =z den: ti-n f

the p-licies -f the perty and its yruth in rc'e“d <
anti-ver werk in writing and als» at the “ﬂce“tly-C\ icludel
SWP vatitnel C.mittee ?lanuJ held during }ebrugr/, 16¢6.

avy’

P In all probability, the recent split of the Seat‘le

Dranch fromthe party toagether with the pass,ble future splits

of other branches hnd/ar individual nenbers is based in

part on disagreecnents with the party leadership >n anti-

war policy. - R
Viewed in the lightof thé party's unsuccessful

endeavors in various fields during the past decade, this

recent venture appears to culminate a series of leadership

‘policies which have caused dissenti>n and rifts within the

party.

To expld® this, an anonyuous lettr has been prepared
which c>uld pe directed nationally to selected party
" members vho have sone nisgivings in regard to the leader- .
ship and direction 2f the party; rowover, to date,
- have not definitely made a break.
This letter would subseyueintly bc Qirected ta
-repreoentﬂtivos of outside groups, particularly anti-
war organizations after the arigiral dist‘ibutlxn. This
distribution would eontain ‘an attached anonymous nste,
which would read: R

© . "Understand this had wide circulatian
anong Trotskyites. Iiave you seen it?

: It is felt the orkinal distribution to selected
arty nenbers be mailed fron the 3astin, iass., Chicagr, -
11., and San Franciscs, Calif-rnia, areas where n»
particular party facticas exist, however, areas vhich
etibra ce a2.cinsideradble number »f party members. This would
‘preclude i.:ediate blaiie on any particular party memiber
or group andilend crefence to the possession o addresses
of partd menbers in these geographical areas. The
subsequent nailing t» anti-var:-eormittees and ﬂnpﬂslng
radical groups would then be mailed 4 days hence fron
HYC., It is Telt that many individuals froa the iIiC
area would have access t> addresses of these ﬁrganloati)ns
on a natiocnal basis.

Within 10 days, the receiving offices are
_requested to furnish the X0 the na.es and addresses
- of approxinatcly 20 per cent of the mmubership »f the
. respective 3P ﬂcucership, including th:se why have
.expressed sone degree of past dlssatlsfuctl.n with part}
policy.

-2

Recciving offices are also requested ta furnish
the PYO the names ard addresses >f local or national anti-
war conmittees that exist within their rqspcctjvc territories.

. : One c¢opy »f a sanple of the anonynsus letter
is attached for receiving o»ffices., If Dureau au
is granted t> inplement this suggestion, the a
letter will be —1ﬂekblapr°u and prepared on ¢
paper. The letter and addresscd envelopes will then be
afforded the ‘ﬂstﬂn, Chicag> and Los Angelcs Offices for
mailings from locations which would not bring suspicion
to " the Burcau. R .

It is believed that the above actiosn will definitely
create disruption within the ranks of the SUP, particulary
on local lgvel xd eventually cause considerable unrest
It dguarters. IHoreover, this action sh-uld
= the nartwe total occupation at this time | that
is,its anti-var actions and objectives. o

“.v w
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LETTER TO TR2TSHYITLS!

“"AN OPEN

You're a Trotskyite.

You've strugeled through the years at? ovbt)nr t
- influcnce others with your particuler line of revelut
socialism, You've seecn your Party's membership cut
time again by a seeminrly endless series of splits,
point ‘where, historically, the SWP has becorc kaown
Yparty of splits",

During the late 1950's, you entered, with your
party, into a r groupn=nt effort with dissident exn-CPers who
were disillus i over thz crushing of the Hunpari
Revolution and ti \n*u"rc.mw r"VLluulOﬂS of the 20
Congress cf the CPSU. - You watched as your party shu
truo princ't;eo 3 T on a »c mon ground and

2

You then p1cn;d up your chipped marbles and
into the support of the Cuban Revoluticn by taking dzed
on the Fair Play For Cuba Ccmmittee, Your party succecded
in plac:nf 1&"'":“0‘35:101al secretary", Berta Green,
the FPCC leacership, You didn't have to wait long, howev
before your pa 's "raidinz" operation within the FPCC on
a national basis becarme evident. So, it wasn't too much of
a surprise when Berta was bounced from the FPCC and your
party once again was accusced of a crude attempt to "take
over" rather than providea constructive assistance to a most
worthy cause,

Far from d1,r=yed, vou next created the "indepondent"
Committee To Aid The Monroe Defendants, with the expectations
of reaching th2 MNegro with the party line. Naturally, you
placed Berta Green, now available, as secretary of this
committee. Yecur party then procceded, under the cloak of
pscudo-respectability, <o implement its ultimate aims of
dominaticn &nd recruitment. This activity necessitated
considerable efiort on your part, but eventually incurred
nothing -but the wrath of horest independents. To make lt
worse, you had to absorb the respencibility for the loss of
funds and th2 creaticn of actual public harm to these v‘:tims
in Monroe, ilorth Carolina ==--=-- to the end that ycu werc made
to suffer public attack and disavowal by no less than the
defendants themselves, A most disheartening episode on
bchnl’ of tlc oppressed yictizs of the racist state, but

Z? was the only existing TPO’”’"l”t party,

J0 you hung on. R AT e e £ e
R K

e

In recent years, your party has teken a page fron
the book of Stalin by its purecs of party members who have
attemptcd to present for disecussion alternative vicwpoints
of currcnt situations., Thus, your party was responsible,
in effect, for thz crcaticn of additicnal gplinter groups
including the "Scartacist" meovewent which has gttalncd
conaldcrable renown in the radical community.

"~ Presently, you've been strugg.-ng with your party
in its efforts to become part of the greatest pround swell
of oppositicn to this country's imperialist polieies that
has cver existed. To this end, you had high hopes as the
party's youth arm, the Youny Socialist Alliance, was
dispatched to Weshingten, D, C. last Thanksgiving to
participate in anti-uzr conferences and a massive
demonstration of protest to U. S. intervention in "xetram
Surely, this was an unpracedented oppertunity to
against Uashington and %all Street, But, true to the
history of sectarianism, you witnessed thg YyOuRz T

—promote a.divisicnary and undermining llue of "1
withdrawal" at thesce conferences, B - : N

Prophetically, you saw your party and its youth
soundly defeated at this conference in yet another attempt
to recruit through division and denmination. Your attempt
to "save face", following this debaclc, was the promoticn
of a Caucus of "independcnt" anti-war comnittees based solely
on immediate withdrawal of U, S, forces in Vietnam., And
you justly suspecet now that thls tactic is viewed by radicals
and independcnts alike as a “"paper front" ceomposed cf
comnittezs hastily formdd end led by YSA members througzhout
the country, The people publishing and contributing to
;Thz Newsletter" of this Caucus only too well cenfirm

act.

Your ultinate dismay was recently realized whOn
your party and its movement was blttc“l] attacHed by Fide
Castro as "splitters and agents of imperialisa", Thus, you
have been.made to suffer the final ircny, Your paerty, which
has posed as cne of the leading da_e*:n*s of the Cuban
Revolution, now finds itself in the most ironic pcsitien of
defending itself from a Scathl1g a;tach by Castro himself!

Such is the state of affa‘rs and mind in which you
now find yourself —---- sick with the recalization that your
party and its ycuth have finally achieved utter disrespect
by all those whom it has tercd to influcnce.

Your humiliation in the public and radical press is
now complete as you sagly observe your FORIER party press on,

r. < UNITED ‘,h\llS (:k(«\l ANME \T
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ﬁﬁ? " The reported reaCtiqns of the SWP and actions taken as
. reported to date, reczar the anonymous mailings referred to in
relet have been afforded the Burecau.

During recent months the SWP, particularly in the
NYC arca,has noticeably decrez its emphasis on activity
within 1dcal anti-war oczmittees. Party emphasis in this regard
at this time anmounts to the placing of one comrade in each
commiiiee in ihe evnnt sometning ol interest to the Party
- occurs in regard tcany cue of th 258, commiutees This slackening
of emphasis in the r1nciro of many ‘comrades in these committees
has not been explained to the gencral Party membership to date.

In a recent confidentizl memorandum p“eoared by tne
Political Committee of t“e 3./?, the Party referred to a cordition
of dichotony zs exisiins within the various anti-war comnmitices
and organications ard cor; red itselfas the left organization
articipzting in these ¢ tees. It is felt, therefore, that the
arty has expe ced considerzble difficulty in achleving its
. aims and ODJCC~ ves withim thesc committees wvirich may in part have
resulted from information furnl»hed thase comnitteea throubn the
anonymous mailings.

It is further nated that a Party leader recently stated ¢
that the SWP must,under 211 circuastances, not "antagonize" any =
elements in the anti-war movement inasmuch as the Party "has always
been accused or sol*ttzng“, wnich aeccusation greatly upsets the
Party. In this regard the above confidential, memoraniun also
sets forth that the Party should mzke certain concessions with
other radical organizations in order that they will not be accused
of diversionary tact . 7This is considered by the Party as
its"new political tactic" In view of the above, it is felt that
the Party's influence and prestige wi'h' the anti-war movanant
s of a tenuous nature at this tinm TAT s
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City on debt row

'Behind the New

By Dick Roberts v

NEW YORK—“Carefully orches-
trated” is a cliché, but in this case it is
the only fitting description.

Since late last year the major New
York banks have conducted a carefully
orchestrated campaign in the news-
papers and on TV, in city hall, in the
state capitol in Albany, and in Wash-
ington, D.C., to slash services in New
York City and to fire thousands of mu-
nicipal employees.

The bank campaign began last fall.
“New York City is in a budget crisis
and too few people- believe it, Mayor
Beame. . . sa’ at a luncheon of 200
business leeders,” the New York Times
reported October 18.

Today nearly everybody beheves
New York is in a financial crisis.

On May 19 the big New York banks
refused to lend the city money. City
Controller Harrison Goldin met behind
closed doors with representatives of
First National City Bank, Morgan
Guaranty Trust, Chase Manhattan
Bank, and the investment banking
firm of Salomon Brothers. These are
the most powerful banks in the capital-
ist world.

They refused to float a $280 million
loan for New York. The city is sup-
posed to pay $3.4 billion in bills due by
the end of June. Its tax income will
only be $2 billion. This leaves the city
more than $1.4 billion short of funds.

Where is the money going to come
from? In fact, what is actually going
on?

The bond business

In order to untangle the financial
web the city appears to be trapped in,
it is first of all necessary to understand
the centrality of municipal bonds in
the banking business.

From the standpoint of the average
citizen, city hall is supposed to admin-
ister the services of the city. In New
York this is no small matter.

In mass transit, hospitals, schools,
libraries, and other city services there
are 330,000 municipal workers—more
than the populations of many Ameri-
can cities. Fairly or poorly, this is what
city hall is supposed to run.

From the standpoint of the banks,
however, city hall is the source of a
vast income that is a vital artery of the
American financial system.

For the city is always in debt (as are
most governments). It does not raise
sufficient funds through taxes to pay
all the expenses. A considerable por-
tion of these expenses are paid for by
issuing municipal bonds.

Purchasing New York municipal
bonds, which are repaid at tax-free in-
terest, is one of the major investment
arenas in U.S. finance.

New York Times reporter Soma
Golden wrote last November 25 that
“the city, which traditionally issues 20
per cent of the country’s short-term
tax-free debt, is expected to gobble up
some 30 per cent of the $25-billion to be
issued this year.”

She quoted an unnamed ‘“bond
dealer at a major New York commer-
cial bank” in a remark that would

Militant/Ed Weaver

WALL STREET BANKER: ‘We make a hell of a lot of money off this city.’

probably not be featured by the same
newspaper today:

“We make a hell of a lot of money off
this city,” the bond dealer said. And he
didn’t bother to add that at the high
interest rates prevailing, the full value
of initial investments is returned every
six to ten years. Long-term bondhold-
ers make and remake their original
outlays many times over. In fact the
city must borrow money just to pay the
interest on money it has previously
borrowed!

These bonds, which normally are is-
sued at face values of $25,000 and up,
are obviously not purchased by work-
ing people. They are held by the weal-
thy rulers of this country and by the
banks themselves.

The debt service on these bonds—the
amount of interest and principal repay-
ment that has to be paid in fiscal year
1976—is $2 billion, averaging $228 per
New York resident.

No matter how much munlClpaI ser-
vices deteriorate, city hall keeps pay-
ing these interest charges off the top of
its tax revenues. Little accident that
the present mayor is a former con-

Fiscal Budget Total Budgél Debt Service % Debt Service To Total
1972 $ 8.566-bil. $843.6-mil. 9.9
1973 9.407-bil. 899.0-mil. 9.6
1974 10.160-bil. 1.141-bil. 11.2
1975* 11.104-bil. 1.798-bil. 16.2

Source; N.Y.C. Budgets, Controller’s Office

* Expected

Chart from District Council 37 leaflet shows growing proportion of tax payments that
goes to banks and other wealthy bondholders as ‘debt service.’ Figure for fiscal 1976

will be $2 billion.
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troller of the city as well as a former
bank director. Beame’s main expertise
is in filching from New Yorkers to pay
off the capitalist rulers he works for.

Is New York bankrupt?

And this being the case, we must
take with more than a grain of salt the
proposition that New York is on the
verge of bankruptcy.

The May 19 refusal of the banks to
float Goldin’s loans was supposed to
underline this danger.

But the argument was answered
back in November in a letter to the
New York Times by two men who
should know. “It should be clear,” they
wrote, “. .. that the Constitution of
the State of New York makes our New
York City bonds and notes a first lien
[claim] on all revenues—which include
the real-estate tax, all other city taxes,
fees and permits, all state aid and all
Federal aid. . . .

“The full value of our taxable real
estate this fiscal year is now $82-
billion, whereas our net funded debt on
Aug. 31 was $6.8 billion, or 8.3 per
cent. . . .

“This picture should be very reassur-
ing to all city investors.”

The November 11 letter was signed
by Abraham Beame and Harrison Gol-
din. All that has basically changed
since then is the propaganda in the
capitalist press.

Moreover, the official real-estate val-
uations are far below the real wealth
of the city. New York is the financial
center of the capitalist world. Its sky-
line of corporate headquarters has
been partially subsidized by the delib-
erate undervaluation of real estate in
order to give the corporations a tax
break.

ork ‘budget crisis

These actual and potential tax
sources are not about to dry up.

Still, viewed from the standpoint of
the financiers, there is a fiscal crisis in
New York. It foreshadows crises that
they fear will develop in all of the ma-
jor U.S. cities.

This is the erosion of the tax base in
the inner cities as they are more and
more transformed into ghettos for the
oppressed national minorities. “In two
decades,” A.H. Raskin wrote in the
May 18 New York Times, “a gigantic
population exchange introduced 2 mil-
lion newcomers, mostly poor and un-
skilled, while 2 million New Yorkers,
most rich, middle-class and white,
moved out to the suburbs and beyond.”

With the white exodus are the “flight
of capital,” the decline of industry
within the central cities, and the
massive deterioration of living condi-
tions that inevitably accompany this
process.

When the conditions of economic de-
pression are superimposed on the criti-
cal conditions of inner cities, bringing
a sharp increase in unemployment for
the most-oppressed sectors, the results
become unbearable.

Necessary social services should in-
crease when communities are blighted
by poverty and economic depression.
But at this very moment the tax base
is at its minimum. A city hall run for
the private profit needs of the banks is
stretched beyond its capacity.

The rulers of this country hope to
confront this crisis in the central cities
by shrinking the seruvice for the poor,
eliminating municipal jobs, and redu-
cing real wages and union benefits
that have been won by municipalem-
ployees. New York is the test case.

The cynical aims beyond the escala-
tion of bank pressure were clearly
spelled out in a series of editorials in
the New York Times. Especially signif-
icant was the May 12 editorial entitled:
“State of the City: Fiscal Shock.”

“This city has spent more per capita
on public services than most other
cities,” the Times editors complained.

“The result has been a relentless rise
in city expenditures . . . in the face of
a much slower increase in the city’s
tax base. . . .

“The only realistic course is to cut
spending to levels that the city can
afford—and that means reducing per-
sonnel and services far more drasti-
cally than the Mayor has so far sug-
gested, and clamping a lid on civil
service wages and fringe benefits. The
essential first step would be to put a
freeze on all new hiring and to suspend
negotiated pay increases. ... The
only—but less desirable—alternative is
wholesale firings.” (Emphasis added.)

This is the bankers’ solution. It cer-
tainly is not in the interests of working
people.

Workers’ needs

The May 12 New York Post pre-
sented a more detailed breakdown of
the May and June financial problems
facing city hall. According to the Post,
the city will collect $2 billion in taxes
in this six-week period, but it will have
expenses totaling $3.4 billion, as fol-
lows:

“e About $600 million to meet three
major payrolls between today and
June 30.

“e $220 million to pay off holders of
bond anticipation notes matunng on
May 30.

“e $757 million to redeem various
note issues which come due on June 11.

“e $250 million to pay off notes due
on June 25 and another $375 million to
redeem notes due on June 30.

“e Perhaps $400 million to repay the

Continued on page 26
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(Challenge to city unions

By Ray Markey

labor unions for a mass protest on
June 4 (see story on back page) will be
welcomed by thousands of city workers
who have been looking to their unions
to take action against the threat of
layoffs and wage cuts.

It’s time to serve notice to Mayor
Beame and to the Wall Street bankers,
who are openly calling the shots at city
hall, that municipal workers will not
sit idly by while vital city services are
slashed and thousands of city employ-
ees are thrown onto the unemployment
lines.

The June 4 action can tap the enthu-
siasm and fighting spirit that were so
evident among union members at the
April 26 demonstration for jobs in
Washington, D.C. And it can offer a
ray of hope for millions of other New
Yorkers—because we will all be the
losers if Beame’s ‘“‘austerity plan” is
not stopped.

There have been cutbacks and dire
warnings of layoffs before, but every-
one senses that there is something dif-
ferent this time. It’s more than just
shadowboxing between city hall and
Albany. Today the rulers of this city
are out for blood.

The showdown now looming is a cru-
cial test for all the municipal employ-
ees’ unions, and especially for District
Council 37, American Federation of
State, County and Municipal Employ-

Ray Markey is a member of
AFSCME Local 1930 and a delegate
to the District Council 37 delegate
assembly.

ees, which represents the bulk of city
workers. ‘

What is at stake in the long run, I
believe, is the very survival of
AFSCME as a union that can protect
the livelihood of its members.

New York City is becoming a na-
tional test of strength. If the city
bosses can break the union’s power
here, in AFSCME’s stronghold, big
business will be emboldened to go after
AFSCME and other public employee
unions across the country.

Beame’s cynical game

We all know by now the kind of cyni-
cal game Beame is playing with our
jobs. We've been through it before.
Tens of thousands must be laid off, he
announces (weeping plenty of crocodile
tears), in order to balance the budget.

Then Beame holds out the bait:
maybe some of the layoffs can be
averted, if . . . if the unions will just
reopen their contracts, accept a 20 per-
cent cut in pay (the “four-day week”),
give up raises, take payless vacations,
“defer” city payments into the pension
funds, and give up any control over
work rules.

Well, we made some concessions that
“saved” most—not all—of the jobs
Beame threatened last winter. And
where are we now? Faced with thou-

further sacrifices. Already the city is
holding the line on wage increases in
new contracts at 5 percent—lower than
under government wage controls. This
kind of blackmail is nothing other
than union-busting on a slice-at-a-time
basis.

Program for disaster

Hospitals and schools closed . . .
kindergarten eliminated . . . less fire
protection, street repair, and garbage
pick-up . .. higher bus and subway
fares for less service ... day-care
centers shut down ... free tuition
ended at the city university while aid
Lto poor students is cut off—these

What strategy to f

NEW YORK—The call by municipal °

sands more layoffs and demands for.

‘Union members want actions at which our voices will be heard—massive mobilizations that unite working people

against Wall Street and city hall.’

“austerity’” measures will spell disaster
for New York City residents, and the
worst hurt will be the poverty-stricken
Black and Puerto Rican neighbor-
hoods.

Is Mayor Beame really fighting to
stop this disaster? He makes a big
show of his pilgrimages to Washington
and Albany to seek aid. He even loses
his temper and swears at the Republi-
cans for disregarding the city’s needs.

But, as a New York Times ‘“news
analysis” on May 16 admits, it’s all
part of the game. With the refusal of
state and federal aid, the Times said,
“the Mayor has been shown to be
boxed in a corner, and this public dem-
onstration of his impotence is going to
make it easier for him to force the ne-
cessary spending cuts on the leaders of
the municipal-employe unions.”

Not that the charade is over yet. The
same article pointed out that “the
Mayor must continue to fight for help
right up to the last minute [because]
the municipal-employe unions must be
convinced that there really are no al-
ternatives to dismissals or rollbacks in
their pay and benefits.”

Are there really “no alternatives”?
Only if you take it for granted that the
profits of the banks are sacred and
must take priority over the lives and
welfare of working people in New
York.

Not surprisingly, that’s where Ford,
Rockefeller, and the bankers stand. It’s
also where Beame stands, which came
as a shock to some union members
because their union officials always
told them he was a “friend of labor.”
But Beame’s loyalty is to the Demo-
cratic party, which answers only to the
bankers, real estate sharks, and own-
ers of industry.

Public Employee Press
‘Beame makes ‘a big show of his
pilgrimages to Washington and Albany,
but still puts bank profits above human
needs.’

The June 4 demonstration will point
to a totally different perspective. We
will be demeénstrating, thousands
strong, to say, “Human beings must
come first, and if the city can’t provide
the basic services people need and still
make exorbitant interest payments to
the banks, then let the banks sacrifice
for 'a change!”

Who are these people who decree
that the city “can’t afford” the present
level of services? They’re people who
ride limousines to work, not subways;
who send their children to private
schools; and who wouldn’t be caught
dead in a city hospital. They have
reaped millions in profits off the suffer-
ing and poverty of working people in
this city, and still they demand more.

When they say we “can’t afford” our
schools, child-care centers, and hospi-
tals, our answer is that we can’t afford
to keep lining their bank vaults!

What we need

In this time of economic crisis, infla-
tion, and unemployment, the city’s
duty is to expand and improve ser-
vices, not cut back. Today there are
more people who need welfare, more
who need public health care, more un-
employed who need assistance, more
young people who need an education,
more mothers who need child care so
they can look for or hold onto a job.

Instead of freezing new construction,
the city should launch an emergency
program to provide low-rent housing,
rebuild the ghettos, repair dilapidated
schools, and modernize public transit.

That would be great, some will say,
but it’s just not practical. We’ll do well
to hang onto our jobs at all, much less
go crusading for more.

I think it’s just the other way
around. What is unrealistic is to keep
retreating from one crisis to another,
looking for a “better” austerity pro-
gram, giving up a little here and a
little more there until we are too weak-
ened to resist at all.

Now is the time to make a stand and
to throw all our forces and resources
into the fight. On June 4 we should
mobilize the largest possible outpour-
ing of city workers, with contingents
from every union, every local, and
every part of the city.

A special appeal should be made to
the United Federation of Teachers,
now entering contract negotiations un-
der the threat of losing thousands of
jobs, to participate in this united pro-
test.

The June 4 demonstration can be the
springboard for a massive campaign of
education and action to put the blame
for the budget crisis where it belongs
and to rally support for our program of

......

Militant/Fiax Hermes

more jobs and more services.

One of the union-haters’ favorite tac-
tics is to portray city employees as just
another narrow-minded ‘‘pressure
group,” while city hall supposedly
speaks for “the public.”

Nothing could be further from the
truth. We speak for the majority. We.
stand for the welfare of the working
people who built this city and keep it |
running, while Beame stands only for
the banks.

When our unions begin to put up a
fight against the whole idea of cut-
backs and an austerity program—
when we champion loud and clear the
interests of all working people, unem-
ployed, welfare recipients, and stu-
dents in the city—we will quickly win
powerful allies in our struggle.

Students, hospital workers and pa-
tients, and even the retarded and
mental-health patients have taken to |}
the streets in recent weeks to protest
the cutbacks.

All these groups, all the victims of
the cutbacks—especially the organiza-
tions of the Black, Puerto Rican, and
Chinese communities—should be in-
vited and urged to join in the June 4
protest.

While this campaign will build upon
the success of the April 26 jobs demon-
stration, we all recognize that action
had shortcomings, and we can learn
from them.

The conservative AFL-CIO sponsors
of the April 26 rally organized it in a
slipshod way that invited the disrup-
tion that ended the rally early. Work-
ers who had come for a militant protest
against unemployment were treated as
passive spectators. Rally speakers
were dull and failed to put forward a
program of action.

Union members want actions in
which our voices will be heard, actions
that welcome and encourage the fullest
participation of the union ranks. A

Our fight for jobs and against the
cutbacks should be based on massive,
militant mobilizations that unite the
working people of this city against our
common enemy: the Wall Street para-
sites and their servants in city hall.

Through rallies, through mass meet-
ings, through protest marches, and, if
it comes to that, through united strike
action, we will say:

“No cutbacks! No layoffs! Not one
penny to the bankers at the expense of
human needs!”

They say you can’t fight city hall.
But the working people of New York
have the power to stop Beame’s plans
cold and reorder the city’s priorities
from top to bottom. With June 4 as the
starting point, we can fight city hall—
and we can win. ' D
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By Chan Lin

NEW YORK—In the largest outpour-
ing of protest ever among New York
City’s Chinese community, 15,000
demonstrators marched through Chi-
natown to city hall on Monday, May
19. They were demanding an end to
police  brutality and an end to the
discrimination faced by Chinese and
Chinese-Americans.

The demonstration took place one
week after a march by 2,500 China-
town residents protesting the arrest
and beating of Peter Yew on April 26.
Yew had objected to the mistreatment
by police of a Chinese motorist in-
volved in a traffic argument with a
white man. Police responded by beat-
ing Yew and dragging him to the
police station, where he was stripped
and beaten again.

At a May 13 court hearing, attended
by 300 of Yew’s supporters, the origi-
nal charges of felonious assault and
obstructing governmental administra-
tion were reduced to misdemeanor
charges. Trial is set for June 3.

The incident has sparked a protest
movement aimed not just at Yew’s case
and the police brutality it represents,
but also at discrimination faced by
Chinese-Americans in all spheres of
life.

“This is something that should have
been done a long time ago,” one
Chinatown resident said after the first
demonstration on May 12. “So far, the
Chinese always keep their mouths
shut, and they are always oppressed
by other people. Now the young people
cannot take any more, and the old
people join them. It’s really amazing.”

The May: 19 demonstration was
sponsored by the Chinese Consolidated
Benevolent Association (CCBA), a
L

15,000 Chinese pro test N.Y. cop brutality

Militant/George Basley

May 19 demonstration was broadly backed by Chinese community. Demonstrators
expressed outrage at police brutality, job discrimination, and other forms of racism.

well-established group of Chinese mer-
chants, and by the Asian Americans
For Equal Employment, a relatively
new organization formed to fight job
discrimination. 4

Articles in the Chinese press, leaflets
distributed by the AAFEE and by
student committees organized in sup-
port of Peter Yew at City College of
New York and Queens College, and a
sentiment that spread word of the
action throughout Chinatown brought
the demonstrators into the streets on
less than a week’s notice.

The protesters included all sections
of the Chinese community, from young

mothers carrying their children to
elderly men and women. Most of the
stores in Chinatown were closed dur-
ing the morning hours so that shop-
keepers could attend the protest, and a
large section of the march was made
up of women with placards identifying
the shops and factories where they
work.

Some marchers carried signs saying
“Jobs for all—not welfare.”

Despite the well-organized marshal-
ing of the march, the police managed
to provoke a brief confrontation early
in the day by trying to push the
demonstrators from the street onto the

sidewalk. At least two march partici-
pants’ were injured, and one was
arrested, although he was released
later without charges.

At one point the protesters passed a
city correctional institutions bus filled
with Black prisoners. The prisoners
banged on the side of the bus in
solidarity and shouted, “Chinese pow-
er! Chinese power!”

The marchers chanted in both Eng-

lish and Chinese. English chants
included ‘‘Police brutality—No!”’
“Oppression—No!” “Discrimination—

No!” “What do we do? Fight to win!”
In Chinese they chanted, “All Chinese
united against police brutality!
Against discrimination!”

When the march arrived at city hall,
representatives of the CCBA went
inside to present their demands to the
first deputy mayor and the police
commissioner. Those demands ih-
cluded suspending the cops who beat
Peter Yew, ending the cutbacks in city
funding to Chinatown, and construc-
tion of more housing for Chinatown
residents.

Protesters also demanded an end to
discrimination in employment, educa-
tion, and all social services, and an
end to the harassment by police
supposedly on the lookout for “illegal
aliens.”

City officials agreed to “look into”
their complaints and to meet again
with CCBA representatives by the end
of the week.

CCBA President Man Bun Lee told
the crowd after the meeting, “The
demonstration today is the first one in
a hundred years. We will fight to the
end until all our demands are satis-
fied.”

S

Puerto Rican unionist opens U.S. tour

By José Pérez

NEW YORK-—Puerto Rican trade-
union leader Pedro Grant addressed a
May 17 forum of 200 people at the New
York University Law School, launch--
ing a two-week tour of the United
States.

The purpose of the tour is to focus
attention on repression against the
Puerto Rican labor movement by the
government of the island and its
masters in Washington. Grant is
appealing for solidarity in the United
States against these attacks.

Grant has been a leader of the
Puerto Rican labor movement for more
than two decades, currently serving as
secretary-treasurer of the Puerto Rican
local of the Boilermakers union, an
AFL-CIO affiliate with 3,500 members
on the island.

He is also the coordinator of the
Movimiento Obrero Unido (MOU—
United Workers Movement), a coalition
of thirty-seven unions, primarily inde-
pendent unions but also including a
few AFL-CIO organizations. The MOU
has as its goal the development of
mutual support and solidarity between
all the different sectors of the Puerto
Rican labor movement.

In addition, Grant is a member of
the Central Committee of the Puerto
Rican Socialist party, the most active
and visible proindependence organiza-
tion in the U.S. colony.

Grant’s tour is being organized by
the Puerto Rican Solidarity Commit-
tee, which grew out of the massive
October 27, 1974, proindependence
rally in Madison Square Garden here.

Role of AFL-CIO

Speaking in Spanish with English-
translation, Grant began his talk by
explaining that the Puerto Rican union
movement is divided into two broad
currents. The first is composed of
organizations affiliated with the AFL-
CIO, whose officials, with a few
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exceptions, “could care less about the
welfare or future of the Puerto Rican
people.” The second is composed of
newer and more militant independent
unions that have no ties to the U.S.
federation.

For many years, Grant reported, the
North American unions dominated the
island’s labor movement. But in the
last several years there has been
developing what is known as the “new
trade unionism,” as younger, more
militant leaders launched new organi-
zations or disaffiliated their unions
from the AFL-CIO.

It has been these independent unions
that have organized many previously
nonunionized workplaces and conduct-
ed the most militant strikes of the
recent past. About half of the island’s
organized workers now belong to
independent unions, Grant said.

United Workers Movement

“The United Workers Movement,”
Grant said, “is essentially a product of
this new trade unionism.” The MOU
coordinates island-wide support for
strikes, supports organizing drives in
previously unorganized shops, and
takes up many different political
issues—such as the plan to build a
deep-water ‘“‘superport” and massive
petroleum refining complex in Puerto
Rico and the application of the United
States’ antilabor Taft-Hartley Act to
the island.

Although the MOU carries out some
of the same activities a central labor
federation would, it is not and does not
pretend to be one. It includes only
about one-third of organized labor in
Puerto Rico, even though it is open to
all unions, and the MOU’s structure is
loose.

Nevertheless, Grant expressed the
hope that the activities of the MOU
would “lay the basis for and develop
the conditions which could lead to the

establishment of a labor federation.”

Grant explained that the escalated
repressive drive against the labor
movement is a relatively recent pheno-
menon, due mainly to the deepening
economic crisis and to the rising
militancy of workers’ struggles.

In recent years, he reported, the
government has mobilized the national
guard twice to break strikes by employ-
ees of semipublic corporations. Police
mobilize against strikers’ picket lines to
such a degree that sometimes there are
two cops for every worker on the line.

One aspect of this campaign has
been a red-baiting witch-hunt against
the participation of socialists in the
labor movement. Alarmist reports of
“communist infiltration” that could
“paralyze the whole country” have
become the daily fare dished out by
capitalist media.

This campaign is aimed particularly
at the Puerto Rican Socialist party and
the MOU. Grant said this showed that
the North American imperialists were
becoming more and more scared of
what he described as a developing
alliance between militant trade unions
and the various left-wing political
organizations in the country.

Puerto Rican Cement strike

The MOU leader cited the example of
the strike at Puerto Rican Cement
company’s factory in Ponce to illus-
trate the stepped-up repressive drive.
That strike has lasted almost four
months and is directed at one of the
most powerful native capitalist groups
on the island, clustered around ex-
governor Luis Ferré.

Grant reported that “not only have
they used strikebreakers from a com-
pany dedicated to recruiting profes-
sional scabs, but these have been
protected by the police tactical squad.”

Grant denounced the frequent police
arrests of the leaders of the Operators
and Quarry Workers Union, noting

Claridad/Luis Caso
Puerto Rican trade-union leader Pedro
Grant is touring U.S. to appeal for
solidarity against government
repression.

that several of them had been framed
up by the government on phony
explosives charges. He explained that
the frame-up of Efrain Ferndndez,
president of the union, was so trans-
parent that the judge hearing the case
ordered all charges dropped May 12
even before the trial had begun.
Grant also said that, for the first
time in the history of Puerto Rican
labor struggles, twenty FBI agents had
been assigned full time specifically to
harass the leaders of the strike.
Another example cited by Grant is
the telephone workers’ strike, which
began during the last week of April.
The 3,200 workers of the recently
nationalized telephone company are
fighting the biggest employer on the
island: the government.
But in addition, the workers are
Continued on page 26
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The forced evacuation ]

of Cambodid’s cities

By Joseph Hansen

Pnompenh fell to the People’s Na-
tional Liberation Armed Forces of
Cambodia on April 17, but accounts of
what happened did not become avail-
able in the world press until May 8.
The journalists who witnessed the
take-over were barred from sending out
dispatches. After reaching Thailand in
a convoy of refugees May 3, they
agreed -to hold up their reports until
several hundred additional refugees
had crossed the border.

The accounts of the more responsible
journalists must be taken as generally
accurate, particularly in view of the
fact that neither the new Cambodian
authorities nor the governments in
Hanoi and Peking have issued specific
denials.

First of all—and this strengthens
their credibility—the reporters deny
that any ‘“bloodbath” occurred. They
also deny finding any evidence, or
being able to locate any eyewitnesses,
of the “executions” that the Ford
administration claims to have learned
about through “hard intelligence,” i.e.,
the CIA.

Atrocities Denied

A sensationalistic account of atroci-
ties presumably witnessed by Bernard
Piquart, who was chief surgeon at the.
French-run Calmette Hospital in
Pnompenh, was denied within a day
by the doctor.

There were two take-overs on April
17. The first was carried out early in
the morning by a small force led by
one Hem Keth Dara. For a few hours
he ruled the city as Lon Nol’s troops
laid down their arms, and the popu-
lace, at first fearful, poured into the
streets to celebrate the victory.

The holiday mood evaporated when
the main forces arrived about noon.
They disarmed Hem Keth Dara. In the
May 9 issue of the New York Times,
Sydney H. Schanberg offers a vivid
eyewitness account of what happened
next:

“Using loudspeakers, or simply
shouting and brandishing weapons,
they swept through the streets, order-
ing people out of their houses. At first
we thought the order applied only to
the rich in villas, but we quickly saw
that it was for everyone as the streets
became clogged with a sorrowful exo-
dus.”

“In Phnom Penh two million people
suddenly moved out of the city en
masse in stunned silence—walking,
bicycling, pushing cars that had run
out of fuel, covering the roads like a
human carpet, bent under sacks of
belongings hastily thrown together

when the heavily armed peasant sol-
diers came and told them to leave
immediately, everyone dispirited and
frightened by the unknown that await-
ed them and many plainly terrified
because they were soft city people and
were sure the trip would kill them.

“Hospitals jammed with wounded
were emptied, right down to the last
patient. They went—limping, crawling,
on crutches, carried on relatives’
backs, wheeled on their hospital
beds. . . .

“A once-throbbing city became an
echo chamber of silent streets lined
with abandoned cars and gaping,
empty shops. Streetlights burned eerily
for a population that was no longer
there.”

Traveling across the country on the
way to Thailand, Schanberg noted
that other cities and towns had been
similarly evacuated. He came to the
following conclusion:

“The victorious Cambodian Com-
munists . . . are carrying out a peas-
ant revolution that has thrown the
entire country into upheaval.

“Perhaps as many as three or four
million people [out of a population of
seven million] . . . have been forced
out of the cities and sent on a mam-
moth and grueling exodus into areas
deep in the countryside where, the
Communists say, they will have to
become peasants and till the soil. . . .

“The old economy of the cities has
been abandoned, and for the moment
money means nothing and cannot be
spent. Barter has replaced it.”

For the Washington propagandists,
Cambodia’s “peasant revolution” was
a windfall. They pounced on it. The
reactionary columnist William Safire,
for instance, said, “. .. this is no
Cambodian aberration, but the path
always taken by new Communist
parties as they take power.” Calling it
the “decapitation of a capital city,” he
averred that “Communism is by its
nature anti-city, anti-civilization, anti-
freedom.”

U.S. ‘Civilizing Mission’

And what precipitated the process
that led to these results? It was
Nixon’s incursion in 1970. B-52s carpet
bombed Cambodia. The countryside
was cratered. About 600,000 Cambodi-
ans were killed. Another 600,000 were
wounded. This was the “civilizing
mission” directed from Washington,
the capital city of the United States.

Is it any wonder that the peasants of
Cambodia came to view cities as evil
incarnate? Behind those untouchable
pilots in the giant bombers who
showered their country with fiendishly
destructive devices, they saw the city
of Washington. And within closer

Atr devastating Cambodia for years and ki ing
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people, imperialists are trying to whip up anticommunist campaign with atrocity

stories.

reach they saw the cities and towns
where dirty puppets did everything
they could to help Washington destroy
them and their families.

Despite this completely justifiable
hatred of the foreign power that sought
to bomb them back to the Stone Age,
one of the leaders in the new Informa-
tion Ministry told Schanberg: “We
would like you to give our thanks to
the American people who have helped
us and supported us from the begin-
ning, and to all people of the world
who love peace and justice. Please give
this message to the world.”

Evidently the liberation forces are
able to distinguish between the White
House and the antiwar movement that
played such a key role in bringing the

imperialist aggression to an end.

The Cambodian people have a right
to determine their own fate. This
applies just-as much after their victory
over the foreign imperialist invaders
as before. Everyone who has fought for
this right must continue to uphold it.
We must be particularly alert to any
new imperialist attempt to intervene in
the internal affairs of the Cambodian
people. The slogan remains, “Hands
off Cambodia!”

Nonetheless revolutionary Marxists
are duty bound to voice their concern
over the program that is being fol-
lowed by the national liberation forces
in Cambodia. It is not a communist
program.

Consider the class composition of the
cities and towns. The very thin layer of
capitalists, or would-be capitalists, left
Cambodia before the collapse of Lon
Nol. About 5,000 or 6,000 persons were
involved. While a few individual trai-

tors decided to remain and take their
chances, they no longer constitute a
serious danger. The fact is that the
bulk of the city population in Cambo-
dia consists of workers and artisans
and their families. ~

Not a Marxist Position

To view them as potential, if not
actual, class enemies is not Marxist.
And to drive them into the countryside
for “reeducation” does grave injury to
the Cambodian revolution. The same
layers, in alliance with the peasants,
constitute the key force required to
move toward a socialist society.

It cannot be excluded, of course, that
the new authorities had good reasons
for deciding that the first major action
following the victory should be the
evacuation of the cities. Perhaps they
will eventually say that a forced march
was required to plant crops, or that
transport was not available to feed the
cities. But this would not explain why
the evacuation was ordered in such a
summary way on the very day of the
victory, or why it was undertaken at
such high cost in human suffering.
Why wasn’t it explained to the popu-
lace? ‘Why weren’t they given more
time? Why weren’t they consulted and
brought into the planning? Why were
they handled like enemies?

The answers are tied in with the
pattern of the Cambodian revolution.
As in China, the most massive force is
composed of rebel peasants. Again as
in China, this force created an army in
the countryside. The peasant army, in
turn, created a command structure.

Continued on next page
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Argentine actors and writers

join fight against right-wing terror

[The following article appeared in
the May 3 issue of Avanzada Socialis-
ta, weekly newspaper of the Partido
Socialista de los Trabajadores (PST—
Socialist Workers party, a sympathiz-
ing organization of the Fourth Interna-
tional in Argentina).

[The translation is by Interconti-
nental Press.]

On Friday, April 25, at 6 pm. a
bomb exploded in front of the offices of
Abril Publishers at Paraguay and
Leandro N. Alem streets. When it
exploded, a huge number of leaflets
flew into the air. The leaflet demanded
that a long list of actors, playwrights,
journalists, writers, and three members
of the Civita family, which owns Abril
Publishers—Carlos, César, and Mina—
leave the country. If they did not
follow this ‘“order,” the “Alianza An-
tiimperialista  Argentina” [AAA—
Argentine Anti-Imperialist Alliance or
Argentine Anticommunist Alliance]—
the Triple A, signer of the note—
threatened to execute those it had
listed.

In addition to the owners of Abril,
the list included actors David Stivel,
Carlos Carella, Juan Carlos Gensé,
Sergio Rendn, Maria Rosa Gallo, Luisi-
na Brando, Mabel Manso, Alfredo
Alcon. Also the Uruguayan writer
Mario Benedetti, along with the jour-
nalists and writers Roberto Cossa,
Ricardo Halac, Tom4s Eloy Martinez,
and Carlos Somigliana. Finally there
was Osvaldo Granados, who just a few
days earlier had resigned as director of
the official news agency Telam.

On Saturday, a special office was set
up in the federal police building to aid
“the condemned” in getting their
passports rapidly.

In the afternoon the Comisién Inte-
gral [joint committee], led by the
Asociacién Argentina de Actores [Ar-
gentine Actors Association], voted to
stay in permanent session. It also
declared the union on a state of alert
and called for a work stoppage in
theaters, movie houses, radio, and

..Cambodia

Continued from preceding page

Here we find the key element.

In former times, the commanders led
similar peasant armies against a
corrupt, decayed regime. Toppling the
old regime and carrying out a number
of progressive measures permitting a
new expansion of agriculture, the army
command would mark the beginning
of a new dynasty.

This ancient Asian pattern helped
shape the revolutionary process that
brought Mao to power. )

In modern times, of course, the
command structure of a peasant army
created in this way is subject to
international influences that block the
old pattern from being merely repeat-
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television to run from 8 p.m. that day
until 7 p.m. Monday, April 28. In
addition, the committee sent a tele-
gram to the president of the nation
requesting a meeting.

Several groups of actors went to
different theaters, ensuring the carry-
ing out of the work stoppage in all
theaters where there were members of
the organization.

This did not occur in several estab-
lishments with members of the Unién
de ‘Artistas de Variedades [Union of
Vaudeville Artists}—the nucleus of a
sector of the casts of variety shows.
Their leader, José Marrone, stated that
before stopping work in solidarity, “we
have to ask ourselves why those
persons are being threatened.”

Massive Work Stoppage

On Sunday a massive work stoppage
took place. The Asociacién de Actores
announced that it would negotiate
with the national authorities.

On Monday several meetings took
place. The bloc of Radical senators
[members of the UCR—Unién Civica
Radical] voted to condemn the threats
by the Triple A and to request that
parliament investigate them. The CGT
[Confederacién General del Trabajo—
General Confederation of Labor] is-
sued a press release signed by record-
ing secretaries Abalberto Winer and
Casildo Herreras. It pointed out that in
a meeting with leaders of the Asocia-
ci6on de Actores “the leaders of the
CGT indicated their approval of the
condemnation of any type of violence.”

Later, statements of condemnation
from the Frejuli [Frente Justicialista
de Liberaciéon Nacional—National Lib-
eration Front for Social Justice, the
Peronist parliamentary bloc] and the
[Alianza Popular
Revolucionaria—People’s Revolution-
ary Alliance, a center-left parliamen-
tary bloc] were made public. A press
release from the Partido Justicialista
[Justicialist party] signed by press
chief Demetrio Vazquez said: “The
Justicialists condemn the threats that
various Argentine artists have rve-

ed. In the case of China, it placed in
power- a Chinese variant of Stalinist
bureaucratism. What the outcome will
be in Cambodia remains to be seen.

The degree of influence Hanoi and
Peking may have with the new author-
ities in Cambodia is not clear. Mos-
cow’s standing is very low. A rocket
was fired through the Soviet embassy
in Pnompenh, the building was looted,
and the seven Russians there were
ordered to leave the country with the
final convoys of foreigners.

On May 11 the Pnompenh radio
said: “The victory of the Cambodian
people is the same as the victory of the
Chinese. The strategic unity between
Cambodia and China, which is the
base of our friendship, will last forever.
We warmly respect each other’s cause
both internally and internationally.”

The decision of the Cambodians to
evacuate the cities may have been
done in emulation of the Maoists, who

ceived, and the party wants to express
its most unqualified solidarity with
these individuals.”

In the afternoon a big assembly of
the Asociacién de Actores took place.
About 500 persons were in the hall
when the board of directors reported
that the threatened artists had decided
to remain in the country. Deeply
moved, those present applauded. The
applause turned into a standing ova-
tion when it was announced that
Maria Rosa Gallo, whose name was on
the Triple A list, was present.

Senator Stecco, who was present;
stated that ‘“as a member of the
Justicialist party I condemn threats of
this type, made by organizations
acting outside the law.”

Also present were Congressmen
Montenegro and Martijena of the
Frejuli, Senator Samanillo of the UCR,
and Nicéforo Castellano of the APR.

Messages of support from the Agru-
pacién Gremial de Escritores [Writers
Union], the Partido Socialista de los
Trabajadores, the Communist party,
and the Asociacion de Directores
Teatrales [Theater Directors Associa-
tion] were also read. The Asociacién de
Actores made public an extensive com-
muniqué.

Finally, it was reported that at 8
p.m. the work stoppage would end and

that the actors would remain on a state

of alert.

Writers Kidnapped

Shortly after the meeting ended, the
Sociedad Argentina de Escritores [Ar-
gentine Writers Society] reported that
three of its members—Berta Solana
Macias, Jorge . Reboredo, and dJuan
Carlos Higa—had been kidnapped
from a house in Gerli April 25.

On Tuesday, April 29, statements
from two newspaper owners’ groups
were made public. They condemned the
threats and made a special point of the
fact that the AAA list included three
directors of Abril Publishers.

The minister of the interior issued a

have sent hundreds of thousands of
dissidents or potential dissidents, par-
ticularly among the youth, into the
countryside for ‘“reeducation.” Does
Peking consider the Cambodians to
have been overzealous? So far the
writers for Hsinhua have maintained a

press release, commenting on the
meeting held between several actors
and Undersecretary of Institutional
Affairs Dr. Héctor Millan, who voiced
“the concern of this ministry, as
shown in measures directed at the
immediate investigation of this type of
threats, to prevent them from happen-
ing again.”

In addition, according to the April 30
issue of Cronista Comercial, Raul
Lastiri, president of the Chamber of
Deputies, met twice with different
artists, advising them not to leave the
country “because it would harm the
republic.”

On the same day, delegations from
the Asociacion de Actores were re-
ceived by the general commanders of
the army and navy.

Journalists Condemn AAA

An assembly called Tuesday, April
29, by the executive board of the shop
stewards committee of the Asociacién
de Periodistas de Buenos Aires [Bue-
nos Aires Journalists Association] was
attended by 150 compaiieros. They
voted to carry out two-hour work
stoppages Friday, May 2, to condemn
Triple A threats against various per-
sonalities, among them well-known
journalists. ,

In addition, they reported the kid-
napping of Ana Buzzetti, editor of the
daily EI Mundo, which had been closed
by the government. In view of this
fact, the assembly voted to carry out a
twenty-four-hour work stoppage the
same Friday if there was confirmation
of a rumor that her corpse had been
found.

The assembly also voted solidarity
with the struggle in Villa Constitu-
cion* and with compafieros from
different unions who had been threat-
ened. A petition for formation of a
parliamentary commission to investi-
gate these facts was approved, as was
a demand that a doctors committee
investigate the report that Dardo
Cabo, former editor of El Descamisado,
and Emiliano Costa, a journalist, had
suffered illegal oppression since their
recent arrests. Cabo is reported para-
lyzed and Costa unrecognizable as the
result of the punishment they re
ceived.

*Several thousand metalworkers have
been on strike in Villa Constitucién since
March 20. They are striking to win the
release of their leadership, who were
imprisoned on the basis of an alleged
“subversive plot to halt industrial produc-
tion” in the region.

discreet silence.

The lineaments of the Cambodian
revolution are beginning to emerge. It
should not take long until a more
concrete assessment can be made.
However, it is still too early to accu-
rately forecast its coming stages.

f Coming in the June 2

Two articles from India on the debate
in the Maoist movement over the role of
armed struggle.

.» “India’s Naxalite Movement Re-
views Its Strategy.” How Peking’s criti-
cism of the Naxalites’ “secret assassina-
tion” line stirred up a hornet’s nest.

\_

Intercontinental Press

e “Fall of Lin Piao Came as a shock.”
Indian supporters of “people’s war” de-
mand more information about the
“crimes” of Lin Piao.

For a copy send $.75 to Interconti-
nental Press, P.O. Box 116, Village Sta-
tion, New York, New York 10014.

_,




West European women
meet on abortion rights

By Estelle Cordano

PARIS, April 20—About 250 persons
attending a two-day meeting here to
discuss the fight for abortion and
contraception in Western Europe voted
unanimously to organize picket lines
on June 21 at British embassies in
solidarity with the demonstration
called for that day by the National
Abortion Campaign (NAC) in Britain.

The Paris meeting was sponsored by
the French abortion-rights organiza-
tion Mouvement pour la Liberté de
I’Avortement et de la Contraception
(MLAC—Movement for Freedom of
Abortion and Contraception). Delega-
tions from Britain, Germany, Italy,
Switzerland, France, Belgium, Spain,
and Portugal reported on develop-
ments in their countries.

Although the campaigns for an end
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French women demonstrate for abortion rights

to reactionary abortion laws are differ-
ent in each place, one clear pattern
emerged from the reports and discus-
sion: Throughout Western Europe, as
in Canada and the United States,
women fighting for abortion rights are
meeting stiff resistance from reaction-
ary forces, including the Catholic
church, fascist organizations, and
governing political parties. Even in
those countries where partial abortion
rights have been won, as in Britain
and France, women must wage cam-
paigns to defend liberalized laws and
to win their implementation.

In Britain, NAC is waging a vigor-
ous campaign in defense of the 1967
abortion law, now under attack in
Parliament. The June 21 demonstra-
tion has wide support, including sup-
port from women in the Trades Union
Congress. Several large meetings have
heen held; the most recent one was a
mobilization last week of 800 women
who attended an abortion hearing in
the House of Commons. ‘

MLAC representatives reported on
their fight to win the new abortion law
in France and their continuing cam-
paign for its implementation. The law,
passed on November 29, 1974, permits
abortion on demand during the first
ten weeks of pregnancy. Many hospi-
tals, however, still refuse to permit
abortions. MLAC is also organizing a
campaign to extend abortion rights to
minors, who cannot obtain an abortion
without approval of their parents.:

Representatives of German wom-
en’s groups reported that they were
discussing ways of forming a national
coalition to win back a liberalized law
that was overturned by the West
German Supreme Court on February
25.- More than 1,000 women demon-
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strated in Berlin to protest that deci-
sion, and demonstrations were held in
other West German cities as well.

In Italy, “decriminalization commit-
tees,” which are waging a campaign to
remove abortion from the penal code,

have organized in response to the

government’s attack on a Florence
abortion clinic. The large demonstra-
tions on International Women’s Day,
including a demonstration of 10,000 in
Milan, had abortion rights as a central
theme.

A referendum campaign in Switzer-
land to win passage of a liberalized bill
met with a stormy and well-organized
“right to life” opposition. On March 7
the Swiss parliament rejected a bill
that would have legalized abortion for
other than medical reasons. In demon-
strations commemorating Internation-
al Women’s Day March 8, 900 persons
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in Tessin and 300 in Bern protested the
parliament’s decision. Women from
Switzerland reported that further cam-
paign plans are under way to win
abortion rights.

Two women from the Liga Comunis-
ta Internacionalista (LCI—
Internationalist Communist League),
Portuguese sympathizing organization
of the Fourth International, reported
that not only is abortion illegal in
Portugal, but the law still permits a
husband to divorce his wife if she
practices contraception.

Abortion and contraception are both
prohibited in Spain. High fines are
imposed on doctors who give women
birth-control information. The Spanish
delegate told of cases in which women
paid up to $250 to get illegal intrauter-
ine devices.

One of the major questions discussed
at the meeting was whether women
should put their energies into fighting
their governments for abortion rights,
or into developing alternative abortion
clinics and new methods of pregnancy
termination. Some women from MLAC
proposed that the meeting support
their project to set up a clinic in
Toulouse, where women from other
countries could get abortions and
where those performing abortions
could be trained in new methods. This
proposal was rejected in favor of the
resolution that included  support for
solidarity picket lines at British em-
bassies on June 21.

Other motions passed at the meeting
included a call for a Europe-wide
demonstration for abortion rights in
Italy in October, and a meeting in
Portugal during the summer to help
women there begin their work.

World news notes

No medical treatment for dissidents

Yelena Bonner Sakharov, the wife of dissident Soviet physicist
Andrei Sakharov, has been refused a visa to travel to Italy for vital eye
treatment. She has already lost sight in her left eye because of
glaucoma. She expects to lose the remaining sight in her right eye
within six months unless she is allowed to receive the specialized
treatment.

An official at the Moscow visa office told her that the visa request
had been turned down because no Soviet citizen could travel to a
Western country without an invitation from a relative. He then
suggested that she reapply in one year.

300,000 Greeks protest NATO

About 300,000 Greek youths demonstrated against NATO and the
presence of U.S. military bases in their country April 21, the eighth
anniversary of the 1967 military coup. The demonstration, which was
called by the youth groups of left political parties, began peacefully. It
was attacked by police in front of the U.S. embassy, however, when
some demonstrators burned the U.S. flag. Police reported that twenty-
six demonstrators were injured.

‘Like the British in India’

Sarah Webb Barrell, a special correspondent of the New York Daily
News, reported from Saigon April 27 that many of the Americans
“regret that they are leaving this life behind forever.” She quoted
Dennis Simpson, a former petty officer in the navy.

“I have an apartment with three bedrooms, a patio and a maid—it
costs me 30 U.S. dollars a month. Food? I shop at the market. Costs
only about 100 U.S. dollars a month—and I have filet mignon every
night.

“I guess we were sort of like the British in India. If you're not
Vietnamese, you’re all of a sudden the upper class.”

The holdouts

The new government of South Vietnam and the government of North
Vietnam were seated as members of the World Health Organization
May 14. Eight governments abstained rather than vote for admitting
the North Vietnamese representatives. They included the United
States, Israel, Chile, and Spain.

Chilean junta plans ‘shock treatment’

The Chilean junta called April 25 for “renewed sacrifices” on the
part of the Chilean people to stem the country’s economic crisis. The
program, which the government calls “shock treatment,” includes an
additional 10% income tax, an increase in property taxes, and a new
cut in government jobs. Public spending is to be reduced 15 to 25%.

Chilean workers are already making steep sacrifices. Inflation hit
almost 400% last year and averaged 20% a month for the first three
months of this year. According to official figures, unemployment is
reaching 15%.

A limited number of public-works jobs—mostly digging ditches and
cleaning streets—have been made available on an emergency basis,
but so far there have been few takers. The jobs pay less than the $23 a
month minimum wage.

The number of beggars in the streets of Santiago has risen
dramatically. The government has attempted to dismiss this sign of
economic stagnation as a conspiracy of “political origin, destined to
create a general sensation of poverty.”

‘Subversive’ book a best seller

An instruction manual prepared by the Centrale de ’Enseignement
du Québec, the Québec teachers union, for use on May Day has been
assailed as ‘“subversive” by the province’s education minister—and
has become a best seller as a result.

The introduction to the manual says that teachers should ensure
that “the majority of pupils, who are children of workers, come to
understand the interests of the working class.

“With such an understanding they will be prepared, once they are on
the labor market themselves, to organize to defend their own inter-
ests.”

The projects described in the manual have been scaled for use by
different school grades. Grade 1 and 2 pupils, for example, would make
up lyrics for a song celebrating May Day. They might also visit a
picket line of a nearby strike.

A sample problem for a mathematics class is the following: The net
profit of a copper mine in 1972 was about $25 million. The company
employs 300 workers. If the company had been content to realize a net
profit of $10 million in 1972, how much of a wage increase could have
been given to each worker?

The manual quickly became the center of controversy when;
Education Minister Francois Cloutier rose to denounce it in the
National Assembly.

Meanwhile, the teachers union has announced that a first printing of
30,000 copies sold out, and that after Cloutier’s attack a second press
run had to be ordered.
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Britain: taxes, _prices & unemployment fo rise

Labour gov'ttries to make workers pay for crisis

By Tony Hodges

LONDON—“The best chancellor we
have.” That was the glowing verdict of
the London Times, Britain’s most
prominent capitalist newspaper, on
April 17, two days after Labour Chan-
cellor of the Exchequer Denis Healey
announced tough austerity measures
in a speech to Parliament unveiling
the Labour government’s new budget.

Healey’s package of antilabor, pro-
business policies was a sure sign, in
the opinion of the Times editors, that
the reformist Labour chancellor had
the virtue of standing for “responsible
government.” “Until we get a better
champion of responsible government
in a position of power we shall all do
well to support him,” they advised.

For workers, the consequences of
this budget are crystal clear. Taxes,
prices, and unemployment will soar.

The standard rate of income tax has
been increased by 2% so that it now
stands at 35%; and Healey warned that
the Labour government would oppose
any attempt by trade unionists to
offset these increases through wage
rises. He said such action was “wrong,
damaging and in the end self-
defeating.”

Workers Hit Hardest

Sweeping increases in indirect taxes
will hit working people the hardest,
particularly the low-paid. The Value
Added Tax (VAT) on so-called luxury
items like washing machines and
televisions, formerly 8%, is now 25%.
Duties on cars and motorcycles have
been jacked up to 60%. Steep new tax
rates have been imposed on alcohol
and tobacco.

By Healey’s own admission these
tax increases alone will raise the Retail
Price Index by 2.75%. Already, prices
are more than 20% above their level a
year ago. Three days after Healey’s
speech, the government announced
that retail prices in March were 2%
higher than in February and 21.2%
higher than in March 1974.

Two other budget measures promise
further price increases in the months
ahead. Government food subsidy cut-
backs of £150 million [£1 equals about
US$2.35] and the axing of £65 million
from housing subsidies will mean
higher food prices, rents, and rates.

In addition, the government’s deci-
sion to reduce subsidies to nationalised
industries from £550 million to £70
million by the end of this year and to
phase them out altogether by next
April means further increases in gas

and electricity charges, rail fares, and

- postal rates. Right after the budget
announcement, British Rail an-
nounced a 15% hike in rail fares
starting in May, and further increases
at the end of the year.

Pushing Up Inflation

John Palmer, business editor of the
Guardian, said in the April 16 issue
that “the effect of Mr Healey’s mea-
sures in the short run could be to push
up the annual rate of inflation later
this year to more than 25 per cent.” In
Palmer’s opinion, “the Chancellor
made no attempt to disguise the fact
that if the Budget strategy works
living standards will fall this year and
maybe next.”

Those put out of work by Labour’s
budget will suffer the worst. Healey
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Brltlsh coaners plcket Worklng class in Brltaln has mllltantly resisted attempts to drive down its standard of liv g,
despite obstruction by trade-union officialdom and Labour party leaders.

himself predicted at least 20,000 more
workers would lose their jobs as a
direct result of the budget, and that by
the end of the year unemployment
“could be touching one million.”

-Healey also announced a cutback of
£1,100 million from government ex-
penditure, knocking off £86 million
from education and £50 million from
the housing programme. While the
budget means further deterioration in
the quality of welfare services, the bil-
lions wasted on armaments have been
left virtually untouched.

By contrast to its harsh conse-
quences for working people, the bud-
get gave the go-ahead for yet more
handouts to business, to the tune of
£1,200 million.

The capitalist class broadly wel-
comed the budget, because it accorded
with their aim to cut into the living
standards of the British working class
in order to improve their competitive
position in the world capitalist market.
In Palmer’s view, the budget was
essentially a gamble that trade union-
ists would agree “to allow prices to
overtake their money wage increases
over the next 12 months or so” and to
tolerate the “sharpest cut in average
living standards for about 30 years.”

Perennial Problem

The perennial problem facing British
capitalists and their governments in
recent years has been how to discipline
workers to accept such a decline in
their standard of living. All attempts
so far (the compulsory wage controls of
the 1970-74 Tory government and the
voluntary wage controls of the “social
contract” between the Labour govern-
ment and the union bureaucrats) have
largely failed because workers have
consistently refused to shoulder the
burden of the crisis facing British
capitalism.

Healey’s budget reveals that the
Labour government—and its capitalist
well-wishers—now hope that the rise in
unemployment will dampen rank-and-
file militancy and make real wage cuts
possible.

As Colin Chapman put it in the
April 20 Observer: “Mr Healey reckons
that his toughness will lead to unem-
ployment rising to about a million, and
that this will result in moderation in
wage claims. The CBI (Confederation

of British Industry) believes that
unemployment could rise higher.”

The Guardian in an editorial pub-
lished on April 11 said that “the main
restraining force on wage claims in the
year ahead will not be the widely
ignored Social Contract but the fear of
rising unemployment. Fear of driving
an - employer to make redundancies
already appears to have had a mode-
rating effect on some private sector
pay claims.”

Furthermore, “when the Government
is forced to prune public sector spend-
ing drastically—as it is likely to be at
some stage this year—unemployment
will afflict public sector employees just
as badly as those in private firms.”

Public Workers Threatened

Healey directly threatened public
sector workers with the risk of losing
their jobs if they fight for “unreason-
able” wage claims.

It was this underlying theme of the
budget that most appealed to the
bourgeois papers, Tory leaders, and
representatives of industry. The April
20 Observer remarked that “business
has given this Budget a friendlier
reception than that accorded any
previous post-war Labour effort.” The
City of London’s immediate response
was the biggest recorded one-day rise
in share values.

A former Tory chancellor of the
Exchequer, Reginald Maudling, con-
gratulated Healey. “Not only did he
identify the nature of Britain’s
problem—galloping inflation—and its
underlying cause, excessive wage in-
creases, which his political and union
colleagues have stimulated or at best
not resisted, he actually did something
about it.”

Labour members of Parliament and
trade-union bureaucrats were cautious
in their response to the Labour govern-
ment’s new attacks on working-class
interests. While seeking to avoid chal-
lenging the government, they had to
respond to the discontent of trade-
union activists. In some cases, they
sought to warn the government that
the new austerity measures might
increase class-struggle moods rather
than dampen them.

Norman Atkinson, a former chair-
man of the left-Social Democratic
“Tribune” group of Labour members of
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Parliament, lamented, for example,
that “the cumulative effect of this
Budget is to firmly tip it (the social
contract) over the edge.”

Labour MP Sydney Bidwell com-
plained that “this budget will be
looked at with dismay by working
people.”

At a meeting of the Parliamentary
Labour party on April 16 a post-budget
report by Healey was received in a
friendly tone, indicating that no seri-
ous opposition to the government’s
policy would be mounted by the Tribu-
nite “left.”

The attitude of many trade-union
leaders was expressed by Eddie
McGarry, joint chairman of the British
Leyland shop stewards, representing
165,000 workers in the car industry. He
said that “it will be much more
difficult to persuade our members to
stay within the social contract. They
will want to protect themselves against
these further inroads into their living
standards.”

Ray Buckton, general secretary of
the Amalgamated Society of Locomo-
tive Engineers and Firemen, which
has been fighting for a 30% pay rise,
announced that his union would expect
to get 2.75% more in view of Healey’s
admission that the budget would push
up prices by that amount.

Workers Hostile to Budget

Workers’ hostility to the budget was
also reflected in an emergency motion
passed nearly unanimously at the
conference of the Scottish Trades
Union Congress (STUC) in Aberdeen
one day after Healey’s speech. The
delegates said that they were ‘“ap-
palled” at a budget which “constitutes
a serious attack on the standard of
living of working people, as it will
increase their cost of living and, at the
same time, will have a disastrous effect
on employment prospects.”

The trade-union leadership has not,
however, charted any course of
struggle against the government’s
economic policies. In fact, at a meeting
with Labour government ministers on
April 21, leaders of the Trades Union
Congress once again confirmed their

" support for the social contract. Healey

was glad to tell reporters outside the
meeting that the social contract was
“in good repair.”



By Ed Morris

NASHVILLE, Tenn.—“I don’t care
who you are. We got a complaint from
the manager and they ain’t gonna sell
those papers here.”

Thus responded a Nashville cop
when questioned by Dolph Honicker,
news editor of the Tennessean, about
the cop’s harassment of two Militant
salespeople outside a neighborhood
theater on the evening of May 11.

Honicker happened to be passing by
the theater during a Sunday night
stroll with his family. He described the
ensuing arrests of Ben Harris and
Warren Duzak in an article headlined
“Saving Metroville From The Mili-
tant” in the May 15 Tennessean, a
statewide daily.

“I was simmering. Heavens to Betsy,
I thought (the actual words were closer
to those on the Nixon tapes), I don’t
have to have a cop tell me what paper I
can buy or not buy. I decided to break
the law,” wrote Honicker.

He proceeded to purchase a Militant,
and the cops “swooped’ in. Harris and
Duzak, both members of the Nashville
Young Socialist Alliance, were led
away in handcuffs, booked, and later
released on their own recognizance.

General Sessions Court Commission-
er Ralph DeMarco issued warrants for
their arrest after studying a city
ordinance requiring permits for sales
of religious, educational, or charitable
\ Papers. Admitting that the Militant is

primarily political, and therefore ex-
empt from the ordinance, DeMarco
nevertheless “decided to charge the
two and let a Metro General Sessions
Court Judge make the determination
at a 1 p.m. hearing tomorrow,” report-
ed the Tennessean in a front-page arti-
cle the morning after the arrests.
Reaction was immediate and sym-
pathetic. In addition to the two articles
mentioned above, the Tennessean’s

‘Saving Metroville From The Militant’

Militant/Ed Morris
Nashville YSA members Warren Duzak (left) and Ben Harris resume selling ‘Militant’
outside courthouse immediately after charges against them for selling without permit
were dismissed.

editorial on the day of the hearing
branded the arrest “a stupid police
action, or worse.” .

If the ordinance “is to be used to
prohibit the sale of published
material—including political publica-
tions or even political tracts—it vio-
lates the First Amendment of the U.S.
Constitution and every other state and
federal constitutional guarantee of a
free press, free speech and a citizen’s

. the Militant, the judge dismissed the

right to engage freely in political
activity which may not be to the liking
of the police or the established authori-
ty,” the editorial concluded.

Statements of support were received
from a representative to the state
legislature, who is also president of the
Young Democrats; from the coordina-
tor of the Tennessee Valley Socialists;
and from a former editor of two local
underground newspapers.

The court appearance on May 13
lasted only fifteen minutes. As it
turned out, the ordinance, inapplicable
to begin with, had been repealed in
1973. After a lame and anticlimactic
warning to Harris and Duzak not to
obstruct the sidewalks while selling

charges.

An interview with Duzak was car-
ried on WSM-TV after the court ap-
pearance. The interviewer noted that
Duzak was back on the street selling
the Militant within minutes after the
hearing had concluded. The Tennesse-
an again gave front-page coverage to
the Militant salespeaple’s fight for the
right to sell.

Sales of the Militant at the Universi-
ty of Tennessee were unusually brisk
the day following the hearing, with a
number of people saying they had
heard about the cop harassment and
expressing support for the right to sell
the paper. )

Cleveland Bell workers hit ‘productivity’ drive

By Robert Bresnahan

CLEVELAND—Five hundred angry
members of the Communications
Workers of America rallied here Sun-
day, May 11, capping off a week of job-
actions in defense of a telephone
installer who had been demoted by
Ohio Bell Telephone officials. The
company claimed that his “production
is too low.”

The demoted man, fifty-eight-year-
old Julius Golden, was introduced to
the crowd by Gene Gilbert, president of
CWA Local 4307. “Julius has been a
Group I worker for seventeen years,”
Gilbert said. “It’s sure taken them a
long time to figure out that he can’t do
the work.”

The phone company has been redu-
cing the work force through attrition
and carrying out a drive to increase
“productivity”—in other words, a
speedup campaign. According to Gil-
bert, the real reason behind the move
against Golden is that “Bell claims to
have a problem of ‘surplus workers,’
and their solution for this so-called
problem is to harass older workers like
Julius Golden out of a job.”

Support for Golden among his fellow
workers is strong and widespread.
During the week following the demo-
tion, CWA workers on the East Side of
Cleveland walked off the job in in-
creasing numbers as word spread. On
Friday, May 9, a meeting of 500
strikers was held at the CWA hall to
discuss further action. The Sunday
rally was planned as both a public
protest and a method of gauging the
breadth of support from Bell workers
in other areas.

The rally was attended by represent-
atives from CWA locals from as far
away as Youngstown, and there was a
substantial contingent from locals on
Cleveland’s West Side.

The workers face some major obsta-
cles in their struggle.

The union officials face court fines if
they take the leadership of the strike
movement. Gilbert cited an example of
a CWA local president in Pennsylva-
nia who had led an unauthorized
walkout and had been slapped with a
$10,000 court fine.

When one young worker asked Gil-
bert what the CWA international office

had advised him to do, Gilbert replied:
“Go back to work.”

Bell officials have refused even to
begin negotiations on Golden’s demo-
tion until every striker is back on the
job.

Gilbert said that it would take at
least a month to take a strike vote,
which would then have to be submitted
to the international for approval.

While Gilbert and other CWA offi-
cials at the rally expressed their
support for Gilbert and for the strike
movement, they found themselves in
the position of telling the workers to go
back to work and wait until the
cumbersome grievance procedure is
exhausted. The officials failed to even
project a campaign to win public
support in order to prepare for further
action.

One cable splicer interviewed sug-
gested such a course of action: “The
public knows about Bell because the
company screws them almost as much
as they screw us. We could get them on
our side if the truth about Julius would
get out.”

There was a lot of discussion at the

rally about what action should be
taken. One young union member gave
an impassioned speech, expressing the
frustration at the failure of the union
leaders to take the movement forward
that was shared by many of those
present. His remarks were punctuated
by cheers and applause.

“The union ain’t these guys up
here,” he said. “The union is us. We’ve
got to start standing ground some-
where. . . . We’re not sheep, we've got
to be leaders. We've got unity. . . .
Let’s put up a picket line around Bell,
something they’ve never seen before.
Then maybe they’ll want to talk about
Julius.”

Gilbert took the microphone from
this young worker as he finished
talking and proclaimed, “The law
prohibits me from calling for a strike.”

Law or no law, the workers are
unwilling to sit by while they are
under attack. Gilbert and the other
officials are likely to find themyelves
under increasingly heavy pressure
from the ranks to take some effective
action.

Goons, cops attack antiracist protest at CCNY |

By Cecil Lampkin

NEW YORK—The City College of
New York north campus was the scene
of a violent confrontation May 14
between 200 goons brought by officials
of some building-trades unions and 60
members of the Manhattan North
Coalition, supported by 500 student
demonstrators.

The Manhattan North Coalition is a
group of organizations representing
Black and Puerto Rican workers,
including Harlem Fight Back and
Black Economic Survival of Brooklyn.
They had shut down a construction
site on the campus to protest the
refusal of the contractors and the
unions to live up to an agreement
calling for the hiring of 50 percent
minority workers and for 25 percent of
all contracts to go to minority contrac-
tors.
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Violence erupted when the goons,
who were armed with chains and bats,
began pelting members of the Manhat-
tan North Coalition and sympathetic
students with bolts, bricks, and other
projectiles from the construction site.

Two hundred cops were sent in to
keep the opposing sides apart, but they
made no attempt to stop the barrage of
missiles. Rather, when students began
to defend themselves by picking up
materials and tossing them back, the
cops charged into the crowd with clubs
swinging.

So vicious was the assault that
twelve students and four minority
workers were hospitalized, and one of
the injured remains on the critical list.
The only person arrested was Billy
Hatcher, a leader of the Manhattan
North Coalition.

After the attack, students and coali-

tion members were driven away from

_the construction site to the north end

of the campus, where a rally was held
and picket lines set up. Speakers noted
the collusion of the cops, contractors,
and union bureaucrats in provoking a
confrontation.

The confrontation was the latest in a
series of efforts by the contractors and
the building-trades union officials to
divide the workers and pit them
against one another for the too few
jobs available.

The struggle began in October 1974,
when the Manhattan North Coalition
first shut down the construction site in
a protest to demand more minority
jobs. At that time an agreement was
wrested from the contractors and the
unions. However the agreement has
yet to be implemented.

. R m_ﬂ»;

arida
Two hundred cops marching into city
college of New York, purportedly to
keep the peace.
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The fight against racism in N.Y. District 1

The Struggle for Community Control in N.Y.
School District 1 by Ethel Lobman and
Katherine Sojourner. Pathfinder Press, 410 West
Street, New York 10014. New York, 1975. 16 pp.,
$.35.

This pamphlet presents an excellent introduction
to the community-control fight in Community
School District One in the Lower East Side of New
York. It outlines the history of that struggle and
explains the major political questions of strategy

and tactics that activists in the district have had to _

confront.

The bulk of the pamphlet consists of two articles
that originally appeared in the Militant a year ago.
“The Struggle Against Racism in the Schools,” by
Ethel Lobman, briefly explains the social character-
istics of the Lower East Side that set the stage for
the struggle. Then Lobman draws a sketch of the
history of this fight, starting back in 1967.

Lobman’s contribution is particularly valuable
because she has been a longtime resident of that
neighborhood and has been a leader of the antirac-
ist fight since its inception. For a time in 1972-73
she was chairwoman of the pro-community-control
coalition in District One.

Sojourner’s article, “Campaigning Against Ra-
cism in New York’s District 1,” written at the time
of the May 1974 community school board elections,

Pamphlets

is a summary of the outstanding political lessons of
the fight. Sojourner is also a veteran political
activist, having been involved in the civil rights
movement in the South during the 1960s and also in
the antiwar movement as a coordinator of the
National Peace Action Coalition.

Among the key points she makes are the follow-
ing:

e The demand by oppressed minorities that they
control their own affairs is a response to a whole
range of specific problems; consequently, the
demand for community control also tends to be
expressed in a very concrete way.

For example, in District One this has taken the
form of fights for bilingual education, mobilizations
against the firing of pro-community-control superin-
tendent Luis Fuentes, and election campaigns for

- Mili én Michael Baumann
Sign at July 1973 District One rally: ‘Forward with
Fuentes, we won’t take one step back!

seats on the school board.

e Unity of different oppressed minorities can be
forged around a common struggle against racism in
education. This unity has been facilitated in
District One by the fact that each minority has

participated with its own organizations in the
various coalitions that have been established.

e Unity in the struggle is also made possible by a
policy of nonexclusion. This means that all who
support the fight are welcomed to become a part of
it, despite other political views or affiliations.

e The key to the sustained drive for community
control has been the orientation toward winning
mass support, not only on the Lower East Side but
throughout the city. Sojourner points out that this
has been particularly important because the groups
spearheading the racist campaign against the
community, in particular the Shankerite bureaucra-
cy of the United Federation of Teachers, are
powerful forces organized on a large scale.

¢ The winning of mass support is only possible
through use of a wide variety of methods of
struggle, from court suits through school boycotts.
The principal weapons have been various forms of
direct action, such as rallies, picket lines, marches,
and mobilizations for school board meetings.

¢ The independence of the coalitions both from
government-funded agencies and from the machin-
ery of the Democratic and Republican parties is the
only guarantee that the activists- themselves will
decide, on the basis of what will advance the
struggle, what should be the next steps to take.

These are rich lessons for antiracist fighters not
only on New York’s Lower East Side, but through-
out the country. The struggle by the Puerto Rican,
Black, and Chinese communities for control of the
education of their children has been as sustained as
it has been only because many leading activists in
the struggle have assimilated these lessons and
applied them on a day-to-day basis in the Lower
East Side.

The value of the pamphlet is enhanced by an up-
to-date introduction by the editors that summarizes
recent developments in the struggle, particularly
the racist purge launched by the Shankerite
majority of the school board after the May 1974
elections. Those interested in the fight in District

" One will also find Luis Fuentes’s The Fight Against

Racism in Our Schools helpful (Pathfinder Press,
1973. $.25, also available in Spanish). There
Fuentes provides a more detailed explanation of the
denial of equal education to children of the
oppressed minorities in New York, and he discusses
some of the gains achieved by pro-community-
control forces when they briefly held control of the
school board in 1972. —dJosé Pérez

A personal memoir of Spanish Revolution

The Forging of a Rebel by Arturo Barea.
Translated by llsa Barea. Viking, New York,
1974. 751 pp., $15.

This is not a new book. It originally appeared in
English separated into three parts. The Forge, The
Track, and The Clash were published in England in
1941, 1943, and 1946 respectively. Subsequently the
books were translated into nine European lan-
guages, and a Spanish-language edition finally

Books

came out in 1951. It is still banned in Spain. With
the current edition, The Forging of a Rebel is again
available to the American public.

Barea is best known for his radio broadcasts from
Republican Spain. He was the “unknown voice from
Madrid” who for many around the world embodied
the Spanish Revolution. A Spaniard by birth, he
fled to France in the last months of the Republic,
and from there to England in 1939. He died in 1957.

The book is much more than the autobiography of
one Spaniard. Born in 1897, Barea grew up in the
midst of poverty that surrounded Madrid and
reached out into the countryside of Spain. The
imperial Spain that had conquered half the Western
Hemisphere a few centuries before was dead by
then. Spain was deeply in debt to the rest of Europe,
majestic only for a dwindling few.

The child Barea searches out and sees everything.
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Nothing escapes his gaze, and the ugly reality of
the life of the toiling Spanish masses is laid bare.
This is the book originally called The Forge, and it
is aptly named. The misery of the people fed an
undercurrent of rage—this was what shaped the
coming confrontation in Spain.

As a young man Barea was drafted into the army
and sent to Morocco. The Track is not only a
narrative of the war’s impact on him; what he saw
and felt was common to thousands of others.

Spain’s Moroccan war bears an unmistakable -

resemblance to another war: Vietnam. This is seen
in the brutality and the corruption—greater and
better organized at each higher level of the army.

With the stage set, the revolution begins. The
Clash is a harsh and truthful diary of Barea’s
experiences and impressions of the Spanish Revolu-
tion and civil war. Barea lived through this as an
official of the Republic. He worked with all of the
major left-wing political groups, and his impres-
sions are recorded week by week.

From its seemingly spontaneous beginning
through to its last doomed months, Barea traces the
life and death of the revolution.

He writes what he saw, without any real political
understanding. For just that reason, The Forging of
a Rebel, particularly the third section, is made up of
honest recollections.

Barea was never a revolutionist, and he does not
pretend to have been one. He draws very few
conclusions, but his recounting of his experiences
speaks for itself.

For those who plan to read or have already read
detailed political analyses of Spain in the 1930s,
such as Leon Trotsky’s The Spanish Revolution
(1931-39) or Felix Morrow’s Revolution and Coun-
terrevolution in Spain, this book is a valuable
supplement. It should be read by anyone attempting
to understand the social upheaval that was the
Spanish Revolution. —Floyd Fowler

Young soldiers from workers’ militia at battlefront
during Spanish civil war.



By Harry Ring

LOS ANGELES—The American Indian Move-
ment has proposed that the Navajo tribe take over
and operate the Fairchild Camera and Instrument
Corporation plant on its reservation.

The plant was built on the huge Navajo
reservation—which covers parts of New Mexico,
Arizona, and Utah—in 1965. Fairchild shut down
the plant this past March 12. In February the plant
had been the scene of a week-long occupation by
AIM.

John Trudell, national chairman of AIM, was in
Los Angeles recently and in an interview told the
story of the occupation, in which he participated,
and the reason why the plant shut down.

standing was that it was to be two years for each
worker. With that sleight-of-hand they were able to
string out the federal payoff for more than eight
years!

How were they able to get such an agreement—"

particularly in light of federal training classifica-
tion standards that list that particular assembly job
as requiring seventeen weeks training?

Fairchild blandly explained the Navajo workers
needed eighty-seven weeks added training because
of “cultural differences.”

Last year, under pressure, they apparently
decided the ‘“cultural differences” had narrowed,
and reluctantly agreed to reduce the training period
to only fifty-two weeks per worker.

In negotiation, Fairchild used an added argument
to the one about “cultural differences.” The com-

AIM leader interviewed

How Fairchild Corp.

swindied the Navajos

..7 .\

Indians leave Fairchild plant after week-long occupation. While inside, they found secret files detailing company

collusion with the government in giant rip-off of workers.

The Navajo reservation, with a population of
140,000, is the largest in the country. It is also one
of the most impoverished. Unemployment is esti-
mated as high as 67 percent.

When the Fairchild company offered to locate an
electronic parts assembly plant on the reservation,
the Navajo tribal council seized the opportunity to
provide some jobs for the people.

With the Bureau of Indian Affairs facilitating the
negotiations, the resulting deal proved a juicy one
for Fairchild. ' :

With borrowed money, the tribe built the plant at
Shiprock, New Mexico, and leased it to Fairchild.
The lease was to run for forty years. But Fairchild
had the option to cancel at the end of any two-year
period.

Later, when a second plant was built, the tribal
council got an improvement in the agreement.
Fairchild could cancel the forty-year lease on the
second plant only after five-year intervals.

Minimum wage paid :
The company employed a peak of 1,000 workers.
. There was no union. Throughout, Fairchild paid
assembly workers only the minimum wage required
by federal law. As of this past January 1 that’s been
a fast $2.10 an hour.

And that was only a part of the deal.

The real racket came with a federal agreement to
pay half the assembly workers’ wages for “on-the-
job training.”

At the outset of the negotiations it was under-
stood that, in accord with federal regulations, the
sub§idy was to run for two years. However,
Fairchild successfully contended that its under-
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pany liked to point to its plants abroad, particularly
one in South Korea, where they enjoyed even lower
wage scales.

AIM occupied the Shiprock plant for a week
beginning the night of February 24. Initially, the
occupation was in response to wholesale layoffs at
the plant. '

The work force had previously been reduced from
1,000 to about 600. That week Fairchild had fired
140 workers at one time.

AIM’s original demand was that the 140 be
rehired and guaranteed permanent jobs.

What company files showed

But, Trudell explained, as they began going
through company files they realized there were no
permanent jobs.and in fact Fairchild was getting
ready to shut the whole operation down.

From correspondence between Fairchild and the
Bureau of Indian Affairs, coupled with internal
company memos, the AIM occupiers began to get an
idea of the astonishing extent of the swindle that
had been put over by this wealthy, powerful
corporation. They also learned that the Fairchild
racket was about to run out and the Navajo workers
were to take the consequences.

One letter in the Fairchild file was from a ranking
BIA official. The letter noted that the original
understanding with the government was that the
on-the-job training program, as established by law,
could only last two years. -

The June 17, 1974, letter from Daniel McDonald,
the BIA’s director of tribal resources, stated:

“The point I wish to convey is that the program
was never intended . . . to continue for nine years.

In fact, to be completely frank, by continuing the
program for this length of time, we are probably
stretching a legal point. The situation could become -
very embarrassing to both the Bureau and the
company.”

The company’s initial response was to offer to
reduce the training period for individual workers to
one year but to bull through on getting a renewal of
the patently illegal contract.

In a confidential June 25, 1974, memo from one
Fairchild official to another, it was put this way:

“The company should not concede anything else
as we have already reduced our training time in
half in this year’s proposal. With reservation
unemployment at 67 percent, I believe the Bureau
could hardly tolerate a substantial reduction in
employment. The above facts, communicated clear-
ly but strongly, by the President to the BIA would
result, I'm sure, in a new contract.”

On September 16, 1974, the manager of the
Shiprock plant sent a letter to the BIA outlining a
proposed new agreement. The letter bluntly con-
cluded:

“Our corporate management . . . has directed me
to submit the attached proposal. . . . I have also
been informed that if the proposal is not approved
the company would certainly reexamine its employ-
ment levels throughout its assembly operations,
including Shiprock, in order to maintain its compet-
itive position.”

A look at company records revealed to AIM why
Fairchild was so intent on maintaining the “train-
ing” racket.

What they learned, Trudell explained, was that
while Fairchild employed only a peak of 1,000
workers, a total of 1,700 Navajos had gone through
the training program!

The reason behind this remarkably high turnover
was simple to determine. As soon as workers
completed their subsidized “training,” Fairchild
fired them.

With each firing, a new “trainee” was hired, with
the government footing half the wages.

A boss’s dream

It was like a boss’s dream. And for nine years the
BIA was complicit in this rip-off operation. Then,
apparently fearing exposure, it balked at continu-
ing. That was when Fairchild decided to fire the
rest of the Navajo workers and shut down shop.

After going through this material, the AIM
occupiers decided to focus on two demands. The
first was a public government audit of Fairchild’s
books. The second was that the Navajo tribal
council conduct public hearings concerning Fair-
child’s violations of the civil rights of its workers.

The correspondence and memos released by AIM
make clear how explosive such an audit and
hearing would be for Fairchild, and for the BIA.

It also confirms how just and reasonable is the
present AIM proposal that the Navajo tribal council
take over operation of the plant and that the BIA
provide technical training for Indian management
and technical personnel.

Discussing the occupation, Trudell commented on
how little coverage it received in the media.

He said he believed there was a reason for this.
With the deepening recession, he said, what was
being done to the Navajo workers was an anticipa-
tion of what other workers could expect.

And, Trudell observed, the media sensed that the
Fairchild occupation might suggest an avenue of
response to other workers.

“The story was suppressed,” Trudell said, “partly
because they don’t want the Black workers in
Detroit, when they get their termination papers, to
think, well, they’ll just have to take that plant and
make that management negotiate.”

Militant/Harry ﬁi’ng
AIM’s TRUDELL: The story has been suppressed
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Calendar

CHICAGO
REPORT FROM THE FOURTH ANNUAL NA-
TIONAL CONVENTION OF THE COALITION OF
BLACK TRADE UNIONISTS. Speakers: Dale Garee,
AFSCME Local 2000; others. Fri., May 30, 8 p.m.
428 S. Wabash, Fifth Floor. Donation: $1. Ausp:
SWP and YSA. For more information call (312) 939-
0737.
CLEVELAND
WOMEN'S EVOLUTION: HOW WOMEN LOST
CONTROL OF THEIR DESTINY AND HOW THEY
WILL REGAIN IT. Speakers: Carole Banks, NOW
member; Allyn McGillicuddy, feminist activist;
Lorraine Sockaci, SWP. Fri.,, May 30, 8 p.m. 4420
Superior Ave. Donation: $1. Ausp: Militant Forum.
For more information call (216) 391-5553.

LOS ANGELES: CENTRAL-EAST
SOCIALISM AND INDIVIDUAL FREEDOM: ARE
THEY COMPATIBLE? Speaker: Harry Ring, Militant
Southwest Bureau chief. Fri., May 30, 8 p.m. 710 S.
Westlake Ave. Donation: $1. Ausp: Militant Forum.

For more information call (213) 483-1512.

NEW YORK-NEW JERSEY

RECEPTION FOR PETER CAMEJO. Guests:
Peter Camejo, Socialist Workers presidential candi-
date; Doug Jenness, Socialist Workers campaign
manager; Nan Bailey, Socialist Workers campaign
youth director. Sat., May 31, 3 to 7 p.m. Maplewood,
N.J. Tickets: $3. Ausp: Socialist Workers 1976
National Campaign Committee. For more informa-
tion and travel arrangements call (212) 982-4966.

OAKLAND/BERKELEY

SOCIALIST EDUCATIONAL WEEKEND—
IMPERIALISM AND THE WORLD ECONOMIC
CRISIS: A MARXIST EXPLANATION. Fri., May 30, 8
p.m.: The Present Crisis Compared to Those That
Led to World War | and World War Il. Sat., May 31, 2
p.m.: How Finance Capital Leads to Depression and
War. 4:30 p.m.: The Myth of Keynesian Economics
and Other Attempts to Reform Capitalism. Dona-
tion: $2.50, entire weekend; $1 per session. All
classes by Dick Roberts, Militant staff writer. 1849
University Ave., Berkeley. Ausp: Socialist Workers
1976 Campaign Committee. For more information
call (415) 548-0354.

PHILADELPHIA
" FREE JOAN LITTLE. Speakers: Paul Bennett,
Philadelphia Tribune; Earline Cofield, Prisoners’
Rights Council; Cindy Jaquith, Militant Washington
Bureau. Fri., May 30, 8 p.m. 1004 Filbert St.
Donation: $1. Ausp: Militant Forum. For more
information call (215) WA5-4316.

PITTSBURGH

RACISM AND THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYS-
TEM. Speakers: Mae lsaacs, Joan Little Defense
Committee; Paul Gettelman, attorney for Stanton
Story; Teka Harris, Vibrations 1l; Christina Adachi,
SWP candidate for Allegheny County controller.
Fri., May 30, 8 p.m. 3400 Fifth Ave. (corner of
Halket) Donation: $1. Ausp: Militant Forum. For
more information call (412) 682-5019.

TWIN CITIES
CAPITALISM, TECHNOLOGY, AND FAMINE: IS
THERE A LIMIT TO GROWTH? Speaker: Michael
Chamberlain, YSA. Fri., May 30, 8 p.m. 25 University
Ave. S.E., Mpls. Donation: $1. Ausp: Militant Forum.
For more information call (612) 332-7781.

WASHINGTON, D.C.

THE EMERGING WOMAN. A movie on the
history of feminism. Fri., May 30, 8 p.m. 1345 E St.
N.W. Donation: $1. Ausp: Militant Forum. For more
information call (202) 783-2391.

-.budget

Continued from page 16

state for aid payments it advanced the
city last month to avert a similar crisis
situation.

“e General operating expenses of
nearly $800 million.”

In other words, roughly $1.4 billion
of the coming weeks’ expenses are for
wages and operating expenses while $2
billion is for repayment of debts.

- These figures spell out the priorities
of city hall and the real reason for the
budget crisis. They also prove that

there is an immediate, realistic alterna-

tive to Beame’s racist campaign of cut-
backs and layoffs: a moratorium on
repayment of city debts.

Since expected tax income is $2 bil-
lion, such a moratorium would leave
the city with a surplus of $600 million
rather than a deficit of $1.4 billion.
There would be no need for layoffs and
cutbacks, and those who have already
been fired could be rehired.

True, the banks would be inconve-
nienced, but they can afford the sacri-
fice a lot better than city employees
earning $8,000 or $9,00 a year, or those
who rely on the city’s social services to
meet their health, educational, and rec-
reation needs.

Before any more money is handed
over to the wealthy bondholders, city
residents deserve a much fuller accoun-
ting of this “financial crisis.” :

Many of the most important details
of the city finances are secret. For ex-
ample, no banks are required to make
public their actual holdings of munici-
pal bonds or the holdings of bonds in
their trust departments. The books of
the banks and of city hall should be
opened to investigation by the unions
and representatives of the Black and
Puerto Rican and other oppressed mi-
norities’ communities.

No one else can be relied upon to root
out the real story of bank profiteering
at the expense of working people; to
expose the real graft, corruption, and
waste; to discover who pays taxes and
where the money goes. Most funda-
mentally, the priorities need to be re-
versed. There is plenty of money in

\

New York City—it is a question of
what it will be used for and who will
control it.

This much is obvious: the starting
point for solving the crisis of the cities
cannot be the payment of bank profits.
It has to be improving the communi-
ties themselves and providing jobs.
Until there are viable programs to an-
swer these needs, there should be a
complete moratorium on bank debts.

Grant

Continued from page 18

having to contend with a treacherous
strikebreaking raid by the officials of
the Puerto Rican affiliate of the U.S.
Teamsters union, a raid Grant de-
nounced as ‘“piracy.”

The government, the capitalist me-
dia, the Teamster bureaucrats, and
other “responsible” labor leaders have
all joined in a chorus demanding that
the telephone workers end their strike
and wait for union recognition elec-
tions.

But a general assembly of 1,800
strikers rejected this, noting that they
had gone on strike primarily because
the telephone company was trying to
use the upcoming recognition elections
as a pretext to attack the working
conditions and impose speedup.

Grant also reported that in recent
months labor leaders who have not
even been involved in strikes or other
protests had been targeted for harass-
ment by the FBI and the local cops.

He concluded that the repressive
drive had reached such a level that
“we are absolutely sure that what the
Puerto Rican and United States gov-
ernments are trying to do is to crush the
new trade unionism in Puerto Rico.”

..actions

Continued from page 6

May 17. The action was called by the
Salt Lake City NAACP and endorsed
by Northern Utah SCAR.

Rev. France Davis of the NAACP
described the importance of the
struggle going on in Boston for the
rights of Blacks everywhere. James
Dooley, president of the local NAACP,
attacked the pattern of racism in the
Salt Lake City schools. The marchers

also heard Forrest Crawford, president
of the Black Student Union at Weber
State College in Ogden, Utah, and
Dayne Goodwin of Northern Utah
SCAR.

In St. Louis the old courthouse, site
of the Dred Scott decision, was the
scene of a rally of eight-five, called by
the St. Louis NAACP. James DeClue,
speaking for the NAACP, decried the
fact that “75 percent of the Blacks in
the nation’s twenty-six largest cities
attend totally segregated schools.” He _
stressed the need to fight for desegre-
gation of the St. Louis schools.

Msgr. John Shocklee urged the
crowd to “refuse to quit to bring about
what’s just and equal.”

“This is an historic place, this is an
historic date. Those of us here today
have a big job to do,” he said.

While 100 people from Pittsburgh
were attending the national march
against racism in Boston, seventy-five
participated in an NAACP-sponsored
march through Pittsburgh’s largest
Black community demanding an end
to school segregation in that city.

Marchers stopped at the offices of
the board of education to present a list
of demands read by Muriel Floyd of
the NAACP. The demands included
the need for adequate facilities for all
Black schoolchildren, teacher evalua-
tion by parents, inclusion of parents in
all decision-making processes, imple-
mentation of summer work-study pro-
grams, and teacher education to make
all teachers aware of the ethnic culture
of their students.

Corrections

In the May 23 Militant, the chart
accompanying the article “What our
spring circulation drive accomplished”
was mistakenly headlined “Subscrip-
tion scoreboard.” The scoreboard listed
the sales of the May 9 Militant and
should have been titled “Sales score-
board.”

In the chronology of right-wing
terrorist attacks that have occurred in
Los Angeles, printed in our May 16
issue, an incident in which a noxious
chemical was released at the entrance
to a college classroom where the
Cuban film Lucia was being shown
was incorrectly identified as having
occurred at the University of Califor-
nia at Los Angeles. The attack actual-
ly occurred at California State Univer-
sity at Los Angeles.

Socialist Directory

ARIZONA: Tucson: YSA, c/o Clennon, S.U.P.O.
Box 20965, Tucson, Ariz. 85720.

CALIFORNIA: Berkeley-Oakland: SWP and YSA,
1849 University Ave., Berkeley, Calif. 94703. Tel:
(415) 548-0354.

Long Beach: YSA, c/o Student Activities Office,
CSU, 6101 E. 7th St., Long Beach, Calif. 90807.

Los Angeles, Central-East: SWP, YSA, Militant
Bookstore, 710 S. Westlake Ave., Los Angeles,
Calif. 90057. Tel: SWP, Militant Bookstore—(213)
483-1512, YSA—(213) 483-2581.

Los Angeles, West Side: SWP and YSA, 230
Broadway, Santa Monica, Calif. 90401. Tel: (213)
394-9050.

Los Angeles: City-wide SWP and YSA, 710 S. West-
lake Ave., Los Angeles, Calif. 90057. Tel: (213)
483-0357.

Riverside: YSA, c/o U. of Cal. Campus Activities,
234 Commons, Riverside, Calif. 92507.

Sacramento: YSA, P.O. Box 20669, Sacramento,
Calif. 95824. )

San Diego: SWP, YSA, and Militant Bookstore, 4635
El Cajon Blvd., San Diego, Calif. 92115. Tel: (714)
280-1292. 3

San Francisco: SWP, YSA, Militant Labor Forum,
and Militant Books, 1519 Mission St., San
Francisco, Calif. 94103. Tel: SWP—(415) 431-
8918; YSA—(415) 863-2285; Militant Books—(415)
864-9174.

San Jose: YSA, 96 S. 17th St., San Jose, Calif.
85112. Tel: (408) 286-0615.

Santa Barbara: YSA, P.O. Box 14606, UCSB, Santa
Barbara, Calif. 93107.

COLORADO: Denver: SWP, YSA, and Militant
Bookstore, 1203 California, Denver, Colo. 80204.
Tel: SWP—(303) 623-2825, YSA—(303) 266-9431.

Greeley: YSA, c/o Barbara Jaeger, 712 15th Ave.
Court, Greeley, Colo. 80631.

FLORIDA: Tallahassee: YSA, P.O. Box U-6350,
Tallahassee, Fla. 32313.

GEORGIA: Atlanta: Militant Bookstore, 68 Peach-
tree St., N.E., Third Floor, Atlanta, Ga. 30303.

26

SWP and YSA, P.O. Box 846, Atlanta, Ga. 30301.
Tel: (404) 523-0610.

ILLINOIS: Champaign: YSA, Room 284 lllini Union,
Urbana, Ill. 61801.

Chicago: SWP, YSA, Pathfinder Books, 428 S.
Wabash, Fifth Floor, Chicago, lil. 60605. Tel:
SWP—(312) 939-0737, YSA—(312) 427-0280,
Pathfinder Books—(312) 939-0756.

INDIANA: Bloomington: YSA, c/o Student Activities
Desk, Indiana University, Bloomington, Ind.
47401.

Indianapolis: YSA, c/o Carole McKee, 1309 E.
Vermont St., Indianapolis, Ind. 46202. Tel: (317)
637-1105.

KANSAS: Lawrence: YSA, c/o Christopher Starr,
3020 lowa St., Apt. C-14, Lawrence, Kans. 66044.
Tel: (913) 864-3975 or 842-8658.

KENTUCKY: Louisville: YSA, Box 8026, Louisville,
Ky. 40208.

MARYLAND: Baltimore: YSA, P.O. Box 4314,
Baltimore, Md. 21223. Tel: (301) 247-8911.

MASSACHUSETTS: Boston: SWP and YSA, c¢/o
Militant Labor Forum, 655 Atlantic Ave., Third
Floor, Boston, Mass. 02111. Tel: SWP—(617) 482-
8050, YSA—(617) 482-8051; Issues and Activists
Speakers’ Bureau (IASB) and Regional
Committee—(617) 482-8052; Pathfinder Books—
(617) 338-8560.

Worcester: YSA, Box 229, Greendale Station,
Worcester, Mass. 01606.

MICHIGAN: Ann Arbor: YSA, Room 4103, Mich.
Union, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Mich.
48104. Tel: (313) 663-8766.

Detroit: SWP, YSA, Eugene V. Debs Hall, 3737
Woodward Ave., Detroit, Mich. 48201. Tel: (313)
831-6135.

East Lansing: YSA, First Floor Student Offices,
Union Bidg., Michigan State University, East
Lansing, Mich. 48823. Tel: (517) 353-
0660.

Kalamazoo: YSA, 3573 Kenbrooke Ct., Kalama-
zoo, Mich. 49007. -

Mt. Pleasant: YSA, Box 51 Warriner Hall, Central
Mich. Univ., Mt. Pleasant, Mich. 48859.

MINNESOTA: Minneapolis-St. Paul: SWP, YSA,
Labor Bookstore, 25 University Ave. S.E., Mpls.,
Minn. 55414, Tel: (612) 332-7781.

MISSOURL: St. Louis: SWP, YSA, Pathfinder Books,
4660 Maryland, Suite 17, St. Louis, Mo. 63108.
Tel: (314) 367-2520.

NEW JERSEY: New Brunswick: YSA, c/o Richard
Ariza, ‘515 S. First Ave., Highland Park, N.J.
08904. Tel: (210) 828-4710.

NEW YORK: Albany: YSA, c/o Spencer Livingston,
317 State St., Albany, N.Y. 12210.

Brooklyn: SWP and YSA, 136 Lawrence St. (at
Willoughby), Brooklyn, N.Y. 11201. Tel: (212) 596-
2849.

New York City: City-wide SWP and YSA, 706
Broadway (4th St.), Eighth Floor, New York, N.Y.
10003. Tel: (212) 982-4966.

Lower Manhattan: SWP, YSA, and Merit Bookstore.
706 Broadway (4th St.), Eighth Floor, New York,
N.Y. 10003. Tel: SWP, YSA—(212) 982-6051; Merit
Books (212) 982-5940.

Upper West Side: SWP, YSA, Pathfinder Bookstore,
2726 Broadway (104th St.), New York, N.Y.
10025. Tel: (212) 663-3000.

Ossining: YSA, c/o Scott Cooper, 127-1 S. Highland
Ave., Ossining, N.Y. 10562.

NORTH CAROLINA: Greenville: YSA, P.O. Box
1693, Greenville, N.C. 27834. Tel: (919) 752-6439.

OHIO: Bowling Green: YSA, P.O. Box 27, University
Hall, Bowling Green State University, Bowling
Green, Ohio 45341.

Cincinnati: YSA, c/o Charles R. Mitts, 6830 Buck-
ingham PI., Cincinnati, Ohio 45227.

Cleveland: SWP and YSA, 4420 Superior Ave.,
Cleveland, Ohio 44103. Tel: SWP—(216) 391-
5553. YSA—(216) 391-3278.

Columbus: YSA, c/o Margaret Van Epp, 670
Cuyahoga Ct., Columbus, Ohio 43210. Tel: (614)
268-7860.

OREGON: Portland: SWP and YSA, 208 S.W. Stark,

Fifth Floor, Portland, Ore. 97204. Tel: (503) 226-
2715.

PENNSYLVANIA: Edinboro: YSA, Edinboro State
College, Edinboro, Pa. 16412.

Philadelphia: SWP, YSA, Pathfinder Bookstore,
1004 Filbert St. (one block north of Market),
Philadelphia, Pa. 19107. Tel: (215) WA5-4316.

Pittsburgh; SWP, YSA, Pathfinder Press, 3400 Fifth
Ave., Pittsburgh, Pa. 15213. Tel: (412) 682-5019.

Shippensburg: YSA, c/o Mark Dressler, Box 214
Lackhove Hall, Shippensburg State College,
Shippensburg, Pa. 17257.

State College: YSA, 333 Logan Ave. #401, State
College, Ma. 16801.

TENNESSEE: Nashville: YSA, P.O. Box 67, Station
B, Nashvil e; Tenn. 37235. Tel: (615) 383-2583.
TEXAS: Austin: YSA, c/o Arnold Rodriguez, 901

Morrow, Apt..3N3, Austin, Tex. 78757.

Dallas: YSA, c/o Steve Charles, 3420 Hidalgo #201,
Dallas, Tex. 75220. Tel: (214) 352-6031.

Houston: SWP, YSA, and Pathfinder Books, 3311
Montrose, Houston, Tex. 77006. Tel: (713) 526-
1082.

San Antonio: YSA, c/o Andy Gonzalez, 2203 W.
Houston, San Antonio, Tex. 78207.

UTAH: Logan: YSA, P.O. Box 1233, Utah State
University, Logan, Utah 84321.

WASHINGTON, D.C.: SWP, YSA, Militant Book-
store, 1345 E St. N.W., Fourth Floor, Wash., D.C.
20004. Tel: SWP—(202) 783-2391; YSA—(202)
783-2363.

WASHINGTON: Bellingham: YSA and Young So-
cialist Books, Rm. 213, Viking Union, Western
Washington State College, Bellingham, Wash.
98225. Tel: (206) 676-3460.

Seattle: SWP, YSA, and Militant Bookstore, 5623
University Way N.E., Seattle, Wash. 98105. Tel:
(206) 522-7800.

WISCONSIN: Madison: YSA, P.O. Box 1442, Madis-
on, Wis. 53701. Tel: (608) 238-6224.

Milwaukee: SWP, YSA, 207 E. Michigan Ave., Rm.
25, Milwaukee, Wis. 53202. Tel: SWP—(414) 289-
9340, YSA—(414) 289-9380.



AMERICA’S ROAD TO SOCIALISM
by James P. Cannon

In the 1950s, America’s rulers thought they were eating
high orr the hog and it looked like things were going to stay that
way. Workers were bought off for a few more cents an hour or

- their strike was crushed. Women stayed in the kitchen. Blacks
in the back of the bus. Radicals were viewed as out of step with
reality, witch-hunted, persecuted; others gave little support to
them or their democratic rights.

Cannon’s vision of the future was different. Speaking in the
1950s, Cannon knew “prosperity” would end and workers would
strike to win. Women would rebel to make “the greatest
jailbreak in history.” Blacks would fight back. Revolution
wouldn’t be “pie in the sky,” but a burning necessity for today
in a day-to-day fight against unemployment, depression,
sexism, racism, and exploitation. America’s rulers would be
willing to dispense with democracy to wring their profits out of
the blood and sweat of others. Workers, women, and oppressed
nationalities would have no choice but use their power to
remake society from top to bottom—a socialist America in a
socialist world. '

128 pp., paper $1.55 (reg. $1.95)

Available from the bookstores listed in the Socialist Directory on the facing
page or by mail from Pathfinder Press, Inc., 410 West Street, New York,

(- NEW YORK CITY - ~\
TEACH-IN
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attacks on the it 2
The Biti ot Rig RINS

JULIAN BOND founder of SNCC; Ga. state legislator
LEONARD BOUDIN defense attorney in Pentagon papers case
ANNE BRADEN longtime Southern fighter for civil liberties
HENRY FONER pres., Jt. Bd., Fur, Leather & Machine Wkrs.
KATHY KELLY pres., Nat'l. Student Assn.
PAUL MAYER Nat'l. Alliance Ag. Racist & Political Repression
DAVE McREYNOLDS War Resisters League
AND
MUHAMMAD KENYATTA target of FBI death threat
MORRIS STARSKY socialist prof., target of FBI poison pen letters

8 pm, Wednesday, May 28
Reception to meet speakers at 7pm

Community Church of N.Y. / 35th St. and Park Ave.
Admission for teach-in $1.50 / reception and teach-in $10.

Ausp:Nat'l. Emergency Civil Liberties Committee & Political Rights Defense Fund.
k For tickets and more information call (212)691-3270. J

\ YSA, P.O. Box 471 Cooper Station, N.Y.,N.Y. 10003

Read the 1
Young

Socialist

Join the
Young

Socialist
Alliance

Members of the Young Socialist Alliance are fighters in the struggle against racism in
Boston, campus and high school struggles, the women'’s liberation movement, the fight
of Chicanos to end racist deportations, and other movements for social change. Join us!

| would like more information about the YSA
| want to join the YSA
Enclosed is $1 for 6 months of the Young Socialist newspaper-

Name:
Address:
City, State, Zip & Phone:

N.Y. 10014. Write for a complete catalog.

r

Voices of
the Soviet
Opposition

An anthology of dissident writing cir-
culated clandestinely in the Soviet
Union, edited by George Saunders.
This collection includes memoirs of the
early struggles against the growing
Stalin bureaucracy; accounts of per-
sonal experiences in the prison camps;
and speeches, writings, and petitions
of the recent dissident movement. A
Monad Press book.

464 pp., $15, paper $3.95

‘Order from: Pathfinder Press, 410
West St., New York, N.Y. 10014
\_

Samizdat \

Calendar and classified rates: 75 cents
per line of 56-character-wide typewrit-
ten copy. Display ad rates: $10 per
column inch ($7.50 if camera-ready ad
is enclosed). Payment must be included
with ads. The Militant is published each
week on Friday. Deadlines for ad copy:
Friday, one week preceding publication,
for classified and display ads; Wednes-
day noon, two days preceding publica-
tion, for calendar ads. Telephone: (212)
243-6392.

)
Woman’s
Evolution

From Matriarchal Clan
To Patriarchal Family

By Evelyn Reed
512 pp., $15.00, paper $4.95
Order from Pathfinder Press, 410

J

¥West Street, New York, N.Y. 10014'J

Help sell JERTHT
The
Militant

The socialist!
newsweekly

Join The Militant's sales campaign by taking a regular bundle to sell on your
campus, at your job, or in your neighborhood. The cost is 17 cents per copy,
and we will bill you at the end of each month.

Send me a bundle of

| want to take a weekly sales goal of

Address
City State Zip

Name

The Militant Business Office, 14 Charles Lane, New York, N.Y. 10014.
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Protest bank profiteers

By Andy Rose

NEW YORK—Municipal union lead-
ers here have called for a mass
demonstration on Wall Street to pro-
test the banks’ demands for wage cuts
and layoffs of city workers.

Sponsored by the Municipal Labor
Committee, a coalition of unions re-
presenting 200,000 city employees, the
rally will be heid at noon on Wednes-
day, June 4, outside the headquarters
of First National City Bank, at 111
Wall Street.

What's behind the New York ‘budget
crisis’? How can the unions fight the
threat of layoffs? See pages 16-17.

Victor Gotbaum, executive director
of District Council 37, American Feder-
ation of State, County and Municipal
Employees, announced the protest at a
news conference here May 20.

“We regard it as profits versus
people,” Gotbaum said.

Thousands of city workers, including
hospital workers, fire fighters, labor-
ers, social workers, clerks—everyone
from accountants to zoo keepers—will
take part in the action to spotlight “the
destructive role First National City
has played in fomenting and exploit-
ing the financial crisis in our city,” it
was announced.

Gotbaum said the unions were also
removing all union and pension funds
from the bank and urging a boycott of
it.

The New York “budget crisis” is
moving rapidly toward a confrontation
between city hall and the municipal
unions. Mayor Abraham Beame has
announced that unless state or federal
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AFSCME’s GOTBAUM: ‘We regard it as profits versus people.’

aid comes through to close a $640
million deficit in the city budget,
38,000 workers will be laid off. The cuts
would mean:

¢ the closing of four hospitals, three
district health centers, ten child- health
stations, and other facilities;

¢ the elimination of sixty-six engine
and ladder companies and other fire
department units;

® a one-third reduction in garbage
collection and a one-half reduction in
street repairs;

e the dropping of 8,689 jobs in the
board of education, including eliminat-
ing all kindergarten classes; and

¢ reduction of fall admissions to the
city university system by 22,000 and

total elimination of the SEEK program
of aid to minority students.

These cutbacks would come on top of
elimination of nearly 23,000 city jobs—

and the closing of schools, hospitals,

and libraries—decreed by Beame on
April 22.

Pink slips were reportedly sent May
15 to more than 1,000 workers, the first
of 3,067 who are to be fired by July 1.
Gotbaum and other union leaders have
in the past vowed to fight the firing of
any civil service workers.

In addition to the budget deficit for
next year, the city is supposedly $1
billion or more short of cash to meet
immediate bills. Washington flatly
turned down any request for more

“June 4 labor rally
‘to hit NYC layoffs

funds. The state legislature in Albany
still holds out the tentative promise of
aid for the short-term crisis if Beame
proves his “sincerity” by pressing
ahead with cutbacks and layoffs for
next year.

On May 20 Beame called on the
unions to give up a 6 percent wage
increase due July 1 or else go on a four-
day workweek—with four days’ pay—
to balance the budget.

Union leaders refused point-blank.
“We will accept no other sacrifices
than we’ve already made,” Gotbaum
said. “We will not allow the mayor to
erode the contract.”

Beame proceeded to order a study of
whether the city could impose the
hours-and-wages cut over union objec-
tions.

The May 23 issue of Public Employee
Press, newspaper of District Council
37, quotes Gotbaum as saying: “The
City’s banks are trying to force work-
ers to pay the cost of the fiscal crisis.
At the same time, those banks are
making millions off the City.

“We are telling those bankers on
June 4 that they are part of this City,
and have to sacrifice, too.”

Public Employee Press documented
the skyrocketing bank profits for the
first quarter of 1975: Chase Manhattan
up 72 percent, Chemical up 49 percent,
Manufacturers Hanover up 25 percent,
Bankers Trust up 20 percent, Citicorp
(First National City) up 18 percent.

“New York City has been a major
source of those profits,” the union
paper wrote.“. . . Their profit margins
are protected while the needs of the
City’s citizens, and its employees, are
‘sacrificed.”” :

By Cindy Jaquith
WASHINGTON, D.C.—dJuly 14 has
been set as the trial date for Joan
(pronounced JoAnn) Little, a twenty-
year-old Black woman accused of first-
degree murder in the death of a white
jailer in Washington, North Carolina.
The trial, originally scheduled for
Washington, has been moved to Ral-
eigh. The change of venue was a
victory for the defense, which argued
in pretrial hearings that the racist
attitudes in Washington would prevent
Little from receiving a fair trial.
Little faces the death penalty if
convicted, and her case is winning
wide support throughout the country.
The charges against her stem from
the August 27, 1974, death of Clarence
Alligood, a sixty-two-year-old white
jailer at the Beaufort County jail where
Little was incarcerated on breaking-
and-entering charges.
Little says that Alligood entered her
N

cell and tried to rape her, threatening
her with an ice pick. She stabbed him
with the pick and fled.

The prosecution, however, is claim-
ing that Little plotted to lure Alligood
into the cell with the intent of escaping
from the jail.

The issues of racism, sexism, and
prison conditions raised by this trial
have prompted many groups and
individuals to come to Little’s support.

According to Yvonne Davis, coordi-
nator of the Joan Little Defense Fund,
Inc., there has been strong support
from the campuses, especially Black
schools. Students at Howard Universi-
ty in Washington, D.C., recently donat-
ed $600 to Little’s defense. The Nation-
al Student Coalition Against Racism is
actively supporting her. Many Black
sororities have also backed the case.

Four members of the Congressional
Black Caucus, U.S. Representatives

' Joan Little trial set to open July iz

LITTLE: Facing death penalty in racist
frame-up.

Yvonne Burke (D-Calif.), Shirley Chi-
solm (D-N.Y.), John Conyers (D-Mich.),
and Charles Rangel (D-N.Y.) are sup-
porting Little.

Many women’s groups, particularly
the National Organization for Women,
are working to free Little. Davis said
that NOW chapters as far away as
Texas are involved in the defense, as
are chapters of the Women’s Interna-
tional League for Peace and Freedom.

Davis also reported that “inmates
from all over the country are writing
us letters with words of encourage-
ment.” Two prisoner groups in the
Washington, D.C., area, Halfway
House for Women and Inner Voices,
are sponsoring a meeting for the
defense on May 28.

In Detroit on June 25, a “celebrity
dinner” will be held to raise money for
the case, with actress Marlo Thomas
and others scheduled to appear. J






