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US OR USSR: WHO'S. THE MAIN DANGER

The inportance of analyzlng and understanding the complex intcernational situation
cannot be stressed enough, It is absolutely necessary for communists and advancod -
workers in the US’ ‘to ‘make an all-sided, independent investigation and analysis of the
international situation, and to rcach conclusions based on that work.: Only from that
point can we determine our stratcgy and tacties in regards to the world situstion, and
best undertake our proletarian internationalist duties, '

In deveéloping a linc on the international situation, specifically in detcrmining -
who is the main danger to the world's peoples and the major source of war in the world”
today, what questions need to be answered’ ; '

Firat, what is the significance of saying that one superpower or thie.other, that .
is, either the Soviet Union or the United States, is the main danger to the peoples of :
the world? .

ThL rcsults of downnlaylng the danger of Sovict socialﬂimperlﬂlism or of rufu91ng

to recognize it even exists are disastrous. When the "Communist! Party USA (CPUSA)

and the "Communist' Labor Party (CLP) unite with Soviet social-imperialism and deny
that capitalism has been restored in the USSR, they disarm the working class here and
abroad by lulling them to slecep in the face of growing war preparations, leaving them
ideologically, politically and militarily unprepared to prevent imperialist war or turn
it into proletarian revolution. These revisionists are then joined by groups such as
the Guardian newspaper and the fevolutionary Communist Party (RCP) in promoting or
downplaylﬁg Soviet neo-colonialism in Africa, Asia and Latin Amcrica. Any support of
the Soviet Union or even the slightest vacillation towards their treachery hinders the
struggles of liberation forces around the world -- by pushing the Soviet Union as their
ally, and by misdirecting the *ntervatlonalist duties of workers and communists in the
US. The liberation moverments can never rely on one imperialism to fight or escapes from
the other. Thus, we must expose the Soviet Union and its lackey supporters as they:
deceive the peoples of the world under the guise of proletarian internationalism,

However,'tberelare several problems that can arise if the Soviet Union is consider-
ed the maln danger internationally. One is underestimating the real strength and danger
_of the US to the peoples of the world. The recent situation in Zaire has brought for-
ward some analyses, such as that of Workers Viewpoint: Organization (7V0), which state :
... that the US imperialists stand helpless, their hands are tied, and they are unable to
" gend troops in as they did in Vietnam. Perhaps the US cannot or will not send in troops,
but vhat about the millions of dollars of US aid pouring into Zaire? What about the
1500 loroccan troops, and the contlngent of Egyptian military expufts7 Aren't they in
Zaire under the direction, and with the ;e e
financial backing and good wishes of the : What's In51de
US imperialists? Is the US really stind- | L o
ing helpless? While it is true ‘that the | *Communist Corés: Reply to the LPR Pe 3
Soviet-backed troops 1nit1atod thc inva=- “Llectronies Industry and Imper- L
sion of Zaire, we can't ignore or be-- lallst War ps 7
little the role that the US is playing I Mechinists Local 66: Labor
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African country. Another serious problem that can arise when analyzing the Soviet
Imnion as the main danger is the line of "directing the main blow at social-imperialism",
>/ This is October League's (OL) line, which objectively aids the US imperialists in their
K§} struggle for hegemony, and which flirts with the possibility of siding with or relyilng
g on our own bourgeoisie to battle the Soviet Union. e must reject any of the anti-
Soviet schemes of the US imperialists and their supporters, and not become pawns in
‘their struggle for world hegemony. As communists and workers in one of the SUPEerpovers,
ve cannot forget that our main internationalist task is to overthrow our own bourgeoisie,

Further, there are unscientific and misleading aspects to some of the analyses of
the Sovict Union as the main danger. First, there is theitendengy to overlook the
dialectics:of the development and decline OV'UD imperialism. Certainly it is true that
the: US has beeén well exposed in the wor ld, and- .hat it 1is relatively on:the,defen-
sive in terms of imperialist domination. However, precisely because.of these conditions,
US imperialism will aggressively, ircrease its efforts, and in new and different forms,.
to win back lost positions and take over new oaes. Egypt is one good example where the
US has:regained influence, Portugal is another, and the situation in India may prove to
be.a resurgence for U3-imperialism, i:And all:of these gains are at therexpense of = .-
Soviet social-imperialism., Of course, we can't ignore the gains of the USSR at the .
expense of (2 U7 -~ Jov chample, Angola and Ethiopia. Again, dialectics and all-
4§g sidedness must guide our analy“‘s. Second, the charvacterization that:the USSR is a

<rising iimperidalist powerfisiunscientlfic and'misleading, - The .QL states: "The Soviet
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Union is the most dangewous because it is a superpower on the rise, while the US is on
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- the decline." Imperialism is the last, highest stage of capitalism, and as an economic

~§F;* system it is dying, decaying; and cert31n1; not-wrising, - The analysis by the Workers

e F Jfﬁ Congress. (WC), that the Soviet Union is.on the-offensive and.the US on the defenalve,
/j:%?famore accutatuly and-: uc;entlflcally er pla“nu the. situatzon. et e . ‘
b b P - T P e T .

= ?.fb S number of prgctical rueotions related to Lﬂe supﬁrpowers abilities to start and
; éz wage a war rust be carefully loolked into before concluding that cne o“ the otnﬂr is the
MJ~§' main dangex, These cuestions inciude: : b ' S

1) Miiitary preparations and overall rllitary strength
v 2) Military and Zndustrial technology i
. 7 3) Reserves -- food; LANPOVer, indusizial CoPﬂClty % . RGN 2
/g',gpé) Allies -- who? how. strong? how reliable? om e s B 7 e
/ o'v 5) Internal political -and economic conditions S B . ERE S
[ 6) External political-aznd econcmic position - By mie B 38
There appears to have been. limited investigation around these and other questions An e
determining the main: danﬂer Zn tre vorld ard (e major source of war, It's true that.:
the Soviet Union, as a latecomer to the imperiaiist feast, 1s aggressively pursuing
~hegemony in the world.~- lock at Southern Africa and the inhense military build-up in
- Eastern and Central Eurone, fo- exawmple. .It is also,true that. Soviet.state monopoly ‘..
! capitalism of a new type and the Hezi~like. fascist gtate apparatus allows the USSR ‘to:
> move - toward :putting the entire econcmy on:a war :footing, in preparation for dimperialist
| war, Hewever, there are nany unansvered questions gbout the Soviet:Union and its-ability
L -to effectively wage war. What is the real extent of the agricultur ~g} crisis, and how
ﬁ would:this alfect the ability of the Soviet Uafon to:sustain a lengt thy: conventional war
‘ over -Europe? -How stable ig the Warsaw Pact, and hov nuch can the Soviet Union dictate
‘ its needs to them? How does Soviet dependency on Western technology and economic credits
affect the industrial development of the USSR, and what would happen-if the -technology
> \End credits were cut back or shut off? To what exte nt'do  the falling labor productivity,
trikes;:national -xrebellions, and internal resistance, to fascism affect overall Soviet -
strength-and ability to vage war? VWhat cbous the question of a;second front,. the
=~  People's Republic of China? o 5 B

Another problen la, how to compare Soviet and US millLary strength accurately?

First, we have to dig through the Pentagon hysteria, which attempts to drum up more
(\;ﬂnds for the Defense Department (and successfully so ~- look at the step-up in US war

preparations). Second, there is the problem of comparing quantity and quality, as the
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Soviets have definite numbers advantages in many military areas, while US military
- technology surpasses that of the Soviets. Further, cost comparisons of US and. Soviet
military. expenditures can only be made roughly, primarily die to differing. laber costs
and .the varying numbers - -of c1villans emp&oyed 4? the mi?itary by the twg countries.
ﬁs Lenin said, ”*ny other basls under capizdlism For the leiSlon of sphefcs of
influence, of Interests, of colonies, ctc,., than a calculat? on_of the ‘strength of the
participants :in the division, their general economlc, £_naucia1J military strength etc,,
is inconceivable. (Imperialism, The Hishest S“age of Capitalism) Because such a com=
-poratxve calculation of tne strengths of the two superpowers has not been sufficiently
done, and because of the overvhelming danger that both the T3 and the Soviet Union
present to the world's peopluu, we feel. it is not- corrgct to label one or the other;as
‘the, main danger at this time. " Therefore, we say that the US and "the Soviet Union are
tha'most dangerous imperialist povers to the peorleg of the world, are equally the:pain
enemles of national liberation and sociclizm, and to the same exten* represent the- -ma jor
‘source of war-in the world today, The significance of stressing that both superpowers
are equally dangerous is that it lays cut a strategle plan for aligning the world's
revolutionary forces against both the U3-and the Scviet Union. This does. not. contradict
. .the fact: that one or thc other may represent the principal danger.to a paxticular region
_.or country,. suchras the Soviet Union to'Lactérn Zurope, Angola, Cl\a, etc., and the US
to Latin America, Puerto Rico, the Thilippines, ete., We can ul state that- the nain
danger to a particular region or country could change over a wélatively short period of
time; for instance; in Argentina (see Hor:ev"' Eress, Vol 3 ES) = i

niitions are constdntly changing, and .that- it
‘is imperative to keep on top of all the twists and turns in the international situation.
As the Workers Congress statec in Tho 2 Compmnisat, Vol IIT #9, ip."Proiet&:ign Internat-
ionalism or Social-~Chauviniem': : o B ' o | 55
"7e do not- speculate s to what historie turns may lay ahead in the course of
world revolution. A united front aca-w~“ ros'a fascism, for example, is a
__p0°31hillty we cannot exclude, That, however, is not our strategic plan at -
“this time and under precent CO“UIL]OPua' Iater, they add: "AL present:the.. it
two superpowers -togetber zare the main unemj and everything depends on a .
principled stand toward this question. Un%il a turn in world hlstovy changes
. that situation, requiring a chzrge in our strategic _plan~~that is, the whole *
" alignment of rﬂvo'Ltlihary ForCDﬂ"~'ﬁ must direct our decL31"“ blow at both

-_superpovers. (emﬁhaq;f thedes) - : _ g % . . ks

;f,fIt;is impértant to understand thaat ‘zon
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REPLY TO THE LPR (M-L)
(The following is a response by the Leasue for P“onutariaﬁ nQVOIUnLQH (LP P-L) to the:
HMLC!'s article "Build Communist Sovas!™, Voclaws® Pross Vol 3 #3.  LPR reprinted both our
article and th-lx response in. Reclztance, Vol - . #3=4. Along with their response, we arc
printlng our latest thinking on the quastion of cores, We belicve this interchange-to

be most productive, and encourage other organizations and indlviduals to contribute their
ideﬂs, ‘eriticisms and practical gummations.)

TUE BUTLDING OF COWES, SY.__ LPR (M-L) - n 2 *

There are a nymber og_unitios between the position "dvanced by LPE-HL in January -
and that submitted by the MILC. There are: (1) that factory nuclei are the ba51c organi-
zational unit of a genuive communist party; (2) that cores, just as factory nuclei, are
clandestine and based on iariism-Leninism-iao Isetung Thoughl,” and that this unity is
manifested both in theory and in practicé (thus exeluding opportunists of all hues). All
members of the core are not necessarily in uni! ty with all aspects of the line of the

a
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organization that initiates and leads the core; (2) that the building of cores should be
seen in the context of building the pariy, that theory is decisive in this pre-party
period, and that the core is a vehicle for implementing, verifying -and developing the
Iine, and for moving forward the building of the party; (&) that the core functions
democratically, waging principled struggle, systematically summing up work, and that its
goal is to provide communist leaderchip to mass struggles and organizations, carrying
out communist propaganda and agitation, The training of future cadres must be carried
_out both in the theory and in the practice of pwoletarian wevolution. =

The position of the Harxict-Leninist Cellective contains a fundamental error: the
liquidation of the factory nucleus., The comrades ask themselves: "In this pre-party
period, what are the.transitional forms which communist organizations must establish
within basic industry?" And they answer: "4 core is a communist form of organization
required in this period when a parity does not exist." This is incorrect.- ' i

The factory nucleus. is the basic form of party organization. In the absence of
the party, this form is not eliminated, on the contrary. %he development and consolida-
tion of factory nuclei allows Marzist-Leninict orgaunizations and collectives to establish
‘deeper ties within the class, to proletarize their ranks, and thus move forward the
party building process. ' 7

There is no contradiction in buildirg of cores and factory nuclei. TIn fact, they
comnr-lement "each other and they work in coordination both Inm the pre~panty: period and’
once the pavty is built.

In a factory, we can develop: the factory nucleus - composed of cadwes’of the’
organization, and the coxe - compoced of cadrec, other Marmisi-Leninists, as well as
advanced and intermediate workere, and rarn’t anl file cavcuses or yorkers' commiitees
that group together ary worker that is in disposition to struggle for a democratic
union, against naticnal cppression, women's opprescion, etec. All these forms ‘of organi-
zation allow us .to make ouk of every factory a fortuess for communism,

Of all these forms, the most improtant is the factory nuclevs. It is this form
which in the last analysis guarantees that {he line of the party ~zoday - of the HMarx-

ist-Leninist organization cxr colleciive) Is

.

wplemented in the chops.  However, .only
P

those who know of factory nucleuvs because fhay have wead It In a book will mechanically
say that the way to dcvelop werk inm a factoxy is by firel developing a factory nucleus,

then the core and
Collective in that ¢
pendent of conditions.

the rauk and file czuczuz. e agree with the Marzist-Leninist
ro* a merhaniczl auestion of fivst one then the other, inde-

n
12
¢
o
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In practice this veries {rom v Lo factory. To build a factory nucleus, we
need to have a certain amount of cadres in the same factory. So, if we begin with the
factory nucleus we would have o bulld it by placing the necessary cadres in every fac-
tory we ave to work in. What happens if tlewe is only ore or two cadres wvorking in a

' factory? Vhat happens if there is only ome contact? In these cases, which are the'rule
rather than the exception in this period of gathering forces, we first develop the core
‘which has as its aims the creation of.a rank and file caucus, development of communist
vorl: within the faetory, preparation of shop newsictters, the development of a study -
circle, ete. (There are cases in which the manl and file caucus already exists previous
to our work in the factory., in which case we would incorporate the core, as soon as it
is formed, into the caucus). Our work within the core, within the rank and file caucus
and within the study circle, as well as the communisi prop~~-~"2 and agitation that we
put out in the factory allows us to develop, win, train arnd counsolldate tlie advanced
workers that will eventcally make up our factory nucleus, e ’ L

) that is important, we repeat, is that the development of factory nuclei is ‘a task
‘for ‘the presemt moment, not for after the party is formed. In fact, only by organizing
ourselves along the lines of factory nv lei, by implementing democratic-centralism and

s}
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by practising criticism~self-criticism in our organizations in this pre-party period,
will we be able to fulfill our central taslk: the bLuilding of a lMarxzist-Leninist Commu-
nist Party in the US :

Further more, we differ with the views of the Marxxist-Leninist Collective on:
(1) the composition of the cores which is limited by the MIC to Harxist-Leninists and
Yadvanced workers who have been won to communism’. LPR2-1L includes intermediate work-
ers in the cores it developr, as well as advanced workers who are not communists;
(2) the basis of unity in the core and that *there has to be unity a7 least on the.
following fundamental questions of Marxzism-Leninism: recognition of the need for prole-
. tarian revolution by, armed struggle, the role of the party, the role of the state,. the
character of national oppression under capitalism..."” ile believe this is too: general a
way in which to define the typec of unity that has to exist among different organizations,
collectives or individuals in oxder to carry out ‘oint practice. Struggling against the
. tendency to establish unity exclusively on these terms, we pc: v"ad out in . our position:
"Let's establish first vhat we don't mean. -Members of the core do not have to
i - agree with every position of our organization. That irould be equivalent (com-
. plete unity) to placing non-organization members under the demccratic centralism
“ (uhich in practice would turn out to Le only centralism) of the organization!.
This would be in fact an error. Neither do we mean unity on a ceries of general -
formulations or avstractions. Fundamental unity is determired not only in terms
of issues but more importantly, in terms of how we achieve this unity, how we
deepen it and how it is manifested in our common revolutionary practice. Thus,
.core members not only have unity with the linc of the organization on key questions
- e.g. need for a Party, proletarian revolution, armed struggle, role of the state,
ete. - but also they have been tested in practice in terms of their disposition
to {a) struggle for that line, (b) participate in its further devclopment {through
1. implementation of the llne and sum~up of the work, 2. study of Harxism-Lenin-
ism~lao Tsetung Thought and Z. cri’’~"sm and self-crivlcism)., ' Tn a nutshell,
membexrs .of our cores are individuals that have been tesied in the heat of the
class struggle; individuals that come forwavd in different struggles that are
led by our cores. . This 'fundamental vanity' will be tested not only by. the
propaganda carried out with them on a one to one basis, but also by the atand
and viewpoint they show towards our propaganda and agitation as well as towards
the mass work we are involved in, Necruitment to the core is then based on vhether
- in practice they show in fact that fundameantal unity with the line of the oxrgani-
zation, Lach core should discuss this question based on paviicular czamples
of individvals that the core is in contact with or relating to, in order to
deepen our understanding of thils. Bui rcmember that unity that has not been
tested, is no unity.)" (Resistance, Vol. ', llo. 1)

Overall we sce it as pos ifi that other comrades are tak ting up the question of
building cores and urge honest Morxist-Leninists to continue this work and to continue
to use the Communist Forun to d velop. the discussion on this and other important matters.

Here the MIC would like to respond to the LP1's comments, and to sum up our prac-
tical experience in building cores, which has served to deepen ouz Lnderstandlng.

In our article "Build Communist Cores!' we erred and were no% explicit ‘concerning
the: role of factory nuclei,  We agree with the LPR-iL that of all the forms of 6rgani—
zation that communists- participate in at the workplace, factory nuclei are the most
important. The. task of building factory muclei shculd be taken up nowv, as LP -ML
stresges, and not wait until after the party is formed.. e are attempting to carry
this out. Hovever, vhen conditions do not exist for setting up nuclei, communist org-
anizations must participate in cores, caucuses, workers' commitices, ete. In the course
of this work an organization must recruit advarced workers and independent Marxist
Leninists, thus creating the conditions for the formation of factory nucleci, Regardless
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of whether & dore is formed before or after a’ factory nucleus, there is no contradiction
between the two.' e agree that nuclei and cores are necessary forms of communist organ-
ization which "complement cach other and work in cooxdination, both in the pre-party
period and once the party has been built”,
hat dbout the composition of cores? Y’e ‘accept the LPi-ML's criticism that our
position is too narrow. ' Ve originally included in our concept of cores our cadres,
advanced vorkers won to communism, independent Marzist-Leninists, and ‘cadres 6f other
organizations. In summing up our work, and especially in getting’ clarity on the main
tasks of cores at this time, we now include advanced workers vho are not yet communists,

_The reéruitment of advanced workers into a core is- one of the best woys weahaveﬂrigh;_
noy' to win ‘them over, consolidate them ideologically, involve them in communist work,

- and train them to be practical leadersz of the class. Ye do have a difference with. the

LP g position. - The LPY includes intermediate as well, as advanced workers in its cores.
Ye see twd possible errors here. - First, this tends to muddle the distinction bétween
cores, which are a communist form of organization, and caucuses or other rank and file
organizations that communists work within. Second, at the same time as LPY calls for
widér membership they cail for deeper, more extensive unity, less 'geneial' unity in -*
the cores, We fcel these points contradict each other. The LPR says that membership’

in the core 1s ‘determined by whether or not an. individual has 'fuandamental unity' with
the line of thelr organization (vhich they expl~“n does not mean unity with every posi-
tion). However; if a worker has 'fundamental unity' with an organization, and is advan-
ced enough to "struggle for that line'" (as LER wequites, and which implies an understand-

“Ang of the shades of difference which often separate Marxism from revisionism), shouldn't

'_such a person be recruited into the organization itself, as well as the core? We use
the following criteria for recruitment into the core: (1) agreement with the core's

principles of unity .although in the case of an advanced worker some points may not be

fully grasped at first; (2} this unity is not just in words; an advanced worker or
liaxxist-Leninist must chow a willingness to uphold and fight for the principles of
unity in practice; (3) a willirgness to accept comm:nist leadership; (4) agreement to
accept binding democratic discipline, and the willingness to carry out the work of the
core, Thus we agree with the LP2 that the basis of unity-within'a core cannot be
simply é:list of geireral principies.. p e —

© 7 We may have a fuvrther difference with the LPD -~ the comrades do not seem to include
other Marxist-Leninist organizations in the composition.of cores. " As we explained in
our first article, we believe cores can serve as ar important vehicle for joint work
between commﬁnist_orghnizations.__we look forward to more explanation from the LPD on
this question. - '
"o wome cmbiguous in our article about the tasks of a core, listing a number of
them without isolating the central tesk, Further, we were unclear ahout the relation-
ship between cores and the primary and secondary tasks of a communist orzanization in

o

~this pre-party period. The central task of a commumist organization is to build the

party, and this is done primarily.by undtinmg Manxist-Leninists and secondarily by win~
ning the advanced to communism, The central task of a core, which is based upon the
minimum level of unity necessary to carry out commurist work in a particular struggle,.
1s to win the advanced 'to'communism, and secondarily to unite Marxist-Leninists in the
process. Thus, for a comunisi organization participation in cores is paxt of taking up
thé’ sécondary task of wvioning the advanced, 'A_communist organization (or organizations)
provides leadewxship to the core, and the core implements its central, task by giving
communist leadership to the spontaneous movement, participating in a caucus or other
rank and file workers orgauization, and conducting communist. propaganda aud agitation. -
hen unclarity or difference of line occurs in the course of this work, the core does
sum-up and internal study to try to move to a higher level of unity and facilitate its
-eentral’ task of winning over advanced workers, . ~° T ' ,

: In the main, we feel we have unity with the IPn's position on communist dores.,
We look forward to hearing from other Marnist-Leninists vho are attampting to build
cores, and push forward the task of building a genuine communist party.

-
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ELECTPO/\//C& AND - IMPERIALIST WAR

L brief look at the industrialivati01 of. the Us ecanomy showus a direct connection
between the consolidation of US imperialism and the development of the electronics-
“derospace industry, financed by and in service to imperialism. As US imperialism grew
and consolidated itself vorldwide, so did the nced for the most scientifically advanced
war materials ~- used then to fight their expansionist wars, and nov primarily to prop
up a shaky world hegemony ('shared' with the USSR). The free flow of finance capital '
began in the late 1920's, and helped build the start of a new and very profitable defense
“industry, centered in the south end of San Francisco Bay. But the real boost to the
electronics industry came in the preparation for the sccond World War, Huge govermment
- communications contracts vere signed to develop two-way radio, radar, and cathode ray
“.technology, with funds for research funneled into Stanford University. Electronic
advances were used to wveld new metals for bombers and to increase the power output of
factories, for maximum production of war goods, The electronics industry grew from'
$1 billion in 1942 to $4 billion in 1943! Companics that got their start in these years
include Hewlett-Packard, Varian, Uestlnghouse, and General Electric. In 1945 Stanford
Rescarch Institute (SAI) wds founded to do ppllcd research. for the DefenSQ.Dcparum t
and the electronics 1ndustry.

“he hegemony of US imperialism was threatened after World War II by the victorious
revolutions in the Eastern Furopean countries and in China, and in the early 1970's by
the Korean WVar. To protect their global interests, US finance capitalists invested in
jet aircraft, better communications equipment, highly developed radar, and small missile
guidance systems, IBM, Lockheed, and Sylvania got their start at this time, and Lock-
heed Aerospace soon became the largest employer in the South Bay Area,

& ‘The contention between the Soviet Union and the US for world domination has once
iagain stimulated the growth of the electronics industries, with their production of new
war: goods such’ as night vision lenses, computers for submarinc missile guidance):parts

“for F-17 bombers, not to mention.the multitude of consumer goods. TFigures for 1070
show 62% of eléctronics-~aerospace contracts come from the US govermment, and markets
are being sought in other capitalist couutrles throughout the world,

WOLKING CO DI“‘IOJTS Iit THE RLECTROLICS PLAYTS

Approxlmately 75% of all elechonics workers are women, and a high percentage of
‘*tliem are national mlnorlties. Vages are.generally entremely low, and hiring temporary
workers for as much as $2- =3 less/hour than permanent workers, with no benefits, is one
.reason why the’ electronlcs industry, as a ﬂhole, has been able teo constantly increase its
rate of profit. 'Ls for health aund safety: in 1973, occupational disease reports for
yyomern in elcctrical manufacturing accounted. for nearly half of all reports made by women
, in manufacturing industries! Harmful golvenis aﬂa aclda, vhich can lead to sévere skin
xflrrltatlon,.burns, and liver and _kidney damage, arec commonly used -iy; the production -
process, - And poor ventilation means that fumes from soldering, which contain lead and
~zinc, -are inhaled. How is it possible for the electronics industries to get avay uith
this? One. reason is that electronics workexrs are almost totally unorganized. - Unionized
plants are almoSt non-existant, and exact figures are difficult to find. The Interna-
tional Brotherhood of blcctrical Yorkers (IBL”) is making a few atiempis to orgauize
plauits i.. the San Fra.cisco Peniusula, sometim:s in conjuiciio: with the International
Associatior of Machinisits (IAM), But widespread unionizing has not goue or so far,
When compaiics feel threatencd by efforis at unionizing, they ofen close dow. aud move
to arcas that will feteh them SHPLKPIOflLS (n;ofi s above and beyond the "normal') --
they move to the Black ilation (vhich includes most of the US 'right to work' states),
Puerto Zico, Mexico, Indouesia, Sourh Kouea, :

- Much more icvestigatliou nceds to be done in the fluld of cle chonics, and its role
in impcérialist war preparations, Buib at this poiut, facts show that this is ar important

arca of work for commu.isis. The connection beiweeir the expansion of the electronics
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industry and the drive towards imperialist war must scrvei-as a focus in our efforts to
build a geouine communist party, and win advanced workers to the causciof socialistirevs
olution, As communlsis attempt to give leadership to the spontancous struggles of.elce-
tronics workers, through building factory nuclei and cores, working to bring in unions,
etc,, we must contlnvally point out the danger of imperialist war and the ueed to organ-.
lze against it,. :
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M/—\C‘H//\//S TS #68 “’**Uf EAUCF?A%S EXPOSED/

RPecenily in Local 68, shipyard workers circulaied a petition in several yards.."
calling for a special meetiug to discuss uwion contract proposals., Over 100 machinlsts
signed, well over thes 100 signatures nceded. “he response of the union leadership was
to arrogantly disregard the petitions; A busiuess agent told the shop stewards who'd
c_rculaLed and turned i the pb itions' "I don't care how mahy signatures. you hav ».:there

woil't be a meauing‘“ ' B R E

Tais struggle is Important to all workers, as mavy have seein the same thing happen
in other unions, The question is: who will control the unions? The rank and file, who
arc the overvwielming majority, or a few labor bureaucrats, bribed by the capitalists?

~ On June 20th the contract coveri*" shipyard workers from Los Angeles to Scattle
expirvesSs! ‘In- Jaaua*y, Iocal 68 heldra specital meeting to discuss contract proposals.
Hdny" Sﬂij“"a ‘frerkers raised demands over: the burcaucrats' attempts;to stifle participa-
tion. Im zddition Lo a substartialiwage and cost of living allowance increase, the work-
‘ows mi11Lant1y demanded importdrnt contraet changes regarding health and safety, seniority,

lLck leave,travel time, and an egial oppértunity appreuvticeship program, .- The bureaucrats
: agd LHLy would Yzeke iuto coniideration' ihe rauk and file demaads, and promised to.issue

“in wrlting" a list of final proPCvals. Months passed rnd the leadership only came out
wilth vague gene*alisarlonu, ‘Findlly & number of workers formally requested another
epecial meecting, this was dénied, ' Then'a motion was made at a union meeting instructing
the 1enlﬂ""nmp to call a gpecial meééting; it passed though all the bureatierais voted
ainst il Dat they interpreted it in such a way as to justify postponing the meeting
_.}telf; V‘y do these «o—ca1led leade¥s refuse to 1isten to thg ratk and filc?

“-.

“wchxive undér 4 Pitallst syutem, based on the exploitation of the vorking claas by
1£1l of capital SLua vao make enorrious profits from the wage: slavery of -the werkers.
In thelr sezrgh fbi wayimn- profits” the' capitalists oppress and plunder: whole:nationn-in
Asfa, Africa, Latin &“érzc:, and within the Lu, extracting superprofits. from the masses
of: people's labor, Ialxrpentina an auvto worker is paid less: than $90/moath; in Mexico,
ronies v*“kovs average $2~5 a day. 7Yo.hold back the rebellion of the US working
clags and preveri the overthrow of capitalism, the ruling class has bribed a section of
the working class with a portion of these superprofits. Trade union leaders like Meany,
2beland 7o on the Ziiternational level and IAM officials Stan Jeasen, Robert Vegas,
etey on the lozal level, are part of this bribed section. With their high salaries and -
£zt czpense accounts (Lusiness ageats in Loecal 68 make nearly $30,000/year), these trai-
s serve as 'watchdogz of capitaliem and corrupters of the labor movemeunt”, as Lenin
2id. They operly preach collaboration with the capitalist class. During contract
egotiations the labor bureaucrats seek to make a 'settlement' acceptable to the bosses
and avoid a strike; therefore, they have to supprees rauk and file participation and keep
wﬁ"kero as ignorant and unorganized as possible.  We can see this process in Local 68;
They refuse to call a special meeting as it would encourage: rank and. file participation
and exposce thielr unwillingness to struggle for workers' demands. As one union leader
told the shop stewzrds, "I'm going to do it my way and no one will tell me any different,”
Zight, his way is to 5211 out the intercsts of: the workers and stand with the capitallsts.
To turn the unlons into organizations which will fight for the interests of the working
class, we must build a rank and file movement which ean take coutrol away from the labor
bures '~rats. To do thls we must constantly expose the treachery of bureauc zats like
Jensen aad Veges, and drive theﬂ cut of our rauks.
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