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From the Editors to You....
At year’s end, we wish to extend to all Political Affairs

readers our sincere wishes for a very happy holiday sea
son. In our pages we have shared with our readers projec
tions and analyses of the multifaceted struggle of the
American working class and people for detente and dis
armament, equality, jobs and social progress. We have
examined some outstanding ideological and theoretical
questions facing the Communist movement. We have
highlighted the history-making accomplishments
registered, as well as the challenges and obstacles posed by
imperialism, along the path to mankind’s great common
future—socialism.

On this occasion we would like to pose before our read
ers the facts of another and, for us, no less critical ques
tion—the finances of magazine publication. Being
devoted to socialism, we are no less acutely affected by
the problems of capitalism. The price of paper and our
other expenses of publication have practically doubled
over the last three years. We face scheduled increases in
taxes and mailing costs during the coming year. Commer
cial publications respond to these conditions by an
escalated struggle for advertising revenues, or, if they
have a sufficiently elite circulation, by raising subscription
prices sky-high, or, in an increasing number of cases, by
reducing frequency of publication, cutting quality and,
finally, ceasing publication completely. The publications
favored by Big Business survive and prosper. Economic
pressures toward monopolization take a constant toll
among magazines both large and small.

Needless to say, we have no intention of folding.
Rather, we plan during the coming year to build on suc
cesses registered in 1977 in increasing the number of sub
scriptions, commercial outlets and bundle orders of
Political Affairs. But having no large advertisers who will
happily pass their increased costs along, we must appeal
to our readers to help close the yawning gap in our bud
get. It is for this reason that we conduct an annual fund
appeal in the name of the two outstanding former editors
Betty Gannett and Hyman Lumer. Please do send a check
for the Betty Gannett-Hyman Lumer Memorial Fund.

We do have a special readership. It is one that finds in
Marxism-Leninism, in working-class ideology, the gui
dance to further the struggles for labor unity, for Black
liberation, for women’s equality, for a better-tomorrow.
We are confident that you, our readers, will respond
generously to this appeal for funds, as you have in the
past, knowing that it is your contributions which will
make possible the continuation and expansioff-W our
work.

EDITORIAL BOARD James E. Jackson
Gus Ha#, Editor Daniel Mason
Barry Cohen, Associate Editor Daniel Rubio
Joseph Brandt, Managing Editor Betty Smith
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This convention, with the help of every par
ticipant, can make an outstanding contribution to
promoting a new level of youth unity. It can be a
magnificent factor in propelling the decisive sec
tions of the youth rapidly forward along paths of
mass united action that can win victories in respect
to jobs, affirmative action, democratic rights,
educational, social and cultural needs, peace and in
ternational solidarity, in the period ahead.

In this connection, I would like to emphasize
three inter-related points.

First, the YWLL and youth generally must be
concerned not only with the creation of jobs but
also with the quality of jobs created—for whom, at
what wages and with what working conditions. We
are for meaningful jobs, that is, jobs through which
young people can help solve the urgent social prob
lems—housing, mass transportation, etc.—con
fronting their communities and the country. It is
necessary to fight against the sub-minimum wage
and also against any other concept which pits youth
against the trade union movement, to oppose so-
called solutions to the youth unemployment prob
lem which give youth jobs at the expense of others,
or vice versa.

Monopoly would like nothing better than to be
able to use the vast mass of unemployed youth as a
battering ram against organized labor. Big business
would take glee especially at seeing Black and other
unemployed minority youth pitted against the trade
unions, particularly in those industries which
remain virtually all white or in which there are still
rigidly segregated job classifications and appren
ticeship programs. This is a key aspect of the new
role of racism and of anti-union concepts in this
period.

It is necessary for the whole working class and
people’s movement to understand the imminent
danger to trade unions, to the people’s standard of
living, which is based in the first place on union
wages, and to democracy, posed by the following
facts: By the end of the summer in New York City
the jobless rate for Black and Puerto Rican teen-

James Steele is national chairman of the Young Workers Libera
tion League. The following is from his report to the Fourth
National Convention of the YWLL, October 7, 1977.

JAMES STEELE
agers, 16-19, was 86.5 per cent and for their white
counterparts it was 73.9 per cent.

Many cities with similar unemployment rates are
centers of steel, auto, electric, shipping, of the key
sectors of the industrial working class, points of
strength of the trade union movement in general,
and the militant upsurge of the rank and file in par
ticular. Thus, the battle against youth joblessness is
in part a fight for them to be trade unionists, a force
for trade unionism, not against it.

Youth must be convinced to not take someone
else’s job, but to fight for solutions which get at the
general and the special problem. Youth must be
educated equally to the vital importance of union
jobs and to the need for militant trade unionism
and labor-youth unity. Special youth jobs legisla
tion and the shorter workweek with no reduction in
pay are key to solving the problem of youth jobless
ness, because they are also key trade union demands.
Youth’s fight is then not against the labor move
ment, but complementary to it.

Second, this convention must analyze certain new
features of racism and plan what to do to strengthen
youth’s fight against it. As the Draft Discussion
Document pointed out:

The racist offensive of state monopoly capital
has reached new dimensions. An all-out assault
on the historic civil rights gains of the Black lib
eration movement is fully under way. No civil
rights law, ruling or program is safe. A new legis
lative-judicial-political structure is being erected
on the economic inequality of Black and other
oppressed minority workers. The aim is to bring
back the apartheid-like “separate but equal”
days of Plessy vs. Ferguson in a new form.

The Nixon-Ford Supreme Court majority have
become “judicial storm troopers” in the drive to
once again make racism constitutional. The
Supreme Court has ruled that victims of racial
discrimination must now prove “discriminatory
intent” in addition to discriminatory practice. It
has ruled that segregated housing is “not neces
sarily unconstitutional.”

In another recent decision, it upheld the “le
gality” of seniority systems that discriminate
against minority and women workers. This is a
tremendous setback to affirmative action. And
now in a case known as the Bakke case, it will de-
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cide on the constitutionality of affirmative action
in public education.

In our country and in the youth movement racism
is the main obstacle to progress. It is the decisive
roadblock to unity. The new wave in the racist of
fensive poses serious new problems and difficulties
for the struggle for youth rights.

Without question the destruction of affirmative
action is the point of concentration of all racist ele
ments from the top circles of big business to the
halls of the United States Congress to the Ku Klux
Klan and Nazi Party. Why? Because affirmative ac
tions is the decisive vehicle for achieving the demands
flowing from the new stage of the Black liberation
movement, the freedom struggles of other oppressed
minority peoples and the women’s movement.

At this new stage the focus is on advancement
towards equality in substance. Today, it is not only
a question of legal and civil rights, but even more,
of economic equality and human rights. The
struggle is for equality in every aspect of life.

What Gus Hall wrote in 1970 is even more true
today:

The Black liberation struggle has moved into
the realm of economic and political equality,
which means jobs, promotions, access to the pro
fessions and to business. In the political arena it
means the extension of registration and voting
opportunities to all and the election of Black
public officials on every level.

The demands now go into areas that big busi
ness considers its very special preserve, on which
the monopolists have placed a “No Trespassing”
sign—the prerogative of making profits.

At this stage, the civil rights movement comes
up against the workings of state monopoly con
spiracy. In some cases the government runs inter
ference for the monopolists; in others, the

- government expresses support by silently con
doning abuses. {Imperialism Today, Internation
al Publishers, New York, 1970, p. 149.)

Affirmative action is the means to ensure equali
ty, to compensate—through special measures—for
the 350 years of inequality and for discrimination
which continues to this day. Without such
measures, talk of equality is just that—empty
rhetoric totally devoid of meaning. The fight for
equality opens the way for the advance not only of
Black and other minorities, but for all.

It is vital to convince young people, especially
white youth, that there can be no unity without a 

consistent fight for equality. This means, in the first
place, breaking up and overcoming the legacy and
the structure of racist exploitation capitalism has
created over the decades, generations and centuries.

Monopoly capital does not want, affirmative ac
tion measures because it does not want equality and
integration to be instituted and enforced at all
levels, and the greater unity of the multiracial,
multinational working class which would flow from
such an achievement in the basic production in
dustries. Big business wants to preserve the racist
wage differential and seniority systems which, with
the cooperation of class collaborationist union
leaders, enables it to maintain the profitable “last
hired, first fired” practice. Big business wants to
preserve the structure of discrimination which
allows it to rake in billions a year in extra profits
and to prevent the bulk of the labor force from
being organized.

In order for the freedom movements of the op
pressed peoples to score further advances, to safe
guard past gains and win new victories, and the
country as a whole to make democratic progress, it
is vitally important for the youth to play a fully pro
gressive role.

This means the YWLL’s and youth’s fight against
racism must become more concrete. The focus
must now be put on affirmative action and the
methods of carrying it out, especially busing and
quotas (which are floors not ceilings).

In this context, the League must do~much, much —
more in popular, flexible ways to influence the
thinking of masses of white youth. We have to more
thoroughly, patiently and painstakingly explain to
them why affirmative action is indispensable to
achieving equality and why it is in their self-interest.
For example, Congressman Conyers recently pointed
put that of the 240,000 jobs created specifically for
youth this summer, only a scant 30,000 went to'Black
youth. This underlines the necessity of building
into any jobs creation program guarantees of a
special approach to the hardest hit—Black and
other nationally oppressed youth.

Without clear affirmative action provisions, such
as those contained in the Harrington bill, it is pos
sible for hundreds of thousands, even millions, of
jobs to be created for youth in general without mak
ing an appreciable dent in the vast joblessness
among Black, Chicano, Puerto Rican and other
minority young people. This is precisely what is
lacking in the present version of the Humphrey-
Hawkins bill. The under twenty jobless are ex
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eluded from the bill.
All of this points to the over-riding importance of

Winning a favorable decision in the Bakke case as
one of the key fronts in the fight for affirmative ac
tion.

An indispensable feature of the struggle for af
firmative action is the task of refuting the concept
of “reverse racism.” There is no basis to this con
cept. In no aspect of life (employment, education,
income, housing, health care, legal rights, political
representation) of Black and other oppressed
people have inequality and discrimination been
overcome. Far from being “reverse racism,” affir
mative action seeks to reverse the effects of racism
past and present.

The third point I would like to stress in relation to
the development of a program of united youth ac
tion is the need to raise the young generation’s in
ternational solidarity and struggle for peace, dis
armament and an end to the arms race to a qualita
tively new level. We have said many times that it is
not possible to secure the material and spiritual
well-being of this nation’s youth without detente,
without a drastic cut in the military budget and
without spending the vast sums thus saved on pro
grams which create jobs and meet the people’s ur
gent social needs. With the development of the
neutron bomb and the cruise missile, this proposi
tion takes on added significance. To prevent U.S.
imperialism from unleashing new wars, from using
nuclear weapons, is a task of international solidarity
with which there is no parallel. Without peace the
independence and social progress of every country
is in doubt.

The struggle for peace and detente, combined
with militant opposition to the aggressive and neo
colonial policies of the imperialist ruling class of
this country is the heartbeat of the international
ism of U.S. young people. International solidarity,
that is, the common action of the working and op
pressed peoples, of the youth and students of the
socialist countries, the national liberation
movements, and the working-class and anti
monopoly movement in the capitalist countries is
the most essential vitamin nourishing the progres
sive development of young people in our country.
Without the kind of internationalism expressed in
the slogan of the 11th World Youth Festival, “For
Anti-Imperialist Solidarity, Peace and Friendship,”
it would be impossible for our nation’s youth to de
velop a healthy outlook.
THE FIGHT FOR YOUTH RIGHTS

Millions of youth throughout the United States
are being deprived of a decent job, quality educa
tion, vocational training, recreational, athletic and
cultural facilities by every dollar the Carter Ad
ministration pours down the rat hole called the Pen
tagon. Every dollar spent on the CIA, on bribing
foreign leaders, on propping up racist and fascist
regimes strangles the hopes and aspirations of our
youth for a decent future.

We are showing youth that there can be no job
security for young steelworkers in South Chicago if
there is no security and self-determination for the
Black majority in South Africa. There can be no
youth rights in San Francisco if there are no demo
cratic and human rights in Santiago. There can be
no social justice in New York if there is no just
peace in the Middle East. There will be no sounds of
children learning and laughing ringing the halls of
new or reopened schools in Detroit so long as the
Soviet Union and other socialist countries are
ringed by the nuclear arsenal of NATO and U.S.
imperialism.

This growing mass sentiment is being translated
into concrete struggle against the Pentagon and the
multinational corporations, and into growing in
volvement of lhe youth in the fight for peace,
friendship, cooperation, support for the national
liberation movements. This mass development
among the youth must be reflected in the U.S.
movement and delegation for the 11th World Fes
tival of Youth and Students to be held next year in
Havana, Cuba. In our view the Festival movement
can and should be an unprecedentedly broad, repre
sentative Cross section of the young generation—
young trade unionists and elected officials, unem
ployed youth, student leaders, artists, athletes and
professionals, Black, Brown and white.

The demands which will emerge not only from
this Convention but also from the exchange of ideas
with other youth and student organizations and
forces at every level, are achievable if there is suffi
cient mass pressure on President Carter, Congress
and big business. This Convention must help
initiate a period of unprecedented mass direct ac
tion of the youth in this country.

The anger and militant mood of masses of youth
is now at a new level. Virtually every hiring or
taking of applications is turned into a mass demon
stration for jobs. Effective, demonstrative channels
are needed to enable youth to let the “powers that
be” directly feel their militancy, anger and fighting 
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spirit. Now is the time for marches, demonstra
tions, sit-ins, mass lobbies and the like.

In 1962 Martin Luther King led a delegation of
civil rights workers to meet with President Ken
nedy. JFK told them that he “supported” their de
mands but that there just were not enough votes in
Congress to pass a major civil rights bill. But Dr.
King said, “Oh yes, there is!” Afterwards, walking
down the White House driveway, he turned to his
co-workers and said, “There’s enough votes but
they’ve got to hear our feet.”

The result is history. One of the greatest chapters
of mass struggle was written. The mass grassroots
movements and struggles expressed in the historic
quarter of a million strong March on Washington
for Freedom and Jobs found enough votes to pass
the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Voting Rights Act
of 1965, and several other pieces of basic legisla
tion.

We call upon the youth of the United States to
follow this example, “Let them hear our feet!”
Mass youth unity, mass youth action can find
enough votes to pass the Harrington bill. Following
the example of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., of the
working class and the Black liberation movements,
the youth can help to write new chapters in the text
book of united mass action. Next year is the 10th
anniversary of the assassination of Dr. King. The
Fourth National Convention of the YWLL wel
comes and whole-heartedly endorses the initiatives
of the Youth Council of the National Coalition for
Economic Justice in calling for a mass action in
Washington, D.C. for jobs and affirmative action
to commemorate the legacy of Dr. King and to ad
vance the fight for the passage of the Harrington
bill. From our point of view this action could also
take place in conjunction with April 4, designated
by WFDY as International Day of Solidarity with
Youth Fighting Racism in the United States. It
could be a day when the youth of the world tell
Jimmy Carter to “look homeward” and meet the
human rights of U.S. youth.

The consistent fight for unity at every level is per
haps the most important and special contribution
the League makes, in thought and action, to the
mass education of our generation. Present day de
velopments, especially the growing anger, militancy
and radicalization of masses of youth require that
the League intensify its efforts in uniting youth in
struggle for their economic, social and political
rights. We must step up the struggle for unity at

, every level, in the shop, union local, community
and on the campus.

Clearly these times call for a bigger, more influ
ential Young Workers Liberation League. Only a
League that is substantially larger, quantitatively
and qualitatively, can carry out the tasks which this
convention will set before our organization.

This Convention must boldly clear away the ob
stacles which stand in the way of the YWLL’s rapid
growth and development.

Although our League has made significant
progress since the last national convention, we still
must say that the two main obstacles which we have
to overcome are sectarianism and the tendency to
function like a general political organization or
political party.

At all levels we still have not mastered the united
front method of mobilizing and leading young
people. As a consequence the League still tends to
try to do everything and say everything for youth
rather than focusing on working among and with
youth. Many League branches have not sunk suffi
ciently deep roots in their community or campus.

Pre-convention discussion brought forward
many examples of our organization’s sectarian
habits and of our persistent struggle to break from
them. But frankly, comrades, we should be further
along the road than we are. The basis for success in
the struggle against sectarian methods of work lies
in a correct understanding of the character of the
YWLL. Are we consistently a youth organization in
our day to day activities or are we guilty of what
could be called “adultism”?

A youth organization, if it is to play a mass role,
must be fundamentally different in character than a
political party. The essence of this difference lies in
the fact that the YWLL’s fundamental mission in
life, its reason for being, is to educate young
people. Therefore its standards, discipline, criteria
for membership, level of activity, forms of struggle
and inner-life must correspond to the condition of
being an organization geared to educating youth.
The Young Workers Liberation League must ac
tively recruit youth who are in most instances un
familiar with the revolutionary working-class scien-
ence of Marxism-Leninism, who are also just
coming to struggle itself.

Everything the League does, every structure and
initiative must be based on this reality. The primary
aim of every activity must be to help youth learn—
chiefly through their own experience—how to 
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struggle most effectively for their immediate needs.
In the process a higher education—a growing un
derstanding of the need for socialism—will take
place.

That is why we say that the YWLL is a mass
school of struggle. And we also declare that this
school has an open admissions policy. There must
be absolutely no barriers to membership, no criteria
of a certain level of ideological or theoretical devel
opment, for youth who are honest and sincere and
want to struggle for a better life.

Comrades, our Convention—the historic Fourth
National Convention—must prepare the League to
play a much broader, more dynamic mass role
among the young generation. It must help our
YWLL become more effective in uniting and edu
cating the youth, in defending their rights. But to be
more effective we must become more youthful,
more outgoing and self-confident. The YWLL must
be as much a movement, with the style and spirit of
active, militant movements, as we are an
organization.

We must learn to concentrate fully on meeting
the main need of youth: education. There is no
question that young people want to fight, but is that
sufficient, is that enough? No, it is not. Youth must
learn how to fight. The main role of the YWLL
is to give youth experiences enriched by theory
which enable them to learn how to make deep
going changes in the system of monopoly capitalism
and a fundamental change of that system.

By the very nature of how youth learn this means
that the YWLL is a place in which young people
learn not only theory, but also how to make leaflets
and posters, how to run meetings, speak in public,
circulate the press, conduct electoral campaigns,
run for public office, fight for unity, get good
grades, be active-in the trade union, community or
civic organization, how to set an example for other
youth, how to be a good leader and an independent
thinking person.

Yes, and enrolling in the mass school of the
YWLL also means learning to sing and dance and 

have a good time. It means creative personal de
velopment and building strong character and
developing self-confident young men and women
who understand the need for multi-racial, multi
national unity, who have a working class outlook
and can think for themselves. This is what will help
fortify youth for the difficult days ahead—for the
immediate period and for the long haul.

We declare our readiness, our eagerness and
determination to help our generation make history,
to carry forward the torch carried by earlier genera
tions in the fight against colonialism, slavery, war
and fascism. It is the task of our generation to do in
our time as they did in theirs—to educate, mobilize
and lead in the battle for peace, jobs, equality and
progress, to be a reservoir of support for the
working class, a reserve of strength for the move
ments of the oppressed peoples. It is our task to
help prepare the youth as trade unionists, peace ac
tivists, community leaders, elected officials, artists,
athletes, scientists and professionals, to build a
country free of exploitation, poverty, racism and
oppression so that our generation and the ones
which follow can enjoy the fruits of a better life—a
socialist life in which the working people are the
collective masters and determiners of their own
destiny.

SPECIAL OFFER FOR YOUTH ONLY
Subscribe to Political Affairs NOW and pay $5.00
for a full year. (Offer available with this sub-blank
only.)

Enclosed find $5 for a one year subscription to
P.A. at the special youth rate.

Name
(Please Print)

Street 

City State Zip 

Clip and send to: Political Affairs, 235 W. 23 St., Room
500, New York, N.Y. 10010.
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YWLL: A Tradition Continued

As Comrade Jim Steele said, you have come a
long way. I will never forget your founding conven
tion in Chicago, seven and a half years ago, as long
as I live, including the loud boos from those who
thought my remarks against tactics of individual
terrorism and violence were counterproductive.

When a movement or an organization has passed
the half-century mark it has earned the right to be
called a tradition. And you are the inheritors of a
proud, illustrious tradition. It is a 55-year tradition
of Marxist-Leninist-led organizations of our youth.
It is a history of achievements and significant con
tributions. The generations of young Communists
have influenced our history. It is a unique tradition
that only you can rightly claim. A measure of the
lasting nature of that contribution is the fact that so
many who received their training in the Marxist-
Leninist youth organizations went on to become
leaders of the trade unions and other mass
organizations. And of course you can claim the
honor that so many of the leading cadre of the
Communist Party had their basic training as Com
munist youth. Most of the heroes who fought and
died in the Spanish war against fascism received
their political training in the Marxist-Leninist-led
youth organizations.

•
The great upsurge and the movements against the

war of aggression in Vietnam, Cambodia and Laos
and for civil rights in the United States were historic
struggles. They left deep everlasting footprints in
our social and political landscape. Many of the for
ces, including many of the leaders who were in
volved, continue in struggle. But not all who were
called leaders served well. Some have since become
minor executives of corporations. Others, behind
the subterfuge of “continuing the struggle from
within the system,” have in fact become part of the
system. And yes, some have run away to grovel at
the feet of 12-year-old gurus. These backsliders take
solace from last Sunday’s New York Times
editorial, entitled, “Remembering Kent.” The
editorial stated: “What needs to be memorialized
Text of remarks of Gus Hall, general secretary of the CPUSA, to
the Fourth National Convention of the YWLL.
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(from the upsurge) is not confrontation but recon
ciliation.” Yes, big business and the New York
Times want reconciliation. Reconciliation with ra
cism, with the fascist butchers in Chile, the racist
colonial regimes in South Africa, in Puerto. Recon
ciliation with 70 per cent youth unemployment in
the ghettos, and they want reconciliation with the
closing of the steel mills. They want reconciliation
with the evils of capitalism. That kind of reconcilia
tion would be betrayal of the best interests of the
people.

What needs to be memorialized is not reconcilia
tion, but the constant renewal of struggle and con
frontation with big business. The New York Times
and big business want passive, silent generations.

Most of you are too young to remember Mark
Rudd. He was one of the student leaders in the up
surge of the 1960s. I do not know what he has learn
ed, or what he will do now that he has gone “pub
lic.” But his father said, “Mark is now too old to be
a revolutionary. He has passed his 30th birthday.”

We should not be surprised or discouraged be
cause some have defected or retired from activity
and struggle at the age of 30. Every upsurge gives
rise to some who are “flashes” on the passing
scene. Their outlook and their activities were transi
tory because they did not understand or relate to the
longer-range objective processes. They lacked
stability because they did not relate to the class
struggle or the working class. They go from highs to
lows because they do not see the relationship be
tween the immediate aims and the struggle for
socialism. They did not understand the inner laws
of capitalism which make any reconciliation impos
sible, which lead to sharper confrontations, and which
give rise to ever new waves of movements and
struggles.

Because some of those who have retired from
struggle lacked depth they accommodated and suc
cumbed to anti-Communism. It was also those who
have left the struggles and movements who were the
loudest in declaring that the Communist Party was
“old hat,” was “irrelevant” to the struggles.

When the movements and the people did not re
spond to their tactics based on their personal, sub
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jective moods and desires, some took the path of
acts of violence which had no relationship to mass
movements, or the class enemy. Their individual ef
forts and sacrifices were dissipated, as if on a tread
mill, going nowhere. After such a non-productive
experience I suppose retirement at 30 seems logical.

There was one basic weakness in that period that
we Communists must accept some responsibility
for. We were not able to spread widely enough the
“word”—the science of Marxism-Leninism. Be
cause those who found Marxism-Leninism not only
stayed with the struggles, but joined the YWLL and
the Communist Party. In fact, they most likely are
the majority on the National Council of our Party
today. Their dedication and commitment became
rooted in the realities of the objective processes.
Their enthusiasm and confidence are fed by the
knowledge that the objective processes, with
inevitable force, move toward socialism.

This short excursion into history is to argue the
point that those who retire from struggle are victims
of big business propaganda. They mistakenly see an
ebb in the process of mass currents as a defeat.
They see a period of reassessment and regrouping as
a dead end.

Instead of retirement at 30, Marxism-Leninism
gives us a second wind at 30, a third wind at 60.
And after that, all that is necessary is a booster shot
once in a while.

Your Convention resolutions and Comrade Jim
Steele’s very excellent report are proof that you are
in tune with today’s realities, that you are plugged
in to the problems of today’s youth.

Past generations in the capitalist world have
faced serious problems. But they can not be com
pared with the problems of your generation.

Past generations have been touched by and have
experienced the effects of crises. What is new and
unique is that now we have the birth of “crises
generations,” generations of youth who experience
nothing but crises.

There is the continuous crisis of everyday living—
of jobs;

There is the crisis of the danger of total nuclear
destruction;

There is a crisis of health care and pollution of
the environment;

There is a crisis of racism and discrimination;
There is a crisis in education—and on and on

without end.
YWLL: A TRADITION CONTINUED

Other past societies have rejected some of their
young. But monopoly capital has the depraved dis
tinction of rejecting and devouring whole genera
tions of youth.

No other class in history has condemned millions
of youth to a lifetime of unemployment, to slums
and malnutrition, from the cradle to the grave.

No other class in history has condemned and
transformed millions into generations of hopeless
ness.

What flashes of degeneration and ugliness! The
corruption of the most basic human values—

A government that cuts off school lunch pro
grams and hounds people on welfare, but makes it
possible for the rich corporate and bank executives
to deduct from their taxes the cost of their business
lunches and dinners and theater tickets for them
selves and their guests;

A system that taxes those below the poverty level,
but exempts those who make hundreds of thou
sands of dollars;

Only yesterday we saw the despicable scene of
100 senators who pass a law which makes it possible
for 10-year-olds to be hired to work in the fields;

A president that tours the burned-out slum areas
of New York, but only as a tourist;

Comrade Steele said Carter is more like a
“southern fried Nixon.” But being of an older
generation, to me he sounds more like a “half-
baked Herbert Hoover”;

And the repulsive scene of 1,200 bankers on Wall
Street who stood up and cheered Bert Lance, the
finance-mobster from Georgia, but turned down an
invitation to tour the slums of New York as “not in
good taste”;

A government that spends $120 billion a year on
a military budget for weapons of destruction, but
refuses to spend $120. . .for work projects, for re
construction of our cities;

A government that pushes to produce a neutron
bomb that will kill the workers in a shop, but will
not harm the machines and the buildings;

A government that preaches about human rights
throughout the world, but rejects even the smallest
move toward affirmative action to eliminate the ra
cist barriers which have for 300 years violated the
elementary human rights of 40 millions of our
citizens;

A system that keeps the Wilmington 10 behind
bars without evidence, imprisons school teachers 
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for striking, but reduces the sentences of the Water
gate criminals to a few months.•

Like the hurricanes in the Atlantic, a new crisis
has hit the steel towns of our land. The inherently
criminal and anti-human nature of capitalism is
being enacted in these very days—in Campbell and
Youngstown, Ohio; in Buffalo, New York; in
Bethlehem, Pennsylvania; in Woosterhem, Massa
chusetts.

It is impossible to feel fully the depth of the an
guish, the fears, the insecurity of the young steel
workers and their families in these steel towns.
Without a word of warning their life-time is cut.
Most of them have just been able to get on the pay
roll. Many have just started families, and the first
children have just begun school. They have just re
cently dared to buy furniture and a car on credit.
They have just begun to dream about their first
family vacation, about fixing their teeth. They most
likely have just reached the first rung on the
seniority list.

One can only imagine the profound shock they
felt when, without warning, apologies or ceremony,
a clerk walked up to the bulletin board in the steel
mill and posted the notice: “The plant will be
closed.” The closing of the plants is only the
opening act of a familiar and tragic drama on the
stage of capitalism.

Even before the plants are closed—like vultures
swooping down upon prey—the creditors, bankers,
real estate operators, the furniture and car dealers,
and the hired bill collectors have already begun
their war on the lives of the steelworkers and their
families. The courts will foreclose, the sheriffs will
evict, the banks and businesses will repossess, and
the marshals will garnishee any income that is left.
It is a new emergency, a new crisis for tens of
thousands of steelworkers and their families.

As a result of all this a new idea is gripping the
minds of steelworkers. The concept of takeover, of
nationalizing the steel mills, has become a popular
idea. These steel towns stand as show cases of
monopoly capitalism.

While all this is going on, President Carter and
the senators arid congressmen from the steel areas
will protest what they allege to be a denial of human
rights of workers in Magnitogorsk, Krakow and
Prague, who are not only working but are living in
complete security, happiness and with confidence in
the future. This is because they are in the driver’s 
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seat. They know that no steel mills will be closed
and they will never be forced into unemployment.
They are showcases of socialism.

The crisis of monopoly capital, and because of it
the “crisis generation,” is, of course, but one side
of the story. It is the crisis side of reality. The other
side is that you are also the generation of growing
movements and struggles.

Yours is also the generation that is propelling the
fighting rank-and-file movements in the shops, the
Left-Center force in the trade unions.

Yours is the generation that sparked the rank-
and-file challenge to the class collaborators in the
steel union elections.

Yours is the affirmative action generation in the
struggle against racism. This is a time when words
—even good words, if they are not related to con
crete actions, concrete measures—are not accept
able because in the context of today’s reality they
are an accommodation to racism.

Yours is the first generation that is witnessing the
turning point when the most advanced of the
socialist countries is overtaking and surpassing the
most developed capitalist country.

Yours is the first generation when world war is
not inevitable—the detente generation.

You will be the first to see the last of colonialism
in the world.

You are the generation that will see the beginning
of the process that will force the return of the
Panama Canal to its rightful owners—the people of
Panama. Our Party has worked for this from the
day of our founding convention.

In balance, the objective processes of today pre
sent the most favorable situation for the activities
and growth of the YWLL. How can anyone think
of retiring, of throwing in the towel at any age when
the objective processes, the direction of history and
life itself are all our allies? I can understand why
Rockefeller gave up politics—but not us.

The YWLL embodies the hopes and dreams for
the “crisis generation.”

In many ways yours is a most difficult task. You
are working with young people who are just enter
ing the world of struggle, the world of politics, who
have not yet shed many of the illusions and false
hoods they have been surrounded with since child
hood.

The task of leadership is not leadership in
general, not leadership in words, but leadership that
can move masses, that can light the path in struggle, 
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a leadership that can inspire the young people as
they are—not in some other country, not 10 years
from now, but as they are in the United States
today. And, if we have learned anything, it is that in
the development of political and ideological move
ments we can not skip stages.

Marxism-Leninism is a great liberating science.
But only movements and people organized and led
in struggle are liberators.

Marxism-Leninism must not be a shield between
us and the masses. It should not set us apart from
people.

To fight for the purity of Marxism-Leninism does
not mean that we preserve it—vacuum pack it—and
take it out every so often for some inner discussion.
It is a social, political, ideological, movement and
action-oriented science. It grows and develops in
the give and take of movements and struggles.
Marxism-Leninism that is not related to the task of
leading people is not Marxism-Leninism. The
choice is not between Marxism-Leninism or the
policies and tactics of mass struggle. In fact they are
inseparable.

O
Marxism-Leninism is a revolutionary science

because it is a science related to the leadership of
masses.

Young people will join the YWLL mainly be
cause of its program and demands relating to the
concrete problems they face. It is a rare occasion
indeed when someone will walk up and say, “Sign
me up—I’m a Marxist-Leninist.” This means most
will sign the membership application card mainly
because they believe the YWLL is an effective
fighter for reforms. Therefore, the inner-life of the
YWLL should reflect this reality. Should you not
make that initial step as easy and as interesting as
possible? Are you less Marxist-Leninist because you
permit and try to recruit young people to join the
YWLL who are not Marxist-Leninist? Of course
not! Mass work does not dilute one’s Marxism-
Leninism. It enriches it. For those of you who are
Communists and Marxist-Leninists the test of your
Marxism-Leninism is to be able to lead an organiza
tion in which most likely the majority are not
Marxist-Leninists.

To meet the challenge as a youth organization
you have to simultaneously deal with serious prob
lems while at the same time retaining a youthful,
spirited and enthusiastic attitude toward life and
struggles. You have to be able to creatively combine
YWLL: A TRADITION CONTINUED 

activities of a social, cultural and political nature.
You should march on picketlines, but you should
also know the latest dance steps. You should know
the size of corporate profits, but you should also
know the latest baseball scores. You have to speak
and raise hell at mass demonstrations but you must
also sing. Your club and branch meetings should be
education and inspirational, but also light and
lively.

Why should you develop the ability to do all these
things? Because you are dealing with young people.
But also because you are young. There’s an old
Finnish saying about leaders in general, which does
not discount youth leaders: “No one has ever in
spired anyone with a sour puss.”

The YWLL is carrying high, proudly and with
honor the banners and the 55-year history and tra
dition of Communist, of Marxist-Leninist-led
youth organizations in the United States.

The Fourth National Convention is today adding
a new chapter to this great tradition. You have a
great Marxist-Leninist leadership. We in the Com
munist Party value very highly the comradely, fra
ternal relationships between our two organizations.

The YWLL has made many unique contributions
in many areas of struggle. We are confident you will
continue to make even greater contributions in the
future. How could it be otherwise?

Attending this Convention makes one feel that
the future of our class, our people and the Commu
nist Party are in good hands.
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A Milestone Convention

The draft program of the Communist Party,
U.S.A, declares that youth represent “a vast anti
monopoly potential.”

This assertion is substantiated by life, as youth
form an increasingly influential part of the popula
tion, workforce and of the different social and na
tionality groups in the U.S. There are over 50 mil
lion people between the ages of 14 and 30 in the
United States, comprising almost 25 per cent of the
entire population. Moreover, workers under 25
account for 25 per cent of the labor force. Of these,
7 million are young industrial workers. Youth play
a vital role, and are a significant part numerically in
the Black liberation movement, Chicano, Puerto
Rican and other nationally oppressed peoples’
struggles. Similarly young women, a decisive
section of the working class, play a major role in the
struggle for women’s equality. There are over 16
million high school students, and over 9 million stu
dents attend higher education, facing the vicious
monopoly onslaught against public education and
higher learning.

Clearly then, youth can be a decisive factor in the
outcome of critical struggles for democracy,
economic security, equality, peace, anti-monopoly
transformations and socialism. Indeed, today,
when the worse-than-depression conditions faced
by millions of U.S. youth have become a critical
problem affecting the lives of all working people, a
mass, militant youth movement is indispensable to
advancing the general struggle against monopoly.

It is in this context that the Fourth National Con
vention of the Young Workers Liberation League
must be hailed. This was a convention which took
giant strides towards the goal of winning and unit
ing the young generation against monopoly and
overcoming the obstacles in the way of building a
mass YWLL, the Marxist-Leninist led youth
organization in the U.S. today, following in the
tradition of the Young Workers League, Young
Communist League and the Labor Youth League.

Three years ago in Philadelphia the YWLL set
itself the task of building a League of mass youth

Roque Ristorucci is executive secretary of the YWLL.
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action. At that national convention it launched the
campaign for youth’s right to earn, learn and live,
focusing on the right to a job and the introduction
of a youth employment bill in Congress as a rallying
point for youth unity and action.

The considerable achievements of the YWLL in
implementing the policies and direction agreed
upon at its previous convention were reflected in the
attendance, composition, discussion and nature of
its Fourth National Convention.

Over 800 delegates, alternates, observers and
guests jammed the convention, held October 7-10.
This was the largest YWLL convention to date,
although it was its longest convention—four days—
thus requiring a greater sacrifice from the parti
cipants, who represented over 31 states. The size of
the convention reflected, in part, the over 75 per
cent growth in YWLL membership since 1974.
Dramatizing the substantial growth of the League
in the last three years was the breakthrough made
among high school students. While still not adequate,
the participation of high school youth was by far
the greatest ever—15 per cent of the youth attend
ing the convention were high school students, many
from Chicago, Detroit, Baltimore, Boston, New
York City.

The racial and national composition of the con
vention, which has been an outstanding feature of
all League conventions, reflected this organiza
tion’s unique contribution to the youth movement
as the best fighter for the unity of Black, Chicano,
Puerto Rican, Native American Indian, Asian and
white youth. At the same time the convention took
note of the urgency of intensifying the struggle
against racism, and for the special demands of na
tionally and racially oppresed youth. Fourty three
per cent of the participants were nationally op
pressed youth; 32 per cent were Black; 2 per cent
Chicano; 4 per cent Puerto Rican; 1 per cent Native
American Indian; 1 per cent Asian; and 4 per cent
Latin American, other than Chicano or Puerto
Rican.

Regarding class and social composition, the great
bulk of the participants were working-class youth,
either working, unemployed or from working-class 
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families. About 45 per cent of the youth attending
the convention were actually part of the labor force.
Of these a significant part were industrial workers,
and 12 per cent were unemployed. There were more
college students present at this convention that at the
previous convention, pointing to the modest growth
of the League among this section of youth, and to a
turn from sectarian attitudes towards non-working
class youth, which have been a hindrance in the
growth of the League since its founding almost
eight years ago. Young women represented 46 per
cent of the convention.

Most important, however, was the quality of the
participation of these enthusiastic, creative youth.
The program and agenda of the convention, which
included a mass demonstration and a mass rally,
did much to guarantee ample participation of the
delegates and other youth present. The aim was to
allow for the maximum of plenary discussion and
especially workshop discussion on the part of all
present.

Main Political Report Sets the Tone
The main political report by Comrade James

Steele set a youthful, militant, yet serious tone to
the convention.

The convention’s focus on building a mass move
ment against the crisis conditions confronting youth
was strongly placed from the outset. “Brothers and
sisters,” Steele commenced, “we have come to New
York for one purpose and one purpose alone: to
take the necessary steps to guarantee that the youth
of our country do not enter the next decade the way
they are leaving the present one—straddled with the
yoke of discrimination, locked in the deepest re
cesses of the economic crisis like prisoners serving a
life term in a dark, damp dungeon.”

Steele demanded that President Carter declare
the conditions of young America a disaster area,
and call a special session of Congress to take emer
gency measures to remedy the situation, such as
immediate youth jobs legislation, creating millions
of jobs at union pay, passage of the Harrington
youth employment act and the transfer amendment,
which would free funds from the military budget
for meeting the urgent social needs of the people.

A comprehensive national youth act, making
youth’s right to earn, learn and live an integral part
of the “law of the land” is a fundamental proposi
tion in the League’s action program. Such an act
would be the product of wide discussion among
youth organizations; nevertheless, the YWLL en

visages among the provisions the right to a job and
job training, free public education from kindergar
ten through college, expansion of publicly-funded
child care facilities, vast expansion of recreational
and cultural facilities and opportunities for youth,
and the right to hold public office at the age of 18.
Furthermore, the principle of affirmative action is
conceived as an essential feature that should per
meate the entire national youth act, and is of special
significance in relation to jobs and education.

The main action proposal contained in Steele’s
report highlighted this approach to the fight against
racism and for youth rights. Stressing the need for
maximum pressure to be exerted on the Carter Ad
ministration, Steele called upon youth of the U.S.
to follow the example of the 1963 Civil Rights mar
ch for jobs and freedom on Washington, which for
ced the Kennedy Administration to stop stalling on
civil rights, and which was instrumental in forcing
Congress to pass the Civil Rights Act of 1964. Like
Martin Luther King, Jr., Steele urged youth to “let
them hear our feet!”

Youth Unity Decisive
The fight for the unity of youth and their demo

cratic organizations was seen as critical to the suc
cess of any programmatic demands and projects.
This holds true for the success of the effort to bring
together a broad U.S. delegation for the 11th World
Festival of Youth and Students, to be held in
Havana, Cuba, this coming summer, or for the
mass petition campaign in support of the Harring
ton Bill, the fightback against the educational crisis
and other decisions adopted by the convention.

The Draft Discussion Document for the Fourth
National Convention, A Better Life for the Young
Generation, characterized the united front ap
proach as “a permanent way of working,” and em
phasized that the YWLL “must concentrate on
mastering the united front style of work.”

Comrade Steele added in his report that “the
consistent fight for unity at every level is perhaps
the most important and special contribution the
League makes, in thought and action, to the mass
education of our generation.”

With this in mind, the proposal for a national
youth act accented the need for wide discussion
among different youth organizations and leaders, in
order to ensure broad endorsement of this “bill of
rights for youth,” and to guarantee wide participa
tion in the elaboration of the content and formula
tions of the act. This spirit of dialogue and youth 
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cooperation was reflected throughout Steele’s
speech. Thus he spoke of the “demands which will
emerge not only from this convention but also from
the exchange of ideas with other youth and student
organizations and forces at ever level.” (Emphasis
added.)

After citing the categorical needs of the youth
movement and the general anti-monopoly
movement for a “bigger, more influential Young
Workers Liberation League,” Steele called for the
removal of the obstacles which stand in the way of
rapid growth and development.

Undoubtedly the main achievement of the Fourth
National Convention was its bold initiatives and
powerful blows against sectarianism, not just in
general, but in particular “the tendency to function
like a general political organization or political par
ty.” This tendency had been criticized in the main
document for the previous national convention of
the YWLL, but given that convention’s urgent task
of unfolding a mass campaign around the specific
economic and other problems facing youth, of which
the organization was not fully convinced at that
that point, the convention was not able to concrete
ly or sufficiently analyze and struggle against this
phenomenon.

At this convention, report after report, speaker
after speaker, workshop after workshop probed the
manifestations and causes of this weakness. The
YWLL did not hesitate to take steps to combat this
problem, although the struggle against it was recog
nized as a difficult one, which could only be won if
seen as a process. Sectarianism, and this particular
manifestation of sectarianism, is a tenacious
enemy, nurtured by objective difficulties, long
established habits and routine, as well as certain
features of youth, who once they have “seen the
light” tend to be impatient with those who are still
“backward.”

The persistent nature of the ideological enemy is
borne out by the fact that this was the same weak
ness that Georgi Dimitrov, in 1935, had attacked as
the main roadblock in the work of the Young
Communist Leagues.

'Dimitrov said, “Our Communist Youth Unions
in a number of capitalist countries are still mainly
sectarian, detached from the mass organizations.
Their fundamental weakness lies in the fact that
they are still trying to copy the Communist Parties,
their forms and methods of work, forgetting that
the Komsomol [YCL] is not a youth Communist 
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Party. They do not sufficiently realize that this is an
organization with its own particular tasks. Its
methods and forms of work, of education and
struggle should be adapted to the concrete level and
needs of youth. ’’(Emphasis added.)

Steele emphasized that for a youth organization
to play a mass role it must be basically different in
character than a political party. (This in part ac
counts for the necessity of the organizational in
dependence of the youth league, although
politically and ideologically it is guided by the van
guard party of the working class.) The fundamental
role of the YWLL is to educate young people
through diverse forms of activity, including but not
limited to mass political action and formal study, in
the spirit of socialism. All facets of the organization
must be conditioned by the reality that it is a youth
organization, for and by youth. It must take into
account the characteristics of youth, their interests,
aspirations, needs and concerns. Anything of in
terest and concern to youth can not be alien to the
League. Since its purpose is to influence, attract, re
cruit, educate and consolidate youth in its ranks,
the YWLL’s criteria for membership, level and pace
of activity, discipline, forms of struggle and inner
life must of necessity be different than that of a
Communist Party. Comrade Steele’s characteriza
tion of the YWLL as a “mass school of struggle”
with an “open admissions policy” was a compelling
argument for taking decisive steps to remove all
barriers preventing honest and sincere youth from
joining the YWLL.

A Convention of Action
The success of the Fourth National Convention

was possible because it was a convention of action.
It highlighted the need for emergency action for
jobs and other pressing needs of youth through a
militant mass demonstration and rally in the middle
of New York City, youth unemployment capital of
the world. It talked about the need for more atten
tion to the cultural field and the artistic talents of
youth, and most significantly it integrated cultural
activities such as film showings, art exhibits and a
rich cultural program at its mass rally throughout
the entire convention.

Similarly with the problem of working like a
youth Communist Party, the convention took
corrective measures. The organization report by Jay
Schaffner and the workshops on building.a~mass
league and on Marxist-Leninist education and char
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acter building gave special attention to this
problem.

Schaffner pinpointed the criteria for joining the
YWLL. “The only basis for membership in the
YWLL should be one’s willingness to join in com
mon struggle for a better life, a life with a future, a
life that has meaning, a life that allows the full and
creative development of one’s youth.”

The struggle for this concept of membership in
the League is key to winning against sectarianism,
which places impossibly high standards for youth to
join the League or stay in the League.

The style of branch life, activities and atmos
phere were studied and discussed as never before.
Generally, this is where a youth comes in contact
with the League. The branch is the main vehicle for
the education of League members, the home room,
so to speak, of the school of socialism. However, to
join a branch, one must be able to find it. Much at
tention was given to the problem of an underground
mentality affecting branches. A factor compound
ing this problem has been the general, city-wide
character of too many of the branches. Comrade
Schaffner stressed the need for rooting branches
where young people live, play, work and study,

. “not in general, in, say, New York City, but in the
communities... .in specific blocks. This is where
youth live, this is where youth will come to us.”

Another decisive step taken by this convention to
build a more youthful style to change of the name
of the highest political body from “central commit
tee” to “national council.” On the surface this may
not seem very important, but in life it can aid im
mensely in developing a pace of work more in tune
with the needs of youth. Again, it was considered
that the name “central committee” tended to asso
ciate the YWLL with political parties and therefore
created a pressure for the meetings of the highest
national body of the YWLL to copy those of the
Communist Party, to deal with all the problems of
the world, thereby often putting excessive pressure
on the members in this body and hampering their
development. It was also decided to reserve five
slots on the new national council for high school
students. There have never before been so many
high school students on the leading body. This will
guarantee more attention to this vital section of 

youth.
Never in the history of the YWLL have high

school youth had such a dramatic presence as they
had at this recently concluded convention. Some
alumni of the YWLL and previous Marxist youth
organizations who were guests at the convention
agreed that the question of work among high school
youth received a much more extensive and serious
treatment at this convention than it had at any other
progressive youth convention in the last 25 years.

An Impressive Convention
The Fourth National Convention was impressive

in many ways. It won visas for many international
delegates, including a delegation from the Leninist
Young Communist League of the Soviet Union. Its
internationalist character, and the speeches of the
international delegates, were profound. Many com
mented that they had never attended a convention
in which the cultural aspect had been so thoroughly
woven into the entire fabric of the event. The atten
tion given to the problems of young workers, and in
particular those hit by the recent layoffs, and the
proposals advanced to build a victorious mass
movement for youth employment legislation were
also exciting features of the convention. However,
this article has stressed the struggle against sec
tarianism, reflected most acutely in the tendency to
act as a young Communist Party, because the con
vention correctly singled that task as the key to ad
vancing on all fronts.

What is done in the next three years to fully put
into life the deliberations and decisions of the Four-
Fourth National Convention will in effect render a
judgement on the success of the convention. Yet,
the YWLL’s eager acceptance of its historic respon
sibility is both a source of confidence and inspira
tion. Now it is the responsibility of all democratic-
minded people, progressives and Communists, in
the trade unions, community organizations, and
universities to do their utmost to aid in building and
supporting a broad anti-monopoly youth
movement, capable of winning major victories for
youth. No greater contribution can be made toward
this goal than the rendering of all-sided solidarity
to the YWLL.
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The Crisis in Steel
RICK NAGIN

Steelworkers and their families are facing drastic
conditions in numerous cities around the U.S. as
the steel industry carries through a wave of closing
and scrapping of major production facilities. For
example, by the end of November 5,000 workers
were laid off by Youngstown Sheet and Tube Com
pany as it closed most of its operations in the
Youngstown, Ohio, area. A dark prospect
confronts these workers and the entire Mahoning
Valley. Official studies estimate that between
11,000 and 14,000 other workers will lose jobs be
cause of the repercussions of this shutdown and
that the city of Youngstown may lose 44,000 people—
nearly one-third of its population. The mill towns
of Campbell and Struthers may really become ghost
towns.

Many explanations have been offered for this
serious situation. For months, the industry has con
ducted a massive propaganda drive presenting its
side. According to The Yield, house organ for the
Sheet and Tube Company, “foreign imports, Gov
ernmental price restraint and mounting environ
mental regulations brought about the circumstances
[which forced this major cutback].”

On the other hand, the Ohio Public Interest Cam
paign (OPIC)—a Nader-related organization—
released a study in October charging Lykes Corp.—
the New Orleans-based conglomerate owner of
Sheet and Tube—with irresponsible mismanage
ment, failure to modernize and a predatory policy
of milking the Youngstown operations to pay bank
debts and for other projects of the conglomerate.

Neither of these explanations gets to the root of
the problem. This is not an isolated shutdown. The
entire U.S. steel and other metals industries are in
deep crisis, with major shutdowns of steel and cop
per facilities in California, Arizona, the Buffalo
area, Johnstown, and Eastern Pennsylvania.

But it is not even restricted to the United States.
The same thing is happening throughout the
capitalist world. At the end of October three Italian
steel companies simultaneously laid off some
10,000 workers, and throughout the year Western
Europe has been the scene of sharp clashes as work-
Rick Nagin is steel coordinator of the CPUSA. 
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ers have repeatedly struck and demonstrated against
company efforts to shut down mills.

It is therefore ridiculous and chauvinistic for the
American steel industry to portray itself as a help
less victim of powerful foreign companies.

On the other hand, the “mismanagement”
theory put forth by OPIC in the case of one plant
obviously also does not account for the extent of
the crisis.

What then is the real reason for the crisis? The
clearest explanation has come from perhaps an un
expected source—The Wall Street Journal. As
stated in a lead article of Oct. 3 (“Factory Layoffs
Spread Beyond Steel Industry”):

In the current layoffs, the steel and copper in
dustries have been hit especially hard, basically
because of a world-wide surplus of production
capacity for the metals. Production facilities
abroad have expanded, many nations’ economies
have been sluggish, and U.S. demand isn’t
booming. (Emphasis added.)
With one defect this explanation is fully consis

tent with the Marxist theory of capitalist crises of
overproduction. The defect, of course, is that the
crisis and the surplus production capacity are not
“world-wide,” but restricted to the developed
capitalist countries—a minority portion of the
world.

Steel production in socialist and “third world”
countries continues to grow uninterruptedly. The
Soviet Union—far and away the world’s largest
steel producing country—each year sets new
production records as it has for the past 25 years
This is accompanied by steady expansion of plants,
modernization and no layoffs.

Over the current year the U.S. steel industry has
operated at slightly above three-fourths capacity
and comparable figures apply to'the other capitalist
nations. In these countries the steel industries are
now going through what U.S. Steel Chairman Ed
gar Speer has called a “shake-out.” Weaker com
panies (e.g. Alan Wood Steel) are being forced
under and all companies are closing out older, less
efficient departments and plants. Their aim is to 
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solve the crisis of overproduction at the expense of
the workers through massive layoffs and intensified
exploitation—speedup, job combinations, disci
pline—for those who remain on the job.

How did the problem of excess capacity arise?
From 1971 to 1973 the steel industries of the
capitalist world experienced a boom. There was a
steel shortage. The companies jacked their prices
sky-high and profits broke every record.

Each company acted although the sky was the
limit and major expansion projects were launched.
In an extensive report on Bethlehem Steel Corp.,
which has now reduced overall steelmaking capacity
by 10 per cent and laid off 7,500 workers, the Wall
Street Journal, Oct. 10, quoted John Briggs, the
company’s vice president for planning. “There is
no question?”' he said, recalling 1973 expansion de
cisions, “that we got carried away with the
euphoria of the early 1970’s.”

This “euphoric,” unplanned, chaotic, or better,
“demented” expansion of the early 1970’s has led
to the current crisis. The dreams of unlimited
profits were shattered when it suddenly appeared
that every company was harboring the same
dreams.

The market, however, was unmoved by the fer
vent expectations of all the steel monopolists.
Instead of expanding, it had the nerve to shrink!

This seems anomalous considering that the capit
alist world is in a “recovery” phase after the deep
depression of 1975. The steel industry, however, is
on the skids and serious concerns have been voiced
that the repercussions of the steel crisis may be far-
reaching.

There are important reasons why the steel indus
try has been especially hard hit, and why it has gone
into crisis while other industries are recovering
somewhat. In fact, the steel industry has not only con
fronted the market with excess capacity, it has pur
sued policies which greatly aggravate the situation
and cause themarket to tend to shrink.

Chief among these has been the industry’s wild,
unrestrained price policies. The companies have
skyrocketed their prices over 125 per cent in the past
decade. This is 50 per cent higher than the overall
rate of inflation, which has been outrageous
enough. The steel and energy industries are setting
the pace in the disastrous campaign to drive down
living standards and impose the “austerity”
decreed by the Rockefeller’s Trilateral Commission.

According to a special report prepared last 
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summer by the New York brokerage firm, Drexel
Burnham Lambert, Inc., (“The Case of the Missing
Ten Million Tons,” by David Healy, July 18, 1977)
steel consumption now would be ten million tons
higher each year if it were not for the industry price
increases since 1974 alone.

Despite the disastrous effects on workers, the
captains of the steel industry continue to chart the
same destructive course. “I don’t know why they
don’t just let us raise prices 20 per cent,” Jennings
R. Lambeth, president of Youngstown Sheet and
Tube, complained in an interview in the American
Metal Market newspaper of Oct. 10, just a few
weeks after announcing the coming shutdown.
Lambeth was complaining that the Justice Depart
ment is currently investigating the steel industry’s
pricing policies.

The U.S. industry has definitely priced itself out
of world markets and increasingly domestic con
sumers are switching to other materials or using less
steel (e.g. smaller, lighter cars).

The U.S. companies have led the pack through
out the world on this question and this is the main
reason they are screaming about imports. Imports
are a real brake on the wild price increases of U.S.
companies.

This is one reason controls over imports, either in
the form of quotas or tariffs, would actually cost
steelworkers jobs in this country, since the compan
ies would simply price themselves out of the market
even faster. The companies might continue to reap
big profits by selling less steel at a higher price, but
the results for the workers would be further disaster.

Import controls would also certainly lead to re
taliation by foreign countries, which could end up
costing U.S. steelworkers their jobs through reduc
tion in exports of steel and steel products.

Steelworkers in every major capitalist country are
catching hell and need the maximum unity against
their common enemies—the big steel monopolies.
The “foreign imports” campaign is carefully calcu
lated among other things to prevent such unity from
emerging.

Contrary to the impression created by the media,
imports are no higher this year than they have been
for the past 10 years. Since 1967 they have fluctu
ated between a low of 11.9 per cent (1973) and a
high of 17.4 per cent (1971) averaging 14.2 per cent
of the domestic market during this period. For the
first eight months of 1977 imports accounted for
15.6 per cent of the domestic market (all figures 
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from American Iron and Steel Institute).
There has been no flood of imports, but every ton

imported this year has been the occasion for a flood
of press releases from the AISI, all of which have
been dutifully reprinted in the press.

The import campaign has served as a convenient
smokescreen behind which the industry hopes to get
away with its outrageous attacks on the workers
and the steel communities.

The industry showed its hand when U.S. Steel
Chairman Edgar Speer stated, to many people’s
surprise, on Oct. 13 that he was not in favor of
import quotas. Naturally, even in restricted quanti
ties lower prices on foreign steel present a threat to
the U.S. companies price rip-off plans. Instead of
quotas Speer wants enforcement of “anti
dumping” laws, which would let foreign steel in but
only at higher prices—i.e. the prices set by U.S.
Steel.

This is what the industry means when it says it is
not against free competition, just “unfair” compe
tition. It is a graphic commentary on the U.S. steel
industry that Japanese companies, which must
import all raw materials, pay comparable labor
costs and ship their steel across the Pacific are able
to sell their products below U.S. prices and still
make a profit. But then, as Speer admitted in a
press conference at the AISI meetings last May,
Japanese and Western European steel companies
operate at rates of profit which are “unacceptably
low” for U.S. companies.

Mr. Speer implores our sympathy or at least our
cooperation and he threatens to shut down every
steel town in the U.S. until he gets it.

While prices are a large part of the picture, they
are not the only reason the market for U.S. steel is
unnecessarily limited. There is, after all, a tremen
dous need for steel. U.S. cities are desperately in
need of being rebuilt. We need massive construction
of housing, schools, hospitals, public transporta
tion systems, all of which would use huge quantities
of steel.

The funds for such programs are certainly
available in the huge federal budget, but they are
tied up in wasteful, overpriced and dangerous mili
tary projects, which incidentally use little steel, be
sides threatening mankind with extinction. In fact,
less than two per cent of U.S. steel production goes
into ordnance and other military items.

Other federal policies also limit the market for
steel. Most important are government policies 

against trade with socialist and “third world”
nations—the fastest growing markets for steel in the
world. The Soviet Union offered the U.S. steel in
dustry the opportunity to provide all the pipe for
the development of natural gas in Siberia. This
“North Star Project” would have involved millions
of tons of steel. But cold war forces prevailed and
the U.S. government rejected the offer. This did not
hurt the Soviet Union, which simply turned to other
capitalist countries and its own industry for the
pipe. But it cost the U.S. working class thousands
of jobs.

Similar futile attempts to thwart the development
of “third world” countries have prevented large
scale loans from the World Bank to finance pur
chases of steel and steel products.

The developing countries have emerged on the
world steel scene. The Soviet Union and other
socialist countries have built steel mills in India,
Egypt, Cuba and other countries. The threat of
such aid from socialist countries has compelled the
U.S. also to assist steel mill construction in the
“third world,” which now accounts for 21 per cent
of world steel production. The growth of steel
production in these formerly colonial areas has also
limited the traditional markets of U.S. steel.

Although deeply shocked and still somewhat con
fused by the heavy blows and lying propaganda of
the steel companies, the steelworkers and steel com
munities have begun to rally their forces and fight
back. Most significant have been the dramatic ac
tions taken by the union’s District 31 conference
Oct. 14 in Chicago. One thousand delegates at the
conference unanimously adopted a resolution
rejecting the industry’s anti-import campaign and
calling on the federal government “to launch a pro
gram to roll back steel prices and rebuild our decay
ing cities so as to provide jobs.”

District 31 Director Jim Balanoff, in his keynote
speech, lashed out sharply at the steel corporations
for placing the burden of the crisis on the backs of
the steelworkers and demanded instead that jobs be
created by a shorter work week with no cut in pay.
“There is nothing sacred about the eight hour day
or the forty hour week,” he said.

Similar programs have been voiced repeatedly by
the rank-and-file movement in publications like
Labor Today and National Steelworkers Rank-
and-File Committee Report and at recent district
wide rank-and-file steelworker meetings held in
Cleveland, Youngstown, Buffalo and Gary. These 
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ideas are increasingly being expressed by local
union officials, especially in hard hit areas like
Youngstown.

USWA President Lloyd McBride has taken the
unprecedented step of calling a special meeting of
the union’s Basic Steel Industry Conference for
Dfec. 2. This body of 400 basic steel local union
presidents is normally convened only to approve
new contracts. McBride hopes to whip the union in
line behind the anti-import campaign. But it is ob
vious that many coming to the meeting will have
other ideas and a terrific battle is expected.

The membership in basic steel is deeply alienated
from McBride’s policies of collaborating with the
companies on their every wish. Although the victor
in last February’s still-contested election, McBride
lost, even in the official vote, to the reform
Sadlowski-Montgomery slate in the basic steel sec
tion of the union.

Both the Wall Street Journal and the New York
Times voiced fears Oct. 21 that the current crisis
may wreck what the Journal referred to as the
“celebrated steel-labor romance.” The main off
spring of this love affair have been the 1971 produc
tivity agreement, which sanctioned company pro
grams to speed up workers and eliminate jobs, and
the notorious no-strike “Experimental Negotiating
Agreement” of 1974 and 1977 (renewed for 1980).

At the last Basic Steel Industry Conference in
April, McBride faced a storm of protest against the
inadequate 1977 steel contract. The presidents ac
tually voted the contract down and it was only
through considerable arm-twisting and a roll-call
that the vote was eventually reversed.

Rank and file steelworkers and many local unions
denounced these actions as illegal and demanded
that the Basic Steel Industry Conference be recon
vened and the contract reopened. Perhaps sensing
the coming storm, the presidents of all locals at
Youngstown Sheet and Tube Co. refused to sign the
contract.

Their worst fears have now come true, especially
regarding McBride’s claims that the contract was a
historic step toward “lifetime job security.” The
few meager steps in this direction, won at the cost
of important giveaways from previous contracts,
now are being fought by the companies every step
of the way.

The Youngstown presidents are reviving the call
to reopen the contract, and to establish real lifetime
security for all workers and indefinite unemploy

ment and insurance benefits for anyone who is laid
off.

Other demands, once considered “too radical,”
are also being openly discussed. A committee of lo
cal union and public officials in Youngstown has
called for turning ownership of the plant over to the
workers and the Youngstown community. This idea
has the backing of numerous religious leaders, Ohio
Sen. Howard Metzenbaum and Ron Daniels, a
leader of the city’s Black community and indepen
dent candidate for mayor in the recent election.

Unfortunately, most discussion centers on the
idea of worker-community purchase of the plant.
This is not realistic considering the huge sums—
close to $1 billion—needed to buy, modernize and
operate the Youngstown steel operations. It would
also place the burdens of competing in a capitalist
economy on the workers. The company might truly
welcome receiving a nice sum for shutting down the
plant. This would not only allow Lykes Corp, to
get away with their crime against the workers and
people of Youngstown, but to be rewarded for it by
their victims.

For these various reasons reactionary forces are
also promoting the idea of worker purchase of fail
ing plants—the so-called Employee Stock Owner
ship Plan (ESOP). According to Louisiana Sen.
Russell Long, this approach to plant shutdowns and
aging capitalism “is better than Geritol. It will in
crease productivity, improve labor relations,
promote economic justice. It will save this
economic system.” (Time Magazine, Oct. 4, 1976,
page 80.)

The reality is that only the federal government
has the means to own and guarantee the operation
of steel mills. This was shown during World War II
when mills were built by the government, such as
the Geneva Works in Provo, Utah, and the Kaiser
Works in Fontana, Calif. After the war these plants
were turned over to private industry at a 90 per cent
discount.

The Communist Party has called for federal take
over of the Youngstown operations with democrat
ic controls to insure a decisive voice for workers and
community forces on the board of directors. Ros
coe Proctor, Secretary of the Party’s Labor Depart
ment, and this writer, speaking on behalf of the
National Steel Commission and the Ohio Party Dis
trict, issued this demand at a well publicized press
conference Oct. 21 in Youngstown.

In addition, the Youngstown Party’s Joe Dallet
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Club has issued a widely distributed leaflet urging
nationalization as the only immediate way of keep
ing the plants open, saving every job and saving the
Mahoning Valley from disaster.

Earlier thousands of copies of the Ohio Steel
worker, published by the Ohio Party’s Steel Com
mission, were distributed in Youngstown, Steuben
ville, Cleveland and Lorain. This publication, eight
pages of hard-hitting facts and figures on the steel
crisis, exposed the lying nature of the industry’s
propaganda and offered a thorough-going program
to end the crisis.

Together with Party literature, the pace of press
distributions has increased. Plant gate distributors
of the Daily World in Youngstown and other parts
of the country are reporting numerous experiences
of workers giving words of welcome and encourage
ment and often making financial contributions.
One Youngstown steelworker, who had received the 

paper on the morning shift, told distributors who
had come to cover the afternoon shift, “I read that
paper cover to cover and it made my day.” The vice
president of the local later came over and told the
Daily World builders, “Everyone in the plant is
reading your paper.”

The steel crisis is arousing among many people
serious questions about the capitalist system. The
fact that unknown robber barons in New Orleans
can threaten the life of an entire city in Ohio simply
because it is in their direct interest to invest their
capital elsewhere is exposing the insanity of capital
ism as never before since the depression of the
1930s. The crisis is making it easier for tens of thou
sands of residents of steel towns across the country
to see that private ownership of basic industry is a
dangerous anachronism and a threat to the people’s
well-being.

On Labor Political Action
PATRICK WILLIAMS

Serious forces in the labor movement are taking a
new and searching look at labor’s entire political
action effort. This coincides with, and is a part of,
the growing criticism of policies identified with
AFL-CIO Pres. George Meany. Expressive of the
probing questions being asked are these from John
F. Henning, executive officer of the California
Federation of Labor, AFL-CIO: “We had great
hopes in November. What happened? How is it that
the conservatives are exercising the same power in
Washington today that they did in the regime of
Jimmy Carter’s predecessor?”

Here are some of Henning’s thoughtful conclu
sions: “I think, in 1977, we have seen the futility of
giving unqualified faith to the Democratic Party as
an instrument of social change and social progress
.... Corporate America today has more influence
on the Democratic Party than the trade union body,
than the Blacks, the Browns, the consumers, the en
vironmentalists, and all the other social-oriented
bodies of American life. They [the corporations]
run the party...”

Another keenly dissatisfied labor leader is Pres.
Patrick Williams is a life-long trade unionist and recently retired
president of a West Coast local union.
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Al Grospiron of the AFL-CIO Oil, Chemical &
Atomic Workers. “We cannot depend on political
parties and we shouldn’t tie ourselves to either party
in this country,” he told his union’s convention in
August. “We have to make our programs and take
our positions within the labor movement.” These
comments “drew whoops and hollers” of approval
from hundreds of rank-and-file OCAW delegates,
it was reported (People’s World, Aug. 20, 1977).

The comments of Henning and Grospiron reflect
the developing self-critical examination of political
action methodology within labor’s ranks. Not
everyone draws advanced conclusions regarding the
need for political independence, but the need to do
something different has become embarrassingly
clear.

These shifting views are a product of objective
conditions. In a world of shrinking opportunities
for U.S. imperialism, Big Business is cracking down
on the workers and on the workers’ organizations.
Cozy relationships with employers aren’t so cozy
any more. Nor are cozy relationships with politi
cians any longer productive of the nickel-and-dime
legislative “victories” that for so long sustained il
lusions about the effectiveness of labor political 
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action.
Instead of nickel-and-dime gains, labor is getting

clobbered with serious defeats, both in Washing
ton, D.C. and in the state capitols. No wonder
leaders like Henning are asking: “What happened?”

In this climate, the rapid development of Left-
Center unity for independent labor political action
is both possible and essential. Unity in the political
arena will greatly speed the process of rebuilding
overall organic unity of the entire trade union
movement, so that labor can confront its enemies
with its full united strength.

The basis for Left-Center unity is the more
advanced among the positions of the Center forces.
In their desire to build unity, the Left forces can not
lose sight of this. Center trade unionists will typi
cally have mixed positions—progressive on some
issues, backward on others. The Left is concerned
with building unity on those issues that challenge
the power of the class enemy—those issues that iso
late the worst collaborationists on the Right.

Correct Left-Center political action unity can
only be built on a class-struggle basis. This is be
cause every significant political need of the workers
must be paid for out of employer profits and will be
resisted with fang and claw by corporation lobby
ists, the mass media and the entire monopoly engine
of political pressure.

This monopoly engine is high-octane and geared
up to steamroller workers. It behooves labor to or
ganize its primary source of power, the rank-and-
file membership, to fight back. Left-Center unity,
expressed in a thousand forms, is the answer.

While there are no blueprints, in general, Left-
Center political action unity will be built around
issues and demands that both the Left and the Cen
ter agree are vital. These issues and demands will
vary widely from one union to another and from
one area to another. They will shift as time goes on,
tending to become more basic and far-reaching as
the crisis sharpens and the corporation crackdown
toughens.

Within this complex process, a central question is
the fight for shorter hours with no reduction in
take-home pay. The persistence and severity of
mass unemployment, its savage racist edge, express
ed in jobless rates of 50 to 75 per cent for ghetto
youth, coupled with growing pressure from rank-
and-file movements for “jobs, not promises” have
generated recognition among important Center 

forces that a cut in hours is the only way to create
millions of urgently needed jobs in the private sec
tor.

Within individual unions, Left-Center unity will
take shape around a bargaining demand for shorter
hours in the specific form (six-hour day or 32-hour
week, for example) that fits the industry. Within the
labor movement as a whole and among unorganized
workers as well, Left-Center unity can be built
around a campaign in Congress for enactment of
the Conyers 35-hour bill, or something substantially
like it.

An important organized expression of Left-Cen
ter unity in the fight for shorter hours is the new All
Unions’ Committee to Shorten the Work Week,
launched October 25 at a meeting in Detroit of local
union leaders representing 200,000 industrial
workers. In declaring that the fight for shorter
hours is imperative and long overdue, and in
proposing concrete steps to organize that fight,
these union leaders objectively separated themselves
from the do-nothing lip-service of those in labor
who are more comfortable playing footsie with the
boss than leading a fight.

The Left forces in labor—the Communists, the
Left Socialists, the militant advocates of class unity
and international solidarity, the proponents of
rank-and-file organization, the fighters against
racism and anti-Communism, the toughest class
conscious shop cadres—confront no more critical
task at this moment than to give leadership in build
ing the broadest possible unity around the shorter
hours issue. Serious attention to this everywhere
will help speed the creation of a network of hun
dreds of action committees across the nation, the
modern equivalents of the historic Eight-Hour
Leagues of yesteryear. Such a level of organization
can bring increasingly irresistible pressure on Con
gress to act, while at the same time creating the
climate for the strongest unions—Steel and Auto,
for example—to take on the economic struggle for a
shorter hours breakthrough in the basic industries.

A serious, sustained campaign for millions of
new jobs through shorter hours will help forge
labor unity in two respects: It will advance the cause
of uniting all U.S. unions within a single federation
on a class-struggle basis because both independent
and AFL-CIO unions have the same objective need
for shorter hours. At the same time, such a cam
paign will undercut racism and sexism because it 
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addresses the most urgent need of all workers, and
especially of Black and other oppressed workers,
young workers and women workers—that is,
enough jobs so that workers do not need to compete
with one another to feed their families.

Urgent as it is, shorter hours is but one of many
issues around which Left-Center unity can be built.
Unity with Center forces should not be spurned be
cause they may have backward positions and hang
ups on one or more questions. The single crucial
test is: Does the issue or demand meet worker needs
at expense of employer profits? If the answer is
“Yes,” a Left-Center coalition can be built around
the issue or issues in question, and this unity will
lead to victories. Such victories will have a strong
educative impact, raising the political level of the
Center forces—and teaching the Left forces
valuable lessons as well.

An example of such an issue is job health and
safety. Significantly, it was around Carter’s efforts
to sap the OSHA program that Grospiron launched
his bitter attack on the two corporation-dominated
parties. And experience at the 1977 Washington
State legislature showed that initiative taken by Left
union leadership to get additional funds appropri
ated for safety inspectors and industrial hygienists
aroused broad and militant support and led to one
of the few labor victories in a session marked by
bitter setbacks.

Political action of this kind, undertaken by a
coalition of Left and Center forces—even when un
dertaken within the old party primaries as well as
outside—will by definition be independent political
action. Any time you organize rank-and-file action
and pressure to win workers’ political demands, at
the expense of the employers, you’re taking on the
Democratic and Republican Parties. If you don’t
think so, try it and see.

It follows that the conscious building of Left-
Center coalitions in the political arena is an imme
diately practical and urgent stage in preparing for 

the eventual emergence of a labor-based broad new
political party.

The active participation by the Center will bring
millions of workers under their leadership into the
arena of struggle on issues in an independent way.
The active participation of the Left, especially the
Communists, will keep the alliance pointed at the
enemy, and will guarantee that the emerging new
party will have a wholesome position on racism and
anti-Communism, the critical ideological questions.

The massive rank-and-file participation needed
to win meaningful labor political victories will train
cadres for the new party. In the process of mount
ing campaigns around issues, the question of bona
fide labor candidates for Congress and the legisla
tures will come to the fore naturally everywhere and
demand to be dealt with.

Henning of the California AFL-CIO expresses
confidence in labor’s power to overcome its politi
cal impotence. “We can break the political power
of corporate America,” he says. But not through
“the traditional means.” Instead, what is needed is
a labor-initiated massive new coalition. “If we can
link them all together—the minority community,
the consumer community, the environmental com
munity—we can have within ourselves the sinews of
success, the sinews of political progress... .Without
that alliance, there is nothing to suggest that we can
ever move from where we are today.”

Such a broad, labor-initiated coalition can flesh
out the ranks of the independent political move
ment and give it the rounded program that can
eventually win political power.

In summary, the conscious building of Left-Cen
ter political coalitions on a host of issues at many
different levels throughout the entire trade union
movement is a vital aspect of the campaign to unite
labor on a class-struggle basis. It is also an indis
pensable precondition for the creation of a bona
fide new mass people’s party.
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Left Center Unity and
the Fight for Jobs in Steel

Recent developments in steel reflect some inter
esting aspects of the fight for Left-Center unity.
Following the election of Lloyd McBride as Inter
national President of the United Steelworkers
Union in May 1977, there were many in the upper
echelons of the AFL-CIO and of the steel industry
who confidently expected the disappearance of the
rank-and-file movement in the USWA and a return
to “normalcy.”

However their illusions were shattered with the
unprecedented rejection of the contract for basic
steel on the first ballot by the local presidents. This
was followed by votes for rejection in more than 50
basic steel locals representing more than half the
membership in that division of the union.

As the economic crisis in the steel industry has
intensified, the steel companies have opened up an
all-out offensive to make the steelworkers pay to
assure superprofits for the steel monopolists. Whole
steel mills have been permanently closed, more than
20,000 workers were laid off in the month of
October, harassment and firing of Blacks, Latinos
and women has been intensified, and an all out
propaganda campaign aimed at getting Congress to
grant the industry numerous concessions and
outright subsidies has been launched.

Against this background, the steelworkers have
been struggling to maintain their jobs and living
standards in spite of a union leadership bent on
accommodating itself to the steel industry’s policy
of “Profits Above All.”

The determined militancy of the steelworkers has
found expression in the rank-and-file movement
within the USW, which has grown in numbers, in
fluence and experience in the course of the struggle.

The rank-and-file movement is a many-sided
force that operates on different levels, involving ele
ments of the Left who hold socialist views, are firm
upholders of the workers’ everyday interests, and
conduct a principled fight against racism and red
baiting, and those of the Center who, while ready to
fight the company as the enemy, have more limited
Herb Kaye is steel organizer of the CPUSA in Chicago, Ill.

HERB KAYE

long range objectives.
The thread of common interest uniting these

forces is a determination to bring about basic
changes in the role and policies of the USW—from
collaborating with the corporate enemy to taking
the company on as the main cause of all problems.

This loose coalition of Left and Center forces
began to emerge in the fight against the ENA (No
Strike Clause) in the early 70’s. It grew stronger in
the campaigns supporting Ed Sadlowski for District
31 Director and later for President of the USW, and
continued to play a key role in the 1977 contract
fight, and now in the recent jobs crisis.

It has been due in large part to the active,
dynamic role of this coalition, despite its function
ing often in an uncoordinated fashion, that such
changes as the breakthrough of electing a Black vice
president to the International Executive Board of
the USW were achieved.

The Left-Center coalition has also been a critical
factor in these developments:

• The special demands of Black and Latino and
women steelworkers have been projected by
caucuses of these groups, which have raised their
demands in so strong a manner that they can no
longer be ignored.

• The October Conference of the 120,000
member District 31 in the Chicago-Gary area
adopted a series of policy resolutions on the jobs
crisis and related matters that sharply repudiated
the company-oriented positions of the International
leadership.

In the struggles around many vital issues, some
Center forces, while taking good positions on
issues, have tended to limit the scope of involve
ment of the rank and file.

The approach of the Left, exemplified at the
recent District 31 Conference, is to appeal to the
workers by circulating petitions in the mills against
company layoffs, issuing thousands of copies of
newsletters clarifying the real factors behind the
layoffs, and winning the support of the major locals
for resolutions calling for action to pressure 
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companies to halt layoffs and preserve steelwor
kers’ jobs.

The combination of this two-pronged effort,
moving along class struggle lines on different levels
but in the same general direction, registered impor
tant advances in the fight for jobs, full equality and
trade union democracy at the District 31 Confer
ence.

The Conference heard inspiring speeches from
and gave warm receptions to such outstanding trade
union leaders as Zola Zembe, Secretary of the
South African Congress of Trade Unions, Frank
Rosen, Director of District 11 of the United Electri
cal Workers, Addie Wyatt, Vice President of the
Amalgamated Meat Cutters Union, and the strike
leaders from the Minnesota Iron Range. More than
$1500 was turned over from the District to aid the
strikers, who are now in the fourth month of their
strike.

Resolutions adopted included a call for local
unions to withdraw funds from banks doing
business with South Africa; for peaceful desegre
gation of public schools; for establishment of a
women’s department of the International union;
and for removal of the anti-Communist clause from
the USW Constitution. Only a year ago, at the last
District 31 Conference, this latter resolution was
defeated after hot debate. This year the resolution
passed unanimously.

The repudiation of the McBride policy of sup
porting the company’s campaign for higher tariffs
on steel, despite McBride’s personal appeal to the
Conference, was a challenge that the Right in the
USW will not ignore or take lightly.

The Right has already been hurt by the growing
repudiation of its backing of the ENA no strike
clause, most recently by the 18,000 iron ore miners
of Minnesota and Michigan. These youthful
strikers overwhelmingly rejected a sellout offer in
volving wage cuts for 25 per cent of the workers
which McBride tried to palm off on them after three
months on the picket lines.

The Right forces in the Union’s leadership still
have wide resources at their disposal, however, and
a conference of the local presidents of all Basic Steel
locals has been called by McBride for Dec. 3 in
Washington, D.C. to discuss the current steel crisis.
Efforts will undoubtedly be made at this gathering
to isolate and steamroller the District 31 locals and. 

others who oppose tailing the steel companies into
going along with the drive for higher tariffs and
lower taxes for the industry—all in the name of
“saving steelworkers’ jobs.”

Working to build momentum for an anti
company policy, eight rank-and-file caucuses in the
Calument area, including the Black caucus, women’s
caucus and four local union presidents, called a
Special Conference on the Crisis in Steel on Nov.
13 in Hammond, Ind. The Conference was attended
by over 100 steelworkers, who discussed all angles
of the job crisis and adopted resolutions stressing
the need for job-producing projects and a shorter
hour week.

But while moving to persuade and involve the
rank and file in their local unions and shops on the
nature of the crisis and what to do about it, the
Left-Center coalition has thus far not extended its
efforts to the people in the communities around and
beyond the mills. Yet these people, workers in other
industries, small shopkeepers, the unemployed and
minorities, have a big stake in the fight for jobs in
steel. The inflationary push of the steel corpora
tions in jacking up steel prices 20-30 per cent a year
has added tremendously to the higher cost of living
for all Americans. To counteract the influence and
power of the Steel Trust, which extends deep into
all areas of city, state and federal government, the
mass media, etc., the Left-Center coalition in steel
will have to carry its fight beyond the mill gates and
into the communities and legislative halls.

In this fight, the Communist Party, which played
a major role in mobilizing the reserves of the wor
king class to help in accomplishing the great job of
organizing steel in the ’thirties, has an important
contribution to make.

The warm reception given by steelworkers to the
Daily World at the mill gates, and the interest in
Party leaflets and statements, attest to the fact that. r.
our Party’s policies and program are “on stream”
in steel.

A mass Party in steel can be a vital aid to a
broader and more effective Left-Center coalition.
Experience in building sales and subs for our press .
among steelworkers indicate a readiness to respond
where workers are invited to join the Communist
Party.

There is an old saying that is truer than ever to
day: “As Steel Goes, So Goes the Nation.”
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The Gread ©©Sober Revolution
and Hmamsii® Fswress

LEONID BREZHNEV
Sixty years ago, led by the Party of Lenin, the

workers and peasants of Russia overthrew the
power of the capitalists and landowners. That was
the first victorious socialist revolution in world
history.

Those unforgettable October days stirred the en
tire planet. A new epoch, the epoch of the world’s
revolutionary renewal, the epoch of transition to
socialism and communism, was ushered in. It
opened the road along which hundreds of millions
of people are moving today and along which the
whole of mankind is destined to move.

We were the first. We did not have an easy time.
We had to hold out in a hostile encirclement. We
had to break out of age-old backwardness. We had
to surmount the enormous force of historical inertia
and learn to live by new laws, by the laws of collec
tivism.

Today, when we assess the main result of six
decades of struggle and work, we can say with
pride: We have held our ground, we have stood fast
and won.

We won in the stormy, anxious years of the Civil
War and armed intervention, when it was a
question of the life and death of the Soviet power.

We won in the fast-moving, teeming years of the
first five-year plans, when it was a question of
whether the workers and peasants of our country
would be able to lay the foundations of socialism
and convert the motherland into a great industrial
power within the extremely short period allotted to
them by history.

We won in the grim, flaming years of the Great
Patriotic War, when it was a question of whether
socialism would withstand the onslaught of world
imperialism’s shock forces and save mankind from
fascist bondage.

We won in the difficult, tense postwar years. The
ravaged economy was speedily restored and the ad
vanced lines of economic, scientific and technical
progress were reached, despite the cold war and
nuclear blackmail.

The Soviet Union has been living in peace for

Leonid Brezhnev is general secretary of the CPSU. The
following is excerpted from his speech on the occasion of the
sixtieth anniversary celebration of the October Revolution. 

more than thirty years. A developed socialist
society, the result of the historic creative work of
the masses, has been built, exists and is being per
fected.

Comrades, every time we celebrate the anniver
sary of the October Revolution we perceive anew its
significance and the force of its impact on the course
of history, on the destiny of the world.

The October Revolution has, of course, solved,
above all, the problems of our country, the prob
lems posed by its history, by the concrete conditions
obtaining in it. Basically, however, these were not
local but general problems posed before the whole
of mankind by social development. The epochal
significance of the October Revolution lies precisely
in the fact that it opened the road to the solution of
these problems and thereby to the creation of a new
type of civilization on earth.

The October Revolution proved that a radical
change of society’s political foundations was
possible. The proletariat of Russia gave the answer
to the most pressing, the most burning question of
politics, namely, whether the exploiters’ monopoly
of power was eternal or could and should be re
placed by the power of the working people.

The six decades of socialist construction are the
most eloquent demonstration of what can be
achieved by working people who have taken the
political leadership of society into their own hands
and assumed responsibility for their country’s
destiny. These decades have proved that there
neither has been nor can be a road to socialism
without the power of the working people, without
socialist statehood.

The victory of the October Revolution gave the
working people their first opportunity of putting an
end to exploitation and tearing out of bondage to
economic anarchy. This key problem of social
progress was resolved through the abolition of
private property and its replacement with public
property. Anarchy of production gave way to scien
tific, planned economic management.

Within a short period of time, in terms of history,
a huge backward country was turned into a state
with a highly developed industry and collectivized
agriculture. It now takes only two and a half 
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working days for our industry to produce as much
as was produced in the whole of 1913. Today we
produce more industrial goods than was produced
in the whole world a quarter of a century ago. The
gigantic economic growth of history’s first socialist
country is the result of emancipated labor, the
result of the labor of people who are aware that
they work for themselves, for the good of all.

The October Revolution and socialism have also
enriched the history of mankind with experience of
the spiritual emancipation of working people. One
of the “secrets” of the rule of the oppressors has
always been the reinforcement of direct physical op
pression of the masses with spiritual oppression.
The ruling classes did all they could to make access
to education and culture difficult for the working
people, to keep them captive to false ideas and con
cepts. That is why the cultural revolution was a
natural continuation of the political revolution in
our country.

Within the lifetime of a single generation, the
Soviet Union delivered itself entirely and for good
from the onerous burden of illiteracy. The working
people began to be active in cultural life, becoming
the creators of cultural values. A new, socialist in
telligentsia, that brought the country glory with
outstanding achievements in science, technology,
literature and art, came from the midst of the
people. A union that mankind’s finest minds
dreamed of, the historic union of labor and culture,
has taken place. In the history of our country, in the
history of world culture, this was a turn of immense
significance.

Among the achievements of the October Revolu
tion, a noteworthy place is held by the settlement of
the national question, one of the most painful and
dramatic questions in the history of human society.

In urging a militant alliance of the working
people of all nations and ethnic groups, the Party
and Lenin had always upheld the right of nations to
self-determination, to complete and unconditional
equality. The victory of the October Revolution was
thus a victory in the struggle for national liberation.
The peoples of former tsarist Russia got their first-
ever possibility of making an historical choice, the
right to determine their own destiny.

They made their choice. They united voluntarily in
a powerful federal state and, relying on disin
terested assistance from the Russian people,
resolutely embarked upon a new life.

The strength of unity and mutual assistance bet
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ween nations gave unprecedented acceleration to
the development of all the republics. Hostility and
mistrust in the relations between nations gave way
to friendship and mutual respect. Internationalism
was firmly established where the mentality of
national egotism had been implanted for ages.
Mutually enriched national cultures, forming the
integral Soviet socialist culture, shone forth with
fresh, vivid colors.

The equality, fraternity and unbreakable unity of
the peoples of the Soviet Union became a fact. A
new historical community, the Soviet people, took
shape. The mounting process of the drawing to
gether of nations permeates every sphere of life in
our society. Such, comrades, is the remarkable
result of the Leninist national policy; such is our ex-
erience, whose epochal significance is indisputable.

The assertion of the principles of social equality
and justice is one of the greatest achievements of the
October Revolution. We have every right to say that
no other society in the world has done or could have
done as much for the masses, for the working
people as has been done by socialism. Every Soviet
citizen enjoys in full the rights and freedoms en
abling him to participate actively in political life.
Every Soviet citizen has the possibility of choosing a
calling in life that conforms to his vocation and
abilities and of being useful to his country and
people.

The conditions under which Soviet people live
and work are steadily improving. Soviet citizens do
not know the humiliating sense of uncertainty of
the morrow, the fear of being left without work,
without medical care and without a roof over their
heads. Society safeguards their rights and interests,
and protects their civic and human dignity.

A new Constitution of the Soviet Union was
adopted recently. It has reaffirmed that in our
country the prime purpose of all transformations,
of all changes is to provide every person with the
conditions enabling him to live like a human being.
It has given further convincing testimony that the
concepts of human freedoms and rights, democracy
and social justice receive a tangible content only
under socialism.

Comrades, the victory of the Great October
Socialist Revolution has brought our country and
our people to the van of social progress. Today, six
ty years later, we hold a worthy place in its most ad
vanced positions: we have been the first in the world
to build a developed socialist society and we are the 
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first to have embarked upon the building of com
munism. ...

No event in world history has had such a pro
found and lasting effect on mankind as the Great
October Socialist Revolution. The flashes of the
October storm illumined the way into the future for
the peoples of many countries. History began to
advance literally in seven-league strides.

The most important of the international conse
quences of the October Revolution, which have
shaped the face of the epoch, has been the emer
gence and development of the world socialist sys
tem. At one time, the bourgeoisie, terrified at the
victory of the October Revolution and its powerful
influence on the minds of millions, sought to un
cover “the hand of Moscow” in every revolution
ary event in the world. Nowadays, few people give
credence to such fairy tales. Revolutions start and
triumph by virtue of each country’s internal
development and of its people’s will. The series of
triumphant socialist revolutions in Europe, Asia
and America signified a continuation of the ideas
and cause of the October Revolution.

As a result, the practice of world socialism has
been extended and enriched. Each of the countries
that have taken the socialist road has in some
respects in its own specific way dealt with the prob
lems of socialist statehood, the development of
socialist industry, the drawing of the peasantry into
cooperatives, and the ideological re-education of>
the masses.

There is no doubt that the transition to socialism
by other peoples and countries with different levels
of development and national traditions will invest
socialist construction with an even greater diversity
of concrete forms. That is quite natural.

However, life provides confirmation that the
general fundamental and inalienable features of the
socialist revolution and socialist construction
remain in force and apply everywhere. The sum
total of experience in the development of world
socialism provides convincing evidence, among
other things, of the following:

Power continues to be the main issue in a revolu
tion. It is either the power of the working class, ac
ting in alliance with all the other working peoples,
or the power of the bourgeoisie. There is no third
possibility.

Transition to socialism is possible only if the
working class and. its allies, having gained real
political power, use it to end the socio-economic 

domination of the capitalists and other exploiters.
Socialism can win only if the working class and

its vanguard, the Communists, are able to inspire
and unite the masses of working people in the
struggle to build a new society, and transform the
economy and all social relations on socialist lines.

Socialism can consolidate its positions only if the
working people’s power is capable of defending the
revolution against any attacks by the class enemy
(and such attacks are inevitable, both internal and,
most probably, external).

Those are only some of the lessons of the
development of socialism today. They once agains
confirm the great international importance of the
experience of the October Revolution, for all the
specific conditions of our revolution. They once
again confirm the great truth expressed by Lenin in
these words: “It is the Russian model that reveals to
all countries something—and something highly sig
nificant—of their near and inevitable future” (V.I.
Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 31, p. 22).

But world socialism also has experience of a dif
ferent kind, which confirms that departures from
the Marxist-Leninist course, departures from pro
letarian internationalism inevitably lead to setbacks
and hard trials for the people.

It is well known what grave consequences have
been brought about in China by attempts to ignore
the economic laws of socialism, by the departure
from friendship and solidarity with the socialist
countries, and by alignment with the forces of reac
tion in the world arena. The Chinese people’s
socialist gains have been gravely endangered.

Some leaders in capitalist countries now obvious
ly count on the present contradictions and estrange
ment between the People’s Republic of China and
the Soviet Union and other socialist countries con
tinuing for a long time and even growing more
acute in the future. We think that this is a short
sighted policy. Those who pursue it may well mis
calculate.

There is no point in trying to guess how Soviet-
Chinese relations will shape up in the future. I
would merely like to say that our repeated
proposals to normalize them still hold good.

Comrades, the new relations that have been
established—thanks to the fraternal parties’ inter
nationalist policy—among the socialist countries,
above all among the countries of the socialist
community, are a great contribution to the life of
the contemporary world by the world socialist 
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system.
We can say with a clear conscience: our alliance,

our friendship and our cooperation are the alliance,
friendship and cooperation of sovereign and equal
states united by common purposes and interests and
held together by bonds of comradely solidarity and
mutual assistance. We have been advancing to
gether, helping one another and pooling our efforts,
knowledge and resources to advance as rapidly as
possible.

We have taken the line of jointly tackling the
problems of raw materials, fuel and energy, food
and transport. We have been deepening our
specialization and cooperation, especially in engin
eering, on the basis of the latest scientific and
technical advances. We intend to solve these prob
lems reliably, economically and for a long term. We
intend to solve them with due consideration for the
interests and needs of each fraternal country and
the community as a whole.

In the distant days of the 1917 October Revolu
tion, the workers and peasants of Russia came out
alone against the old world, the world of greed, op
pression and violence. They built socialism in a
country surrounded by hostile forces of imperial
ism. They built and defended it successfully. Today
we are not alone. Our country has become part of a
great family of socialist states. Can we Soviet
Communists and all the other Soviet people cherish
anything more in the world around us than this
socialist family? For its prosperity, for our common
well-being we have been doing everything we
possibly can!

It is hard to overestimate the tremendous influ
ence that our October Revolution exerted on the
development of the national liberation movement.

It was the victory of the October Revolution that
truly awakened the political consciousness of the
colonial peoples and helped them to score tre
mendous successes in fighting for liberation from
oppression by imperialism. As early as 1919, Lenin
wrote that “the emancipation of the peoples of the
East is now quite practicable” (Collected Works,
Vol. 30, pp. 153-154).

Since the Second World War, since our victory
over fascism, more than 2,000 million peoples have
thrown off the yoke of the colonialists and have
risen to independent statehood. The colonial system
of imperialism in its classical forms can, on the
whole, be regarded as having been dismantled.
That, comrades, is an epoch-making development.

It is of exceptional importance that many of the 
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countries that have achieved liberation reject the
capitalist road of development and have set them
selves the goal of building a society free from ex
ploitation, and have adopted a socialist orientation.

The socialist countries are staunch and reliable
friends of these countries, and are prepared to give
them utmost assistance and support in their
development along the progressive path. This
means not only moral and political, but also
economic and organizational support, including
assistance in strengthening their defenses.

The fighters for freedom have no easy way before
them. They have to work hard to lay the founda
tions of the public economy required for socialism.
Fierce battles with the exploiter elements and their
foreign patrons are inevitable. Now and again these
result in zigzags in the policies of the young states
and sometimes even lead to retreats. But the overall
trend of development is incontestable. The will of
millions of working people who have become aware
of their goals and their place in life is a sure guaran
tee that national independence will be strengthened
and that the social system free from exploitation
and oppression will ultimately be victorious.

None of this means, of course, that imperialism
has reconciled itself with such a course of develop
ment. No, indeed, for its positions in the former
colonies are at times still quite strong, and the im
perialists are doing everything to try and retain
these, and to deepen and extend them wherever
possible.

It is no longer a simple matter for them to decide
on direct armed intervention in the affairs of the
countries that have freed themselves. The latest
major act of this kind—the U.S. war against the
people of Vietnam—ended in a defeat that was too
crushing and ignominious to encourage a repetition
of such gambles.

There is growing resistance to the attempts to in
volve the young states in imperialist military blocs,
and the non-alignment movement is one piece of
evidence of this.

It is likewise doubtful whether imperialism will be
helped by the efforts to use the reactionary regimes
it has set up or suborned in former colonies. After
all, these regimes can not offer the peoples anything
but new forms of dependence on the same old im
perialism.

The victory of the October Revolution ushered in
a new stage in the struggle of the international
working-class movement.

The building of socialism in the USSR, and then 
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in other countries, helped to foster the political
maturity of the proletariat in the capitalist coun
tries. Its ranks became more organized. There
arose a force destined to play a great role in his
tory—the international Communist movement. The
front of the proletariat’s allies in the struggle again-
monopoly domination, for democracy and social
ism, grew broader.

Meanwhile, capitalism is ever more clearly
showing that it is a society without a future. Its
economy is afflicted by chronic fever. Technologi
cal progress is pushing masses of workers out of the
factories on a scale that threatens to shake the entire
socio-political system. Prices are rising continually,
and inflation remains the cardinal problem.
Shocking exposures of unsavory political manipula
tions, corruption, abuse of power, and flagrant
transgressions of the law by leaders at the highest
level explode like bombshells first in one country
and then in another, demonstrating the degradation
of the ruling class. A record crime rate completes
the picture. All this signifies that the objective
economic and socio-political preconditions for the
transition to socialism have attained a high degree
of maturity. The desire of the masses in the capital
ist countries for radical changes is mounting.

Of course, the bourgeoisie is an experienced ad
versary. It changes its tactics, and it maneuvers. It
has recourse to partial reforms in an effort to
bolster up its positions and blunt the gravitation of
the masses towards socialism.

In this situation the Communist Parties are
working to perfect the strategy and tactics of their
revolutionary struggle. They are striving to rally all
the democratic forces against domination by the
monopolies. Their theoretical guidelines in this con
text contain interesting points, although probably
not everything can be regarded as finalized and in
controvertible. This is understandable: a quest is a
quest. What is important is that it should proceed in
the right direction.

Whatever routes may be chosen, the ultimate
mission of the Communists is to lead the masses to
the principal goal, to socialism. The experience of
the struggle for the victory of the October Revolu
tion has shown that changes of tactics, com
promises in order to win new allies, are quite pos
sible in revolutionary practice. But we have also be
come convinced of something else: under no cir
cumstances may principles be sacrificed for the sake
of a tactical advantage. Otherwise, as they say, 

you’ll keep the hair, but lose your head.
The greater the influence of the Communist Par

ties, the more vigorously imperialism tries to divert
the Communists from the correct path. This is done
both crudely—by pressure and threats—and more
subtly. At times the Communists in bourgeois coun
tries are now promised that their “right to a place in
society’’ will be “recognized.” A mere “trifle” is
demanded in exchange: that they give up fighting
the power of capital, for socialism, and abandon in
ternational class solidarity. But the Communists
won a place for themselves in society long ago.
They won it precisely by their revolutionary strug
gle. Their role in society is recognized by the
peoples, and no one can deprive them of it!

The imperialists would very much like to under
mine the solidarity of the Communist ranks. That is
why, for example, the falsehood is persistently be
ing spread that the Communist Parties in the social
ist countries—and, especially, the Communist Par
ty of the Soviet Union—are imposing upon the
Communists in the West their prescriptions for the
socialist transformation of society. But this is an
obvious fabrication.

Our Party, like all the other Marxist-Leninist par
ties, firmly adheres to the principles generally ac
cepted in the Communist movement: equality, inde
pendence, non-interference in internal affairs,
solidarity, and mutual support among the Commu
nists of different countries.

Today, as we mark the sixtieth anniversary of our
Revolution, we Communists of the Soviet Union
declare once again that we will always be loyal to
the great brotherhood of the Communists of the
world! We warmly wish the Communist and
Workers’ Parties, and their allies, fighting against
the dictatorship of capital, for freedom, peace and
social progress, every success. You can always rely
on our friendship, solidarity and support!

Comrades, the Soviet government was born un
der the sign of Lenin’s Decree on Peace, and ever
since then our country’s foreign policy has been one
of peace. Objective historical conditions have dic
tated its concrete content: peaceful coexistence of
states with different social systems.

In our day the principles of peaceful coexistence
have taken fairly firm root in international affairs
as the only realistic and reasonable principles. This
is a result of the changed correlation of forces in the
world—above all, of the increased might and inter
national prestige of the Soviet Union and the entire 
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socialist community. It is also a result of the suc
cesses of the international working-class movement
and the forces of national liberation. It is, finally, a
result of the acceptance of the new realities by a
definite segment of the ruling circles in the capitalist
world.

At the same time, it is a result of the tremendous
work done in recent years by the Soviet Union and
the other countries of the socialist community to re
orient international relations towards peace.

The salutary changes in the world, which have be
come especially appreciable in the 1970s, have been
called international detente. These changes are
tangible and concrete. They consist in recognizing
and enacting in international documents a kind of
code of rules for honest and fair relations between
countries, which erects a legal and moral-political
barrier to those given to military gambles. They
consist in achieving the first—if only modest, for
the present—understandings blocking some of the
channels of the arms race. They consist of a
ramified network of agreements covering many
areas of peaceful cooperation between states with
different social systems.

The changes for the better are most conspicuous
in Europe, where good-neighborly relations,
mutual understanding and the mutual interest of
the nations and their respect for one another are
gaining in strength. We highly appreciate this
achievement, and consider it to be our duty to safe
guard and consolidate it in every way. Therefore,
we attach great significance to cooperation with
such countries as France, the Federal Republic of
Germany, Britain and Italy—with the European
states, big and small, belonging to a different social
system.

It is natural, too, that we attach great significance
to relations with the United States. There is much
that divides our countries—from the socio-economic
system to ideology. Not everyone in the United
States likes our way of doing things, and we too
could say a great deal about what is going on in
America. But if differences are accentuated, if at
tempts are made to lecture each other, the result will
only be a build-up of distrust and hostility, useless
to our two countries and dangerous to the world as
a whole. At the very inception of the Soviet state
Lenin made it clear to the American leaders of the
time that “whether they like it or not, Soviet Russia
is a great power” and “America has nothing to gain
from the Wilsonian policy of piously refusing to 
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deal with us on the grounds that our government is
distasteful to them” (Lenin Miscellany, Vol. XXX-
VII, p. 254, in Russian). This was true half a cen
tury ago. It is all the more true today.

Life itself requires that considerations of a long
term character, prompted by a concern for peace,
be decisive in Soviet-American relations. This is the
course we follow, and this is what we expect in re
turn. There is no lack of will on our part to continue
developing relations with the USA on the basis of
equality and mutual respect.

International relations are now at a crossroads,
as it were, which could lead either to a growth of
trust and cooperation, or else to a growth of mutual
fears, suspicion, and arms stockpiles, a crossroads
leading, ultimately, either to lasting peace or, at
best, to balancing on the brink of war. Detente of
fers the opportunity of choosing the road of peace.
To miss this opportunity would be a crime. The
most important, the most pressing task now is to
halt the arms race, which has engulfed the world.

Regrettably, the arms build-up continues and
acquires ever more dangerous forms. New
modifications and types of weapons of mass
destruction are being developed, and it is well
known on whose initiative this is being done. But
every new type is an equation with several unknown
quantities in terms of political as well as military-
technical or strategic consequences. Rushing from
one type of arms to another—on the strength,
evidently, of the naive hope of retaining a
monopoly of them—only tends to step up the arms
race, deepen mutual distrust and hamper disarma
ment measures.

In this connection I would like to reiterate, most
forcefully, something I said earlier. The Soviet
Union is effectively looking after its defense
capability, but it does not, and will not, seek
military superiority over the other side. We do not
want to upset the approximate equilibrium of
military strength existing at present, say, between
East and West in Central Europe, or between the
USSR and the USA. But in exchange we insist that
no one else should seek to upset it in his favor.

Needless to say, maintaining the existing equilib
rium is not an end in itself. We are in favor of start
ing a downward turn in the curve of the arms race
and gradually scaling down the level of the military
confrontation. We want to reduce substantially and
then eliminate the menace of nuclear war, the most
formidable of dangers for humanity. That is the ob
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jective of the well-known proposals of the Soviet
Union and other socialist countries.

Today we are proposing a radical step: that
agreement be reached on a simultaneous halt in the
production of nuclear weapons by all states. All
such weapons—whether atomic, hydrogen or
neutron bombs or missiles. At the same time, the
nuclear powers could undertake to start the gradual
reduction of existing stockpiles of such weapons,
and move towards their complete, total destruction.
The energy of the atom for peaceful purposes exclu
sively—that is the call the Soviet state is making in
the year of its sixtieth anniversary to the govern
ments and peoples.

There is another important problem that has a
direct bearing on the task of reducing the danger of
nuclear war, namely, that of seeing through to the
end the work of banning nuclear weapon tests, so
that no such tests are conducted underground as
well as in the atmosphere, in outer space, and under
water. We want to achieve progress in the negotia
tions on this matter and bring them to a successful
conclusion. Therefore, we state that we are
prepared to reach agreement on a moratorium
covering nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes
along with a ban on all nuclear weapon tests for a
definite period. We trust that this important step on
the part of the USSR is properly appreciated by our
partners at the negotiations and that the road will
thus be cleared to concluding a treaty long awaited
by the peoples.

The Soviet Union is confidently following the
road of peace. It is our active and consistent stand
that the contest between socialism and capitalism
should be decided not on the field of battle, not on
the munitions conveyors, but in the sphere of peace
ful work. We want the frontiers dividing these two
worlds to be crossed not by missiles with nuclear
warheads, but by the threads of broad and diversi
fied cooperation for the good of all mankind. By
steadfastly pursuing this policy, we are carrying out
one of the main slogans of the October Revolution 

and the behests of Lenin: Peace to the peoples!
If it should prove possible to solve the major

problem—that of preventing another world war
and establishing durable peace—new vistas would
open for the inhabitants of the earth. The precondi
tions would appear for solving many other vitally
important problems, which are arising before
mankind as a whole in our day.

In our day the world is socially heterogeneous—
it is made up of states with different social systems.
This is an objective fact. By its inner development
and by its approach to international relations the
socialist part of the world is setting a good example
of the lines along which the major problems arising
before mankind can best be solved. But, needless to
say, it can not solve them for the whole of
humanity. What is needed here are purposeful ef
forts by the peoples of every country, broad and
constructive cooperation by all countries, all
peoples. The Soviet Union is wholeheartedly for
such cooperation. In this—if one looks deeper—lies
the essence of the foreign policy course that we call
the course of peaceful coexistence.

Comrades and friends, the achievements of the
October Revolution and the potentialities of social
ism are today the surest guarantee of mankind’s
further progress. The October Revolution is the
banner of great changes raised aloft over the twen
tieth century by the will and hands of the working
masses.

We are advancing towards the epoch when, in
one specific, historically determined form or
another, socialism will be the prevailing social
system on earth, bringing with it peace, freedom,
equality, and well-being to the whole of working
mankind.

This is no utopia, no beautiful dream. This is a
real prospect. It is brought nearer daily by our work
and struggles, comrades. It is brought nearer by the
work and struggles of millions of our contem
poraries. This is the continuation of the cause
begun by the October Revolution.
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Brilliant Star of October

Dear Comrade Brezhnev, honored guests, and
you, the representatives of the great Soviet people—
who are the breakthrough pioneers and trail blazers
in the human species’ victorious struggle for social
progress. With each day in the successful building
of socialism, you are breaking new ground. You are
doing that which has no precedent. Yours is, there
fore, the honor, the glory, the excitement and the
sacrifices of all pioneers.

It is with great joy and happiness that I extend to
you the congratulations and the happy 60th an
niversary greetings of the millions of workers and
people in the United States who are yearning and
fighting for a world in peace and detente—greetings
of the opponents of imperialism and racism—the
congratulations of the partisans of socialism—and
the warmest comradely working-class embrace, by
the members and leaders of our Party—the Com
munist Party of the United States.

Sixty years ago a new star was born. A star of a
different quality, cast in a new mold, made its ex
plosive appearance on the horizon of human de
velopment. For 60 years the light that radiates from
it has become ever brighter, the orbit of its influ
ence ever larger. The Union of Socialist Soviet
Republics has become the brightest star in the uni
verse of human societies.

Your 60 years of socialist construction and your
new Constitution stand as a living testimonial, irre
futable proof that socialism is a superior social or
der. Your 60 years are an exhibit, proof that the
birth of socialism was not an accident of history,
but the materialization of an idea whose time has
come, proof that the moment for the transition
from capitalism to socialism had arrived.

It is to the everlasting credit of the Party and the
wisdom of Lenin that they understood the laws of
social development, the role of the revolutionary
energy of the masses. They did not miss the bus of
history, the moment, because they focused on, they
zeroed in on the revolutionary transition of political
power to a coalition of forces led by the working
class.
Speech at sixtieth anniversary celebration of the October Revolu
tion, Moscow, Novembers, 1977.

GUS HALL

It is to the glory of the Soviet people that in their
revolutionary wisdom they were able to take that
which history and objective processes had made
possible, and turned them into realities.

Your 60 glorious years are a total refutation of
the antisocialist slanders and distortions.

The economic, ideological and political competi
tion between the two world socio-economic systems
is inevitable.

It is an expression of the intrinsic contradictions
between the two systems and represents the central
contradiction of our epoch. Within this framework,
the Soviet Union and the United States are viewed
by millions as showcases—one of socialism, the
other of monopoly capitalism.

With each passing year the socialist showcase is
gathering an abundance of trophies for victories in
the field of human progress, including the award
for the best overall quality of life. With each pass
ing year, the showcase of monopoly capital has less
to show. It is increasingly reluctant to put on exhibit
the products of its general crisis. The managers of
the big business showcase try to cover up the pover
ty, the racism, the gaping slums, and 60 per cent
unemployment in the ghettos, the oppression and
exploitation by U.S. corporation in Africa, Asia
and Latin America, by demagogic talks about hu
man rights elsewhere.

The showcase of monopoly capital has turned in
to a showcase of instability, of ailments and crisis,
fears and insecurity.

The Soviet Union, rightfully, has earned the deep
respect and confidence of all who are struggling for
social progress. This confidence is based on 60 years
of experience. As if by conditioned reflex, revolu
tionary fighters, peace advocates, fighters against
imperialism and racism, the working-class move
ments throughout the world, know and take for
granted that the Soviet Union will be on their side
of the struggle. Based on experience, they have full
confidence the Soviet Union will, in all situations,
be on the side of anti-imperialism, and not make
secret economic, military deals with the butchers of
Chile. Based on experience they take for granted the
Soviet Union will always be on the side of national 
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liberation in Angola and South Africa.
Based on 60 years of experience, the people of the

world rightly assume that the Soviet Union will con
tinue to be a powerful force for peace and detente.

So, on this 60th anniversary, we can say with con
fidence that with ever brighter intensity the Union 

of Socialist Soviet Republics will illuminate the path
of socialism and communism.

Long live the trail blazers to socialism and com
munism!

Long live the brilliant star of October!

A Beac@si of Progress
HENRY WINSTON

Let me, from these sacred grounds, on the occa
sion of your 60th anniversary, express to Comrade
Leonid I. Brezhnev, the Leninist Central Commit
tee of the CPSU, the entire Soviet people, our warm
fraternal and revolutionary greetings.

Your march into communism brings happiness to
all fighters against imperialism. Your success in all
areas of life is a beacon from which fighters for
social progress and national emancipation seek in
spiration.

Until October 1917, slavery, feudalism and
capitalism denied the most elementary human rights
to the majority of peoples of the world. The Rus
sian working class, led by the Communist Party
headed by V.I. Lenin, welded a unity which over
threw the rule of capital. This was begun by the shot
from the Aurora, which reverbated throughout the
land and was heard by all exploited and oppressed
all over the world.

One of the first acts of the new government was
to issue its decree on peace. The world witnessed the
nobility and humanism of Marxism-Leninism and
proletarian internationalism.

The decree on peace was on the beginning of the
foreign policy of the USSR. This policy of peace
facilitated the building of socialism in the USSR,
was of great assistance to the anti-monopoly move
ment in capitalist countries fighting for social
progress, the national liberation movements fight
ing imperialism in their struggle for complete inde
pendence.

The majority peace movement in the U.S. arose
in the fight against the policy of U.S. imperialism in
Vietnam. It’s growing strength is expressed against
the barbarity of apartheid fascist rule in South
Africa, the Pinochet fascist regime in Chile, the

Speech at sixtieth anniversary celebration of the October
Revolution, Leningrad, Novembers, 1977. 

A BEACON OF PROGRESS

fight against the imperialist, racist barrage against
Panama, the Zionist-led Israeli policy of annexa
tion of Arab lands, the growing movement to break
the economic blocade of Cuba, the fight against the
huge military budget, the fight to stop the arms
race, and above all, for a more rapid pace of devel
opment of detente and peaceful co-existence. The
resistance to this comes from the most reactionary
wing of state monopoly capitalism.

At home there is growing awareness of the need
to fight anti-Communism and racism. Every ad
vance on this front is a victory for human rights in
the U.S. and strengthens the cause of peace.

The severity of the economic crisis has led to a
growing militance in the ranks of the working class,
not only in steel, auto, electrical, but also among
municipal workers, teachers and other social strata.
There is a growing consciousness and rise in in
dependent mass action and a greater struggle against
the banks, utilities, landlords and big capital. This
can also be said of the Black liberation movement
and other minorities’ and their allies’ fight against
racism and political repression.

The fight for the immediate freedom of Ben
Chavis and the Wilmington 10 in North Carolina
must remain on the agenda of progressive move
ments of the world. Nelson Mandela and all politi
cal prisoners of the capitalist world must be set free.

Marxism-Leninism and proletarian international
ism, so magnificently upheld through the last 60
years by the Soviet Union, is admired by progressive
mankind everywhere. Communists in the U.S. re
gard these principles as the only road to total vic
tory over exploitation, national oppression, neo
colonialism and imperialism.

Long live detente and peaceful co-existence. «
Long live the fraternal relations between the CP

SU and theCPUSA.
Long live Communism.
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On Reflection and Ideology

MORRIS COLMAN

Whoever begins the serious study of Marxism soon
encounters the Marxist theory of knowledge, often
called the theory of reflection (in formal terms,
epistemology). It is a cornerstone of historical
materialism, the Marxist account of historical
development, of class relations, laws, customs,
culture; and historical materialism is the basis for
all Communist programs, from day-to-day
struggles to the building of socialism. If the human
mind does not accurately reflect the realities of
nature and society, then no planning and no
technology can be relied on. Marxists hold that
human knowledge accurately corresponds to the
objective realities with which it deals in practice,
though never completely, and sometimes very
superficially.

The Marxist theory of reflection is also one of the
most contested, distorted, and rejected of Marxist
propositions. The attack generally comes from anti
Marxists, but even some who with to be Marxists
think the theory of reflection shows human under
standing as merely passive, an inert lump pushed
around by all that happens to it. They think that
humanity’s vast creativity demands a “free spirit”
untrammeled by the rules of natural law. Marxists,
who place the transformation of quantity into
quality, the constant emergence of the new, at the
center of dialectics, as shown for instance by the
evolutionary history of life on earth, look on
humanity’s creativity as the understanding obser
vance and use of natural law in the service of
humanity’s many-sided needs.

Marxists are materialists. Materialism, most
briefly characterized, Is the assumption that
throughout the universe matter is primary, having
existed prior to and independent of any ideas in
any mind; that there are no ideas other than human
ideas; that those are reflections in the minds of
humans of the movements of matter in nature and
society, the mind itself being a function of the most
recently-developed and most highly-organized form
of evolving matter, the human brain.

Idealism, summarized with equal brevity, is the
assumption that ideas everywhere or somewhere,
always or at some time, have priority over matter, 
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and exercise some form of direct influence over
matter, which is thought to be either a creature or
servant of thought, to one or another degree. In
some idealist systems the sovereign ideas are
thought to be in the mind of a deity or other super
natural entity; in others they are in the minds of
humans. Every religion, by definition, is based in
idealist premises. Some variations of idealism, overt
or implicit, are secular. Idealism is the natural
outlook of any class that seeks to be served by other
social classes, giving orders that others obey.

Philosophical idealists see no need to account for
the emergence of ideas. To them, ideas are the basic
data of life—the priority of “spirit” over matter.
But a theory of knowledge is indispensable to any
materialist world-view. The materialist is obliged to
explain how a material organism (a human) can
know and think. The theory of reflection is the
materialist answer. It needs to be considered in
detail.

Cognition—Unique Phenomenon
Human cognition is a unique phenomenon.

There is nothing known to us with which it could
strictly be compared. Any functional term for it
must therefore be a metaphor. Reflection, in its
common definition, is a movement of matter.
Reflected light will register on a photographic film.
Reflected sound is a vibration of air. But the term
“reflection” used to denote the chief quality of
human knowledge is an abstraction from an
infinitely complex natural process and therefore
does not have substance in the sense that light or
sound do. The term is far from satisfactory, since
some people think that reflection implies passivity;
but other terms are even less precise. To speak of
knowledge as “representation” of the thing known
seems even less acceptable; it implies a total differ
ence between the object and the knowledge of it. A
representation could be a mere symbol, like speech.
The term “reflection” is perfectly serviceable if it is
used with a thoughtful understanding of what it
stands for, which is within everyone’s experience.

_' Languages are socially-evolved systems of
common socially-learned symbols with rules of use, 
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that serve to evoke the inner knowledge or reflec
tion with which words are associated. But without
prior individual experience of what any given words
and sentences refer to, language is empty. It tells
nothing. Language is the necessary guide to knowl
edge, but it can never be the substance or basis of
knowledge; that would be a flat negation of the
theory of reflection. Knowledge, mostly socially
gained through the guidance of language, is a reflec
tion of reality, based in the first place on active ex
perience with reality. As Lenin put it, “The stand
point of life, of practice, should be first and funda
mental in the theory of knowledge.” (Collected
Works, Vol. 14, p. 142.)

The special character of language, as a universal
set of symbols, is that it can evoke the reflection of
reality from any part of one’s history. In addition
then to its vast social role as systems of social
signaling in communication and recording,
language plays a decisive creative role in the
development of human knowledge. Because it can
call to mind an unlimited variety of reflections of
events widely separated in time and space, it is
socially used to form abstractions and
generalizations, and to set up categories of related
objects and events. Through its rules of use (syntax)
one can bring together any combination of reflec
tions of past or present in order to develop ideal
models both of reality (as in science) and of
imagined arrangements of reality (as in myth,
speculation and art). The creative possibilities of
humanity’s use of language to arrive at new and
higher forms of knowledge and inventions is
unlimited, as all history shows.

Language, a system of symbols, can accomplish
all that because it can separate us from the reality it
symbolizes, and lets us use abstractions, inferences,
logic, and the dialectical combination of partial
reflections—in other words, it lets us construct the
most elaborate and abstract mental models of any
thing—whole systems of social and technical aware
ness, that can be validated or falsified by the test of
practice. It thus not only serves the most creative
uses of philosophy, science, technology, art—but it
is equally the prime instrument of myth, error, and
particularly of deceit.

Just as Marx, setting out from the proposition
that commodities are exchanged at their value on
the average, had to solve the problem of how
capitalists make a profit, so we have to face the
question of how knowledge can accurately reflect 

reality and yet allow the errors and especially the
deceits that are so commonplace in history.

There is much we never know about anything we
deal with. We observe selectively, in relation to
access, ability, interest and purposes. What we
sense at any given moment is a very limited aspect
of what is before us. The immediate reflection is
very partial. Any object or event has infinite inter
connections and an endless history. We take in
something with our senses, but that tells us little or
nothing of its history, its composition, its origins,
its connections or its qualities beyond what is
evident to our senses. The event has meaning only if
we already know a great deal more about it than we
see here and now. Sometimes all we can see and
know from previous experience is so completely
“one-sided” that it can not guide us to any effective
action. That is ignorance, or, if we act against our
interests, error.
Truth, Absolute and Relative

But if I pick up a stone, throw it, and hit my
target, then my mental reflection of the stone and
its situation, my position and movements, interval
and position of target, etc., is absolutely sufficient
for my limited purpose. In that sense, my cognition
has truly reflected all the relevant aspects of that
reality. There is a real and effective correspondence
between my subjectivity, my action, and the
external realities with which it interacts. I know of
no term that begins to convey the real, dialectical
relation of reality, knowledge, and action other
than “reflection,” metaphorical as it may be. It is
definitely not a passive relation. We have the
obligation to look beyond the metaphor to the
reality it symbolizes, and use the metaphor with
understanding of the complex reality behind it.

The same absolute quality of a relative set of
reflections of reality is illustrated in the sending of
men to the moon and back. There is probably no
single individual whose mind reflects all the
immensely complicated realities that were needed to
produce the elaborate apparatus, the guidance
systems, power sources, and general know-how
involved. That was a product of ages-long social
practice and observation and analysis and abstrac
tion. Much of the final knowledge was worked out
in mathematical equations. But all of it harks back
ultimately to concrete direct material scientific
investigations in all manner of physical experi
ments. There remains an infinity of knowledge still 
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to be gained from further study and experimenta
tion and action in this area, but what was known
was absolutely sufficient to accomplish the plan—
to put men on the moon to carry out certain tasks,
and then to return safely to earth.

What is known in such an endeavor is absolutely
true with reference to the accomplished task, but
only relatively true with respect to all that is yet to
be learned.

Lenin developed that theme in a famous frag
ment entitled “On Dialectics,” that appears in all
editions of Materialism and Empirio Criticism. It
repays thoughtful study. He says in part (emphasis
his): “Philosophical idealism is only nonsense
from the standpoint of crude, simple, metaphysical
materialism. On the other hand, from the stand
point of dialectical materialism, philosophical
idealism is a one-sided, exaggerated . . . develop
ment . . of one of the features, sides, facets of
knowledge into an absolute, divorced from matter,
from nature, apotheosized. Idealism is clericalism.
True. But philosophical idealism is ... a road to
clericalism through one of the shades of the infin
itely complex knowledge (dialectical) of man. ... It
is a sterile flower undoubtedly, but it is a sterile
flower that grows on the living tree of living, fertile,
genuine, powerful, omnipotent, absolute human
knowledge.” Note Lenin’s use of “absolute.” I
have drastically shortened his statement, but I
believe without affecting his meaning, in order to
emphasize Lenin’s view that even “sterile” socially-
held positions are to be seen not merely as error, but
as deceptively incomplete constructions on the basis
of reflections that do not include one or another
essential aspect of reality.

Error—Insufficient Reflection
It can correctly be said that in the materialist

theory of knowledge the subjective reflection that
guides any action is absolutely true to as much as it
reflects. That is the only possible meaning of
“reflection” in this context. To be precise, one can
not speak of a “false reflection,” though such
expressions are often used as shorthand for the con
tradiction between partial reflection and whole
reality. There is sufficient reflection for the task, as
proved by successful practice, or there is insuffi
cient, “one-sided” (to use Lenin’s term) reflection
that, being inadequate to the task, adds up to ignor
ance or error.

How can one describe a “subjective reflection,” 

an item of human knowledge, the inner reality we
are talking about? You know yours and I know
mine, but we have never looked at the same one in
order to agree on just what is there. In the form of
consciousness, it remains a private experience for
each individual, however social its origin. But con
sciousness has vital functions. It is the necessary
prelude or preparation for action in the presence of
anything that is new in a situation (anything not so
familiar that it is “taken for granted,” and can be
dealt with while attention is directed elsewhere;
sometimes too much is “taken for granted,” and
the response is a wrong one). Consciousness also
makes volition possible: we can foresee the
probable results of an action, judge them, and react
accordingly.

To begin with, since every human is in all respects
a part of society, has been born into it and has no
existence independent of it, all knowledge is
socially-mediated knowledge, learned and used in a
social context. We could not understand or use even
the simplest experience if we had never had social
guidance. A moment of consciousness generally
begins with an event impinging on the senses,
though it may be mainly an inner stimulus, a
thought or a memory. But nothing that strikes the
senses here and now conveys any meaning of its
own. If nothing like it had ever been met, it would
tell nothing concrete at all. The meaning has to
come in the last analysis from like experience in the
past, which no longer exists except as inner effects
and traces from the past. Those traces exist only as
established dispositions in the brain until they issue
in thought and action. But that is not enough to
define the content of consciousness. Since every
human is in every respect a socially-conditioned
being, any action, however simple, in response to
any event will get its direction from the individual’s
social consciousness, by his sense of what effect his
response will have on his social relations. All these
components of consciousness reflect the individ
ual’s value system, which a lifetime of social inter
action has developed into a scale of values from
very bad to very good. Every experience and every
action contains its own “feeling-tone,” or emo
tional color, that expresses that value and enters
into the purposes of the action. The word “re
flection” then is an abstraction for a very com
plex socially-conditioned process that combines the
immediate effect of external reality with the mean
ing and direction the process receives from a 
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completely hidden set of unique dispositions laid
down throughout the individual’s whole history—
a dialectical unity of the objective and subjective,
which adds up to a potential for action that no
scientific procedure now known can pinpoint, and
that can change at any moment as the inner result of
new experiences or newly-evoked memories.

Unlike external reality, which can be socially
known, the inner events that we know as cognition,
thought, consciousness, feeling, are unpredictably
changeable. They obey inner dispositions created in
individual history, and we can not know them
socially in the way we can know external reality.
They are momentary images of objective reality
that serve as signals for our real actions. All the
terms used to denote that process: reflection, con
sciousness, etc., are abstractions, words that stand
for an entirely elusive reality going on inside the
brain.

The term “material” often crops up in discussions
of the theory of knowledge. It has more than one
meaning. Marxists hold with Lenin that “there is
nothing in the world except matter in motion.”
{Ibid., p. 175.) It is quite correct, therefore, to say
that everything in the universe is material (using the
term as adjective). But there is a profound differ
ence in practice and in theory between the knowl
edge of objective matter, that which moves and can
be socially known, on the one hand, and on the
other hand knowledge of functions or qualities of
matter-motion that are known only subjectively—
the private processes of consciousness and thought.
The matter involved in these processes (the thinking
brain) is objective, it has mass and energy, we know
of its motion. But the meaning of the motion, its
quality as a signal, is subjective and may be different
for each person (but knowledge socially tested in
practice and adequate to its use takes on objectiv
ity, as I have shown above). Our individual sensi
tivity to the signaling quality of reflected events
(our consciousness), a subject-object relation, not
an object, can properly be called “non-material”
(not composed of matter) in the sense that it has
neither mass nor energy. But that quality is not
“spirit” in the historical idealist meaning of that
term, and it has no motion of its own. Lenin
emphasized that point when he wrote: “the attempt
to think of motion without matter smuggles in
thought divorced from matter—and that is philos
ophical idealism.” (Anyone interested in detailed
and scientific data on the working of the mind is 
ON REFLECTION AND REALITY

referred to Alexander R. Luria, The Working Brain
and Cognitive Development: Its Social and Cul
tural Foundations, and L.S. Vygotsky, Thought
and Language.)

The Birth of Ideologies
The fact that all knowledge, the subjective reflec

tion, is partial, one-sided, true to a degree but
always incomplete, has important meanings for
everyday social and political life. Marx wrote that
“social consciousness reflects social being,” and
Lenin added that social consciousness never reflects
all of social being, and can never be equated with it.
That fact accounts for the phenomenon of
ideologies. An ideology is a self-contained, self-
consistent, systematic world outlook. Men and
women have often been ready to give up their lives
in defense of an ideology.

Ideologies make history. In a famous figure of
speech, Marx wrote: “. . . theory also becomes a
material force as soon as it has gripped the
masses.” (Marx-Engels Collected Works, Vol. 3, p.
182.) On the other hand, so long as the ideology of
a ruling class is accepted by the masses, no signifi
cant social change is possible.

One might identify a vast number of distinct
ideologies in history—religious, national, etc.—but
all have this in common: they represent the interests
of a class. Just as individual interests determine the
direction taken by consciousness, so do class
interests dominate all ideologies. But that could not
guarantee the vitality of an ideology if it did not
contain another essential element: every ideology to
survive has to be based in true reflection of enough
of reality to make the outlook it fosters plausible.

The most obvious ideology is that of an exploit
ing class. Any member must exploit or go under.
Every workable means of exploitation gets its
sanction, including racism, sexism, speedup, union
busting, unemployment; all in their turn become
legitimate, even necessary parts of the money-mak
ing process. The successful businessman accurately
reflects all the conditions of his business, as wit
nessed by his profits.

The relatively small group of owners of the
nation’s principal means of life see themselves as
the indispensable directors of national life, and in
conditions of modern capitalism indeed they are,
and their role is bowed to by presidents, govern
ments, congresses. The schools, churches, media of
all kinds appear to accept that as a fact of life. The 
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president of General Motors who is reported to
have said “What is good for General Motors is
good for the nation” probably believed it.

Though they may seem to be in opposition to the
monopolists, the many varieties of liberal reform
ers, on analysis, are found to have an ideology like
theirs in essence. Their efforts are never directed at
abolishing exploitation; on the contrary, in order to
protect the system of exploitation they try to miti
gate what they regard as its dangerous excesses.

An ideology does not necessarily represent the
interests of its adherents. A large proportion of
American workers, for example, still accept the
necessity of private ownership of the nation’s
means of life, and act under the spell of capitalist
ideology, because it seems to reflect the reality of
life as they see it. They fight for better wages and
conditions, for a better social position under capi
talism. But they still see capitalism, even in its
horrendous imperialist form, with all its racism,
sexism, violence, unemployment, deprivation and
misery, as the way things are and have to be. At
times they champion their own class enemies, even
fight for them, and look on one or another section
of their own class, with whom they feel in
competition for jobs and whatever good things of
life are available, as the enemy.

A tragic example is the phenomenon of racism,
based on a constant widespread campaign of deceit
by the ruling class and its servants that stand to
gain by dividing the working class, with no more
reflection of reality than superficial differences of
race and culture. How superficial that reflection is
can be demonstrated by the fact that fighting side
by side for a common objective is the most effective
destroyer of race prejudice.

Such self-defeating but often strongly-held ideo
logies have their basis in a reflection of very super
ficial facts, upon which an army of ideologues,
clergy, teachers, writers, thinkers, artists, them
selves often victims of the same one-sided outlook,
build a tremendous superstructure of speculation,
myth and art intended to rationalize what is.

The deep natural feelings of brotherhood and
love of fatherland that reflect the realities of inter
dependent social living, expressed in various forms
of social consciousness, are mobilized in the service
of imperialism, chauvinism, aggressive wars, even
fascism, by the class that stands to profit by them,
and by its supporters. Millions of men and women
have fought and died in the interests of their own 
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oppressors. The history of humanity, especially in
the economically advanced, imperialist nations, has
been a history of mass deceit. Those obvious facts
do not invalidate the Marxist theory of knowledge,
but they show how far much of humanity has to go
in seeing below the surface appearance of things
before it can achieve mastery over its own fate.

Marx, Engels and Lenin have vividly described
how little of the decisive facts of social-economic
relations are visible to ordinary observation. No
one understood the whole scene scientifically until
Marx, Engels and Lenin discovered and revealed it.

If one has not learned to question the very basis
of the socio-economic system into which one is born
and brought up, then all the horrors to be seen in
the non-socialist world seem to be essential aspects
of things as they have to be (regrettably, no doubt).
Even bourgeois science plays its role in many ways,
one of the most important being the theories of
“unchanging human nature” that are still common,
and racist theories based on wholly unscientific
“IQ” procedures.

One important point to bear in mind, as Lenin
made clear, is that the horrors of today’s life out
side of socialism are not mere results of wickedness
or even selfishness of those responsible, which
could then be cured by a “change of heart,” or
some kind of reform. If that were the case, there
would be no need of revolutionary change, no need
to transfer ownership and the power it confers from
private owners out for profit to the workers of
factory, field, and office able to achieve abundance
and full opportunity for all.

The theory of knowledge also makes clear why
little is accomplished politically by education alone,
without active struggle around real issues. Every
hearer tries first to fit what he hears into his ready
made ideological system, to subordinate it to what
part of reality he is already familiar with. Some
workers believe that higher wages feed inflation.
Some, who may be unemployed, fear for their
“individual freedom” under socialism. Words
point the way, but it is experience that teaches. The
example of dedicated struggle for known needs,
along with political illumination, is the only thing
that will bring home to the great masses the realities
behind exploitation, racism, nationalism, wars and
develop and spread wide a truly working-class
ideology, that reflects the most basic social relations
and shows how they may be changed.
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Davis, Angela Y.—“Racism and Male
Supremacy,” Mar., 2.

Davis, Benjamin J.—Sept., 32.
Dennis, Eugene—Sept., 34.
Dennis, Thomas—“The Roots of

Racism in the Automobile Industry,”
Feb., 7.

Donati, D.—“A Time for Reveille,”
Oct. 9.

DuBois, W.E.B.—Sept., 35.
Editorial Comment—“Proletarian In

ternationalism: A Vital Force,” May
2; “A New Epoch Begins,” Nov., 3.

Flynn, Elizabeth G.—Sept., 30.
Ford, James W.—Sept., 29.
Foster, William Z.—Sept.,27.
Frankie, Peggy Goldman—“The Fight

for Public Education in Michigan,”
July-Aug., 17.

Gerson, Simon—“On Building a Mass,
Anti-Monopoly Party,” Oct., 22;
“Revisiting the Soviet Union After

Fifty Years,” Nov., 59.
Hall, Gus—“New Contradictions, New

Forms of Struggle,” Jan., 2; “Work
ing-Class Intellectuals” Apr., 2;
“The First Five Months of the Carter
Administration,” June, 4; “The Role
of Theory in the Struggle for World
Communist Unity,” Sept., 3; “Let
ter to DuBois,” Sept., 35; “The
First Sixty Yeares of New History,”
Nov., 4; “YWLL: A Tradition Con
tinued,” Dec., 8; “The Brilliant Star
of October,” Dec., 32.

Jackson, James E.—“Pages from the
History of Struggle in the South,”
Feb., 11; “Tribute to Joe North,”
Feb., 30; “National Liberation: An
‘October’ Dream Fulfilled,” July-
Aug., 21; “On Certain Aspects of
Bourgeois Nationalism,” Sept., 37;
“Lenin’s Party Precepts Affirmed by
History,” Nov., 20.

Jagan, Cheddi—“PNC in Shambles,”
May, 12.

Kashtan, William—“A Just and Last
ing Solution ofthe National Question
in Canada Is Possible,” June, 21.

Kaye, Herb—“Left-Center Unity and
the Fight for Jobs in Steel,” Dec., 23.

Kling, Jack—“Some Reflections on the
18th Congress, Communist Party of
Israel,” Apr., 21.

L.E.W.—“ ‘What’s Happening to La
bor?,’ ” Apr., 39.

Le Duan—“Vietnamese Revolution at a
New Stage,” July-Aug., 45.

Lightfoot, Claude M.—“Centrality of
the Struggle for Black Liberation,”
Sept., 13.

Marquit, Erwin (Cohen, Marc J. and)
“Upper Midwest Conference on
Marxism and the New-Left Ideolo
gy,” Mar., 38.

Meyers, George—“Ferment in Organ
ized Labor,” Jan., 5; “The Sixteenth
Congress of the Soviet Trade
Unions,” May, 18; “Industrial Con
centration: ‘The Bottom Line,’ ”
July-Aug., 11; “Unity: The Road
Ahead for U.S. Workers,” Oct., 3.

Mitchell, Charlene (and Myerson,
Michael)—“The Death Penalty: A
Class Weapon,” Feb., 20.

Morris, George—“Trade Unions in a
Socialist Society,” Nov., 41.

Munford, Clarence J.—“Self-Criticism
of ‘Nineteen Theses: Black National
ism and the Liberation Movement in
the Third World,’ ” Feb., 38.

Myerson, Michael (Mitchell, Charlene
and)—“The Death Penalty: A Class
Weapon,” Feb., 20.

Nagin, Rick—“Steelworkers at the
Crossroads,” Jan., 10; “The Crisis in
Steel,” Dec., 16.

New Times—“Contrary to the Interests
of Peace and Socialism in Europe,”
July-Aug., 37.

North, Joseph—“Center of the

World,” Feb., 31.
Parsons, Howard L.—“On the New

Constitution of the USSR,” Nov., 7.
Patterson, William L.—“Class, Race

and Black Liberation,” June, 37.
Perio, Victor—“The Energy Crisis,”

May, 31; “The Energy Crisis (II),”
July-Aug., 25; “Economic Competi
tion Between Socialism and Capital
ism: The First Sixty Years,” Nov.,
35.

Phillipoff, Robert—“Some Aspects of
Monopoly Domination of the Mass
Media,” July-Aug., 31.

Pittman, Margrit—“Socialist Democ
racy in Czechoslovakia,” Mar., 13.

Ramirez, Armando—“1976 Auto Con
tract—Best Deal Ever—For the
Companies,” Jan., 19.

Reed, John—Sept., 26.
Reynolds, Joseph—“Response to

Cohen and Whitney,” Apr., 35.
Ristorucci, Roque—“A Milestone Con

vention,” Dec., 12.
Rubin, Daniel—“The Carter Adminis

tration and the Fight for the Needs
of the People,” Apr., 14.

Ruthenberg, Charles E.—Sept., 24.
Saperstein, Lou—“Ford is Organized!”

Mar., 19; “Ford is Organized (II),”
May, 23.

Simpson, Arthur—“The ‘Year of the
Press’ and the Years of the ‘Ap
peal,’ ” Feb., 25.

Sinclair, Betty—“For a Just Peace in
Northern Ireland,” Jan., 35.

Steele, James—“Tasks in the New
Year,” Feb., 16; “The YWLL in the
Fight for Youth Rights,” Dec., 3.

Teitelboim, Volodia—“Reflections on
the 1,000 Days of Popular Unity
Rule,” June, 14.

Warsaw Pact Nations—“For the Ad
vance of Detente and the Consolida
tion of Security and Cooperation in
Europe,” Mar., 26.

West, James—“For International Soli
darity, Against Opportunism,” Apr.,
6; “Tire Communist Party and the
Organization of the Unorganized,”
Sept., 18.

Whitney, Bill—“On the Leninist Con
ception of Mind and Matter,” Mar.,
35,

Williams, Patrick—“On Labor Politi-
. cal Action,” Dec., 20.

Wilson, Charles—“A Convention of
Illinois Labor,” Jan., 25.

Winston, Henry—“What Kind of Afri
can-Afro American Connection,”
Feb., 12; “Build the Unity of Left
and Center: Key to Working-class
Victory,” July-Aug., 2; “A Beacon
of Progress,” Dec., 33.

Young Workers Liberation League—
“Unity is the Young Generation’s
Key to Victory,” Sept.,.43.

Zagarell, Michael—“Total Propaganda
and the Class Struggle,” Oct., 3.
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Vol. 1: MARXISM AND NEW LEFT IDEOLOGY
Proceedings of 1st Midwest Marxist Scholars Conference, November 1976

Papers on: Emergence of New Left theories; Batalov’s Philosophy of Revolt; new
revisionism and the state; relevance of Engels’ concept of scientific socialism;
Jiirgen Habermas; New Left theories on the mode of production.

102pp, price $2.85, hardcover $7.85

Vol. 2: SOCIAL CLASS IN THE CONTEMPORARY UNITED STATES
Proceedings of 2nd Midwest Marxist Scholars Conference, May 1977

Papers on: Class and race in the Gary steel mills; Aronowitz’s False Promises; intel
lectuals and the working class; ideology and the technical relations of production;
Rowbotham’s position on women and class.

v ca. 100 pp, price $2.85, hardcover $7.85

Vol. 3: THE SOCIALIST COUNTRIES: GENERAL FEATURES OF POLITI
CAL, ECONOMIC, AND CULTURAL LIFE by Erwin Marquit

Survey of common characteristics and differences among the socialist countries of
Eastern and Central Europe, Asia, and Cuba, Discussion of role of Communist
parties, social and^conomic planning, labor and management policies, women,
governmental system, and international coordination of socialist economies. In
cludes comparative statistical data unavailable elsewhere.

ca. 200 pp, price $4.85, hardcover $9.85

Add 50;? per order for postage and handling.
Set of volumes 1, 2, 3 — $10.50.

Order from: Marxist Educational Press, c/o Department of Anthropology, 215
Ford Hall, University of Minnesota, 224 Church St. SE, Minneapolis, MN 55455

Announcement of 3rd Midwest Marxist Scholars Conference
March 3-5,1978

Chicago Circle Campus, University of Illinois

CRISIS AND AUSTERITY IN THE 1970s: CLASS STRUGGLE
IN ECONOMICS, POLITICS, AND CULTURE

Call for Papers—Suggested topics: General theoretical analyses; specific aspects of
the crisis; science, tecjmology and environment; monopoly capital and the two-party
system; education; culture. Papers on the racial impact of the crisis are especially
sought.

Deadline for papers: January 15, 1978. For further details write to Professor
Edward Greer, Urban Studies, Roosevelt University, 430S. Michigan Av., Chicago,
H 60605; or to Marxist Educational Press (address above).


