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lnfroduciory Note on Violence Within the Movement

| By ‘Curoli ne Lund

This bulletin contains articles explaining the Marxist
position of opposition to the use of violence to settle dif-
ferences within the workers movement and how this posi-
tion was applied in practice by the Socialist Workers
Party and the Young Socialist Alliance in the radical
movement during the late 1960s and early 1970s.

This question has been a vitally important one for the
Trotskyist movement since its inception. Because of our
revolutionary views and devotion to proletarian democ-
racy, Trotskyists have been the targets of violence from
both the Stalinists and the trade union bureaucracy. Our
support for workers democracy is a reflection of confi-
dence that the revolutionary-Marxist program represents
the interests of the working class, Unlike Stalinist or trade-
union . bureaucrats, who fear that open and democratic
decision-making will undermine their positions, we have
everything to gain from .the open counterposition of our
views to those of the reformist and ultraleft currents in
the working class movement.

In the current radicalization, the SWP and the YSA stand
out as the only tendency thathas consistently championed
democracy within the movement. This has included rejec-
tion of redbaiting and unyielding opposition to the ex-

clusion of any tendency or group from united front strug- -

gles. . . }
A striking example of the correctness of this approach
was the role played by - Trotskyists in ther movement

against the Viemam war. Redbaiting, exclusion, and vio--

lence were introduced into.the movement by other ten-
dencies as a method of avoiding democratic discussion
of differences. The SWP and YSA convinced the over-
whelming majority of antiwar activists to support the
democratic right of all tendencies to participate in the
movement, and to protect conferences and demonstrations
against violent disruption from any quarter. This policy
helped the antiwar movement achieve its mass impact. .

In every instance of violence within the radical move-
ment— whether by members of Students for a Democratic
Society, the Progressive Labor Party, the Young Workers
Liberation League, or the National Caucus of Labor Com-
mittees —the SWP and YSA responded by attempting to
rally all tendencies in the movement to condemn such at-
tacks. At the same time, Trotskyists took the lead in form-
ing united marshalling teams to defend the right of the
movement to carry on its activities without interference.

The correctness of this SWP and YSA policy received
dramatic confirmation from the post-Watergate exposures
of government attempts to disrupt and destroy the antiwar

‘movement and the Black liberation movement. These de-

velopments have revealed that the ruling class attempts to
inspire violence within the radical movement in order to
disrupt and discredit it. FBI "COINTELPRO" (Counter-
intelligence Program) documents, obtained as a result of
the suit by Carl Stern of NBC News against the Justice
Department, show that FBI, White House, and local police
department spies fomented violent confrontations between
radical leaders and groups and encouraged ultraleft
youths to seize the platforms at antiwar demonstrations.

These revelations are evidence that, however "revolu-
tionary” the motivations of participants in such activities,
disruptive tactics such as these benefit only the ruling
class. The FBI documents reveal that the government
itself often provokes such acts to prevent united action
against its policies. One FBI communi&jue, for example,
instructed its operatives to "prevent the coaliion of mili-
tant black nationalist groups. In unity - there is
strength. . . ." The FBI documents motivate a policy of
instigating violence by pointing out that this helps to
discredit movements for social change in the eyes of the

.- 'masses of people.

Another. result of violence within the movement— one
the FBI cannot admit to promoting —is that it frustrates
the desire of -activists to get at the truth through a demo-
cratic discussion of different ideas and proposals.

Recent events in the trade union movement have pro-
vided fresh evidence of the anti-working class role played
by attempts to settle differences in the labor movement by .
violence. The goon attacks ordered by the Teamsters
Union officialdom against striking farm workers in 1973
hurt the entire union movement, and aided the bosses."
The ranks of the United-Mine Workers Union —fed up with
the murderous violence against dissidents by the corrupt
Boyle regime in the union-—finally succeeded last ‘year
in throwing out the corrupt leadership and in reinstituting
some democratic procedures in their union.

As new militant struggles by the working class unfold,
we can expect that the question of workers democracy and
violence within the workers movement will continue to be
of ¢riicial importance. R
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Section One:

On Workers Democracy

By Ernest Mandel

[The -following article first appeared in the January
20, 1969 issue of Intercontinenial Press, a revolutionary-
Marxist newsweekly.] . -

[Roger Garaudy, one of the leading
intellectuals of the Communistparty of
France, visited Belgium November 5
to give a lecture on "May 1968 in
France,” at the request of the Commu-
nist Student Union of Brussels Uni-
versity. Itwas notsurprising thatradi-
cal students considered a lecture on
this topic by a representative of the
French CP as a provocation.

[(In any case, when the meeting -

started, a few dozen Maoists carrying
portraits of Chairman Mao and anar-
~chists carrying a black flag persis-
tently tried —for the most part suc-

cessfully —to prevent Garaudy from

addressing tlhie audience.

{A confused debate followed in which
the question of whether Garaudy
should be allowed to speak was mixed
with the question of whether or not a

revolutionary situation had existedin

France in May. "

[Finally, the Maoists and anarchlsts
ended the debate by pushing Garaudy
out of the meeting hall.

{This incident raised serious ques-
tions about the norms of democratic
debate and behavior in the working
class and socialist movement. In an-
swer to some of the questions raised,
Ernest Mandel, the well-known Marx-
ist economist and editor of the Belgian
socialist weekly La Gauche, wrote an

article on the subject of workers de- .

mocracy which appeared in two parts
‘in the November 16 and November
23 issues of La Gauche. Because of
the timeliness of the topic, we are re-
producing the article below. The trans-
lation is by Intercontinental Press.)

. * *

The lamentable incidents which oc-
curred at the ULB [Universitaire
Libre de Bruxelles — Free University
of Brussels] when Garaudy came to
speak there have induced me to ex-
plain once again why we adhere to
the principles of workers democracy.

Workers democracy has always
been a basic tenet of the proletarian

movement. It was a tradition in the
socialist and communist movementto
firmly support this principle in the
time of Marx and Engels as well as
Lenin and Trotsky. It took the Stalin-

ist dictatorship in the USSR to shake
“this tradition. The temporary victory
of fascism in West and Central Europe -

also helped to undermineit. However,

the origins of this challenge to workers
democracy are deeper and older; they
lie in thebureaucratization of thelarge

-workers organizations.

The Social Democratic and trade-

‘union bureaucrats were the. first to

begin to undermine the principles of
workers democracy. They started call-
ing general membership meetings at
infrequent intervals. Then they began
to rig them, or often to do away with
them altogether. They began likewise
to restrict or abolish freedom of dis-
cussion and criticisry within their or-
ganizations. They did not hesitate

.even to appeal to the police (including

the secret police) for help in fighting
revolutionary minorities. At the time
of the first world war, the German

Social Democracy set a dismal exam- -

ple of collusion with the state repres-

- sive forces. In subsequent years, the
* Social Democrats everywhere fol-
- lowed this example. . :
The Soviet bureaucracy first and -
then the bureaucrats in the Stalinist
Communist parties (or in trade unions.
under Stalinist leadership) simplyfol-

lowed the pattern established by the -

Social Democrats, extending itfurther
and further. They abolished freedom
of discussion and of tendencies. Slan-
der ‘and lies replaced argument and
debate with opponenttendencies. They
made massive use of physical force

‘to prevent their opponents from "caus-

ing any harm.”" Thus, the entire Bol-
shevik old guard which led the Octo-
ber Revolution and the majority of the
members of Lenin's Central Com-
mittee were exterminated by Stalin
during the dark year$ of the Great

4

Purge (1935-38).

The young generation of anti-impe-
rialist and anticapitalist militants now
developing a revolutionary con-
sciousness are spontaneously return-
ing to the traditions of workers de-
mocracy. This was apparent in
France in May and June when freedom
of speech for all tendencies was jeal-
ously safeguarded in the assemblies of
students and revolutionary workers

" and students. But this new generation

is not always conscious of all the prin-
cipled and practical reasons for work-
ers democracy.

This is why the youth can be vul-
nerable to a kind of Stalinist-derived
demagogy being spread by certain
pro-Chinese sects, which seek to make
people believe that workers democ-

-racy is contrary to "the interests of the

revolution." Therefore, it is necessary
to reaffirm these reasons strongly.
The workers movement fights for
the emancipation -of the proletariat.
But this emancipation requires the
abolition of all forms of exploitation
to which the workers are subjected.
Rejecting workers democracy means
quite simply that you want to main-

.tain a situation like the one today in

which the masses of workers are un-

able to make their opinions heard.
The Marxist critique of bourgeois

democracy starts from the idea that

. this democracy is only formalbecause

the workers do not have the material

... means to exercise the rights which the

bourgeois constitutions formally
grant all citizens. Freedom of the
press is just a formality when only
the capitalists and their agents are able
to get together the millions of dollars
needed to establish a daily newspaper.

But the conclusion thatfollows from
this critique of bourgeois democracy,
obviously, is that means must be cre-
ated enabling all the workers to have
access to the media for disseminating
ideas (printing presses, meeting halls,
radio and television, posters, etc.).



If, on the contrary, you conclude from
this that only a self-proclaimed "lead-
ing party of the proletariat”— or even
a little sect which declares thatitalone
is "genuinely revolutionary” —has the
right to speak, to use the press, or to
propagate its ideas, then you risk in-
creasing the political oppression of the
. workers rather than abolishing it.

The Stalinists often reply that abo-
lition of the capitalist system equals
emancipation of the workers. We agree
that abolition of private ownership of
the means of production, of the profit
economy, and of the bourgeois state
are essential conditions for the emanci-
pation of the workers. Butsaying that
these are "essential" conditions does
not mean that they are "sufficient.”
Because as soon as the capitalist sys-
temn is abolished, the question arises
of who is going to runp the factories,
the economy, the municipalities, the
state, the schools and universities.

If a single party claims the right
to adnumster the state and the society;
ifiti mposw a monopoly of power by
terror; if it does not permit the mass

of workers to express their opmxons,‘

their criticisms, their worries, and their
demands; if it excludes the_workers
from administration— then it is inevi-
table that a wxdenmg g'ulf will develop
between this omnipotent bureaucracy
and the mass of workers.

Then, emancipation of the workers

is only a deception. And without real

workers democracy in all areas, in-
cluding freedom of organization and
press, real emancipation of the work-
ers is impossible.

These principled reasons are rein-
forced by practical ones. Like all so-
cial classes in history, the working
class is not homogeneous. Ithas com-
mon class. interests, both immediate
interests and historical interests. But
this community of interests is inter-
woven with differences which have
various ongms«—lmmedlate special
interests (professional, group, region-
al, craft intérests, etc.) and different
levels of consciousness. Many strata
of the working class have not yet
become conscious of their historical
mterests Others have been influenced
by bourgeois and petty-bourgeois
ideologies. Still others are weighed
down by the burden of past defeats
and failures, of skepticism, or of the
degradation caused by capxtahst so-
ciety, etc.

However, the. capltahst system can-

not be overthrown unless the entire
working class is mobilized in action
against it.- And this unity in action
can only be obtained if these various
special interests and levels of con-
sciousness can be expressed in, and
little by little neutralized through, de-
bate and persuasion. -Denying - this
diversity can only result in a break-
down of unity in action and in driv-
ing successive groups of workers into
passivity or into the camp of the
enemy.

Anyone with experience in strikes
has been able to see in practxce that
the most successful actions are pre-
pared and conducted through numer-
ous assemblies, first of the unionized
workers and later of all the workers
concerned. In these assemblies, all the
reasons in favor of the strike'can be
developed, all oplnions can be ex-
pressed, and all the class enemy's
arguments can be exposed. If a strike
is launched without the benefit of such
democracy, thereis much more risk
that many workers will observe it
halfheartedly, if at all.

-If this is true for an isolated stnke,
xt holds .all the. more for a general
strike or for a revolution. All the great
revolutionary mobilizations of the
workers —from the Russian revolu-
tion to the revolutionary upsurge of
May and June 1968 in France and
including the. German and Spanish
revolutions, to. cite only these exam-
ples—have been characterized by ver-
itable explosions of workers democ-
racy. In these instances, many work-
ing-class tendencies coexisted, - ex-
pressed themselves freely in speeches
and in the press, and debated before
the entire class.

The word "soviet” — council of work-
ers delegates — expresses this unity of
opposites — the unity of the workers.
in the diversity of their tendencies.
In the Second Congress of Russian
Sov1ets which took power in the Oc-
tober Revolution, there were a dozen
different tendencies and parties. Every
attempt to repress this workers democ-
racy—by the Social Democracy in
Germany, by the Stalinists in Spain—
has presaged, if not expressed, a set-
back or defeat for the révolution. -

The absence of workers democracy
not only hampers unity in action, it
also obstructs workmg out a correct
political line.. . :

It is true that the workers move-
ment has an excellent theoretical in-
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strument to guide it in the often ex-
tremely complicated twists and turns
of economic, social, -and political
struggles — revolutionary Marxism.
But this tool must still be used cor-
rectly. And no one person has a mo-
nopoly on its correct application..

Without any doubt, Marx and Lenin
were ‘geniuses. But life and history
ceaselessly pose new problems which
cannot be solved simply by turning
to the scriptures. Stalin, who was con-
sidered by many honest Communists
before his death to be infallible,"” in
reality committed many errors, tosay
nothing of crimes, some of which —- as
in agricultural policy —have had per-
nicious consequences for three decades
for the entire Soviet people. Mao Tse-
tung, whom other naive souls also
consider "infallible,” endorsed the poli-
cy of Aidit, the leader of the Indone-
sian CP, up until the eve of the mili-
tary coup d'etat. This policy was at
least partially responsible for the
deaths of 500,000 Indonesian Com-
munists and workers. .

As for the myth that the Central
Committee of a partyis"always right,"
or that the majority of this committee
is "always right,” Mao himself rejected

it in the famous resolution passed by

the CC of the CCP [Chinese Commu-
nist party] on the "cultural revolution”
in April 1967. .

But if no person or group has a
monopoly on truth and wisdom, then
discussion is indispensable to deter-
mine a correct political line. Rejection
of discussion under any pretext (and
the pretext that a political opponent
is "counterrevolutionary” or an "ene-
my agent’ is.as old as bureaucracy),
or substltutmg epithets or physical
violence for debate, means condemn-
ing oneself to remain the victim of
false ideas, inadequate analyses, and
errors with debilitating if not cata-
strophic consequences.

Marxism is a gmde to action, they

often say. That is true. But Marxism

is distinguished from utopian social-
ism by its appeal to scientific analysis.
It does not focus on action per se. It
focuses on action which can influence
historical reality, which can change
it in a given direction—in the direc-
tion of socialist revolution, toward the
emancipation of the workers and of
all humanity.

Out of the clash of ideas and ten-
dencies, the truth emerges which can
serve as a guide to action. Aetion



inspired by "monolithic," bookish, and
infantile thought— which is not sub-
jected to the uninhibited criticism pos-
sible only in a climate of workers
democracy—is condemned to certain
failure. It can only result, in the case
of small groups, in the disilusion-
ment and demoralization of individu-
als; in the case of unions or larger
parties, in defeats for the class; and
where the mass of the workers is
concerned, in defeats with along train
of humiliations, privations, and im-
poverishiment, if not casualties.

Often these arguments in favor of
the principles and practice of workers
democracy are countered in Stalinist
circles by the assertion that workers
democracy cannot be extended to the
"enemies of socialism” inside the work-
ers - movement. Curiously, certain
groups which claim to be antibureau-
cratic and very left take a similar line
to justify booing and hissing or resort-
ing to physical violence as a substi-
tute for debate with their political
opponents.

Both the Stalinists and the ultra-
leftists cry: "You don't argue with
revisionists, ‘capitalist forces, and the
reptesentatives of the enefny.” In prac-
tice, the Stalinists try to replace de-
bate by repression, if not murder and
the use of tanks against the workers
(from the Moscow Trials to the inter-
vention in Hungary and':Czechoslo-
vakia). The ultraleftists - limit them-
selves more modestly to ‘preventing
-Garaudy from speaking, doubtless
until the dreamed-of day when' they
can use more “effective’ means
modeled on the Stalinist ones. .-: .

Of course, the working-class bureau-
cracies objectively act in the interests
of capital, primarily bychannelmg the
workets' ‘peériodic revolutionary ‘ex-
plosions toward reformist outlets and
thereby blocking opportumues to
overthrow capitalism. They play the
same role by influencing the workers
on "a day-to-day basis in favor of
class collaboration, undermining
their class consciousriess with ideas

: taken from the bourgeois world

But the objective function and role
of these bureaucracies is not confined
to maintaining class peace. In pur-
‘suing their routine reformistactivities,
they come in conflict with the every-
day interests of capitalism. The wage
increases and social welfare laws won
by the refermists—in exchange for

their pledge to keep the workers' de-
mands within limits thatdonotthreat-
en the bases of the system— reduce
the capitalists’ profits somewhat. The
trade-union organizations which they
lead inject the collective power oflabor
into the daily relationshipsbetween the
bosses and the workers.' And as a
result, these conflicts have an alto-
gether different outcome from thepast

century, when:the strength of the trade

unions was slight or nonexistent.

When the capitalisteconomy is flour-
ishing, the bourgeoisie is wnlhng to
pay the price represented by these
concessmns in return for “social
peace But when the caprtahst econo-
my is in a bad way, these same con-
cessions rapidly become unaceeptable
to the bourgeoisie. Then, it is in"fhe
capitalists’ interest to eliminate these
orgamzahons completely, even 7
most ‘moderate and reformist ones
The very existence of the umons
comes incompatible with the survwal
of the system

R

This shows the real nature of'the
reformist bureaucracy in the workeérs
movement. This bureaucracy i -hot
composed of owners of capital whé
buy labor power in order to appro-
priate surplus value. 1t is compbsed
of salaried employees (of the workeérs
organizations or the state) who vaéil-
late and waver between the «c&mp ‘of
capital and of the proletariat, ‘s6he:
times leaning toward one, sémetifiés
toward the other, depending &n-hiéir
particular interests and the pressures
to which they are subjected. “Add;
facing the class enemy, the vanguard
workers have every reason to d their
utmost to force these buréauérats fo
return to their camp. Otherwisé; the
common defense would ‘be? gﬂaﬂy
weakened. C o

Overlookmg meseelementa;ymms
leads to the worstof cq,tastro,phﬁ The
workers movement leamed this to its
cost dpnng the rise of fascxsm, Atthat
time, the "genius” Stalin- mvented the
theory of "Social Fascism.” *Acgording
to this theory there was no difference
between the "revisionis{' Soqa,l__Demo-
crats and fasclsts It was even’ pro-

had to be defeated befqrg ﬂ;e struggle
against the Nazis could be won..

While the Social Demecratic and
Communist  workers: were “happily
bashing each other's:heads in--the
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reformist leaders shared the respon-
sibility this time equally with their
Stalinist-  counterparts — Hitler came
to power, massacred thousands of
worker militants, and dissolved  all
the workers organizations. Thus; he
made possible a temporary, if some-
what embittered, reconciliation be-
tween the Social Democrats and the
Communists . . . in the concentra-
tion- camps. Would it not have been
better, while not making any conces-
sions - in the ideological struggle
against revisionism, to fight together
against the Nazis and prevent them
from taking power?

On-an infinitely smaller and less
tragic scale, the situation in the uni-
versity can lead to a dilemma of the
same type overnight. All the left ten-
dencxes are fighting to gain recogm-
tion of their right to carryon pohucal
achvmes on the campus But it is
quite poss1ble that the administration
will take the incidents surrounding
Garaudy s visit as a pretext for ban-
ning any more political lectures. What
othier course, then, is there but to fight
together to win minimum political
freedom in the university? Would it
not be preferable to respect the rules,
of workers democracy from now on,
since they conform to the common
interests of the workers movement and
the student confrontation movement?

In 1957, in response to the official
revelation of Stalin's crimes made at
the Twentieth Congress of the Soviet
Communist party (which he approved
of at the time), Mao Tse-tung stressed
the necessity of distinguishing care-
fully between how to settle differences
among the people— by persuasion, de-
bate, practical experience —and How
to proceed in conflicts with the class
enemy. Here he was only implicitly
reaffirming the need to uphold work-
ers democracy among the people

But tlns dxstmchon has meaning
only if itis based onob]ectwe criteria,
The capltahsts (and in less industrial-
ized countries, the landlords) are the
enemy. The peopie are the mass of
producers, whxtecollar workers, and,
in semmolomal countnes the poor
peasants. e et

If. subJecuve cntena ("Anybody who
doesn't support every one of my tac-
tical turns is & capitalist and a coun-
terrevolutionary, even if he served as
president of the:People's Republic of




China and vice-chairman of the Chi-.
nese Communist party for twenty .-
years!") are substituted for these ob-
jective criteria, then you fall into com-
plete arbitrariness. Youend, of course,
by wiping out the distinction between
"contradictions among the people” and
"conflicts with the class enemy,” treat-
ing the former more and more like
the latter. .

Of course, it is impossible to make
an absolute and total separation be-

lished, well-defined criteria of the
.- workers' interest (or after the over-
throw of capitalism, of socialist legal-
ity) so as to prevent arbitrariness.
Failure to distinguish between acts
and opinions can only result in ex-
tinguishing workers democracy, low-
ering the level of consciousness and
mobilization of the workers, and pro-
gressively robbing the revolutionists
- themselves of their ability to orient
themselves politically. . . . o

tween the two. Marginal cases are
possible. We advocate frank debate
in meetings of strikers. We do not
think that we need restrict ourselves
to polite discussion with strike-
breakers.

In every marginal case, however,
we must distinguish acts (or crimes)
from opinions ‘and ideological ten-
dencies. Acts must be. proved and
judged according to clearly estab-

Sechon Two: Violent Factionalism in the “New” I.eﬂ

[The June 1969 spht in Students for a Democratic So-
ciety  (SDS) resulted in several mcldents of violence be-.
tween contending factions, the Revolutlonary Youth Move
ment ("Weatherman") and the Worker-Student Alliance (led

by the Progressive Labor Party). During the same period,
ultraleftist groups made attempts to seize the stages at
antiwar demonstrations, because of their political disagree-
ments with the speakers or sponsoring organizations.]

1. Weatherman Leader Defends Hooligan Tactics

From the August 8, 1969, issue of The Militant

By Harry Ring

One of the disturbing features of the:
Panther-initiated United Front Against

Fascism conference held in Oakland July
18-20 was the use of strong-arm tactics.
People identified as members of the Pro-
gressive Labor Party were forcibly ejected
from the audience. PLers and other dis-
tributing leafets outside the hall were beaten.

Concern has been expressed about this
within the movement by militants, both
black and white. The concern, unfortunate-
ly, has not been unanimous.

Writing in the July 24 SDS New Left

Notes, National Secretary Mark Rudd —
whose gall is apparently equalled only by
his political obtuseness — actually tries to

justify the disgraceful SDS role in this.

whole business.
Rudd writes: )
"Before the start of the conference, the
Panthers announced that no members of

Progressive Labor Party or the Worker

Student Alliance would be allowed into the
conference. The first evening SDS members,
acting with the approval of the three nation-
al secretaries, helped the Panthers identify
PL-WSA members, who were ejected from
the auditorium.

"The next day, in Bobby Hutton Memori-
al Park, both the Panthers and SDS
members and officers forcibly circled PL
members trying to leaflet against the con-
ference and against the Black Panther
Party . . . In all cases requests were made
that the scabs leave; when they did- not;,
the necessary force was then used.

"The struggle escalated the next morning

“(Sunday), when a number of PL. members
. leafleting in the park before the morning
session of the conference were asked to -,

leave, did not, and then were dealt with

. in strong fashion. Ten PLers wound up

in the hospltal "
i The enforeers

- Appatéently,” however, there are some -
people; . remaining in SDS who have suf- -
ficient ;regard. for elementary demeocratic-
..rights te, protest. this. At an SDS caucus

meetmg at Sunday’ afternoon, Rudd re-
ports, the' Bay Area Radical Student Union
group in SDS "severely criticized” the Rudd
gang for their conduét. Accordingto Rudd;’

RSU forces poirted out that PL. had not
been - disruptive ,of the conference and the

bandling of them "was. more like a gang-
like vendettg than political” The RSU
also noted the intonsistency of declaring
the need for physical war on'PL while

accepting without political dissent the pre- -
sence .on: the conference. platform of the‘

Communist Party "revisionists.” '

In response, Rudd explains that the de- .

clsion to _expel PL from SDS had been
"made at the convention” of the SDS in

Chicago and that "the decision had to be

enforced.” It's: true, the decision to.expel
PL - was made "at" the convention. But
it wasn't made by the convention. The
decision to expel .PL was made by the

Rudd faction and its allies after they walk-

ed out of the convention. In any event,
Rudd doesn't attempt to explain how either
a decision "of" or "at” an SDS convention
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_gives him the right to help organize goon
- attacks on people simply trying to at-

tend an open conference to which all "anti-
fascists" had been publicly invited.
. Regarding the point that PL had not

:,attempted to disrupt the proceedings, Rudd
" replied with a logic on a general par with

his intellectual honesty:

-"On ' the second question, that of PL's
disruptiveness,” says Rudd, "we pointed out
that PL's line when propagated in the
midst of the black community or in a mass
meeting of elements intent on uniting
against fascism, discredits all revolution-
aries because of its racist, chauvinist fine
on the black struggle.” The implication,

" of course, ‘is- that black people shouldn't

be allowed to chose for themselves what
literature they will read!

Regarding their adaption to the CP,
the SDS national enforcer explains that this

" was really PL's fault! The leadership of

Students for a Democratic (sic) Society
were'so busy fingering and helping stomp
PLers that they simply didn't have time
to deal with the reformist CP. That, Rudd
assures, will come after PL is taken care
of.

If it were not such an ominous business
for the movement, it would be hard to take
such comments seriously. Petty-bourgeois
dilettantes like Rudd may be dismissed
as Walter Mittys dreaming of being big,
bad bureaucrats like Joe Stalin. Buteven
a little scratch can lead to gangrene.

The use of violence within the labor

"and radical movements is, unfortunately,



not at all new. Long before the Mark
Rudds came along, Tabor bureaucrats were
using goons and fingermen to eliminate
dissident elements. And it was the. use
of such violence agamst political oppon-
ents by the Stalinists in the 1930s that
made it a feature of radlcal pohtlcs for
several decades.

In the USSR, Stalin's’nightnaré blood
purges wiped out literally' millions, in-
cluding an entire genération-ef revolu-
tionary leaders.:All, of.course, in the name
of fighting "counterrevolutionaries."

Throughout the world ‘the Stalinist CPs
smeared, slandered and physically at-
tacked their opponents. )

The Khirushchev revelations of 1956
confirmed that Stalin's Moscow Trials,
which offered thé "legal" justification for
branding opponents as "fascists,” were com-
plete frame-ups. This brought a new wave
of revulsion against gangster tactics with-

in the movement and such practices largely

subsided. (Within the USSR popular
pressure forced some easing of Stalin's
police-state methods.) -

Ironically, it has been the present vic-
tim, the Progressive Labor Party, which,
in the past several years, has sought to
reintroduce such discredited hooligan meth-
ods into the movement. .

Revolutionary Marxists are not pacifists.
But they reject the use of violence as a
means of resolving ideological struggles
within the movement. This is not simply
a- moral stand. Power, the Maoists like
to recall, grows out of the barrel of a
gun. However, they. forget or have never
learned, that. this is only a partlal truth.
Power, ultimately lies with those who have
ideas that correspond to the forward mo-
tion of history. If power indeed rested
solely in the barrel of a gun, the Viet-
namese, fighting almost with their bare

hands against “the best-armed power in ~

history, would have been destroyed long
ago. :

Marx1sts ‘have confidence that thexr ideas
‘will prevail within the movement, and

~ulimately in society as a whole. That

is why they favor reasoned, free debate

within the movement. They know they can
only gain from such debate. And they
know that the only way significant forces
can be won to their positions is by gen-
uine persuasion and that the best kind of
persuasion comes as the result of the con-
frontation of contflicting ideas.

Those who resort to smear, slander and
violence within -the movement only testify
to the impotence or bankruptcy of their
ideas. This is so pathetically apparent in
the case of the Rudd group, which is not
even capable of ideologically confronting
the patently false line of Progressive Labor.

Violence within the movement is of value
only to the capitalist rulers who use it
to discredit the movement and, equally
unportant, to justlfy their v101ence against
it. -

It is the inescapable responsibility of
every individual and organization within
the movement to speak out against the

" shameful hooliganism that Rudd seeks
té justify. Socialist principles and practical
- necessity demand it.

- T .. AT A ‘J";r’f:
2. Democracy in the Moverient "
Editorial in the August 22, 1969, issue of The Militant

The 'use of.force as a substitute for free, demoeratic discus-
- sion betweeh: opposing tendencies within the radlca.l ‘move
ment has sharply escalated in recent months.

Progressxve Labor has attempted on at least two occas:ons
to physxcally prevent the Revolutionary YQuth Move.ment
(RYM) faction of SDS from holding meetings.

. The RYM faction physically attacked -PLers for leaﬂetmg

-at the Black Panther Party conference in Oakland. -

The Black Pdnther Party at that same #0nference attacked
"PLers, ‘members of the Independent Sod’alfét “Club (ISC),
~‘and members of .Spartacist for handmg,'out thelr leaﬂets
_in pubhc streefs, .. ... '
. - ‘SDS.(RYM). and Youth« Agamst War and, F ascism (YAWF )

have stormed the platform and tried to-také over the micro-

-phone on at least. two recent occasions'dt radical’ meetings —

" thé ‘Student Mobilization Committee miﬁpﬁai conference in
“Cleveland on July 6, and the Aug. 9 tf’rffiwar rally of the
- New York Fifth Avenue Peace Parade domxmttee

The attempted use of force to settle differences within the
radxcal movement entails a very serious ‘danger to the move-
ment as a whole. Such violence: serves ‘only the interests
of the ruling ¢lass, which stands’ to’ - gain the most by seeing
its opponents devour each other ir mt%fnecine warfare. Divide
and rule is as old as oppression nseiﬂ

Second, it. provides every agent angd: provocateur with. the
perfect climate in which to. operate, sowing even greater. dis-
-sention, creating conditions for-#ver- more violent actions.
When violence becomes the" norm for dealing with political
dmsagreement within the moVement, it only helps to justify,
in the eyes of the masses, the v1olent methods which the
ruling class uses against us.
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Third, the ruling class uses such violence to discredit the:. -

radical movement, to reinforce prejudices and lies about us.

Once physical -attacks begin, their inevitable tendency is
to escalate. The violence becomes more extreme and the
' damage to the movement grows qualitatively. Only a move-
ment united and firm in its condemnation of the introduction
of ‘such methods borrowed from the ruling class can stop
the plague - from decimating the forces of the radical move-
ment.

-Every tendency, organization or group within the working-
class, socialist or antiwar movement 1; s the nght ta hold

‘its own meetings free from disruption, to distribute leaﬁets, "

sell literature-and spread ideas.

"1t is the elitist ideology of the ruling class that claims the
right to prevent the masses from hearing. or reading certain
viewpoints, to prevent certaintendencies from holding meetings. -
The rulers depend on lies and distortions to maintain their
privileged positions. The oppressed need to know and under— :
stand the full truth to end their oppression.

~It is in their interests that ideas be freely expressed. ‘ft is -
only in the proeess of confrontation of conflicting views that
revolutionary truths become defined, understood and accepted
by the masses. It is‘dnly through this process that distortions
and reformist illusion& can be destroyed.

The use of force within the working-class movement has
a long and instructive record, and it is crucial that the new
'generation of revolutxonary youth not Jg‘nore the lessons

of tfus hlstory Adherence to the prmmples of workers demo- .

‘ cracy ‘has always been one of the fundamental prmc1ples of:
‘the socialist movement founded by Marx and. Engels and
built by Lenin and Trotsky. The use of force has always
been’ one of the chief weapons of the trade-unlon bureaucracies
atld the bureaucracies of the workers states. The trade-union
"'leaders resort to goon squads to prevent workers from
heatmg ‘and dlscussmg’ “dissident” pomts of view, while in
‘countnes like the USSR and China the bureaucracy sup-
presses. revolutidnary thought and revoluﬁonanes in the
) gmseof suppressmg coumer-revolutxon )

It is not Surpnsmg that the groups which have begun to
use force w1thin the movement today — SDS (RYM), PL,
"BPP, YAWF,' the Bay Area Revolutionary Union—are all

admirers of Mao—Tsetung and to one degree -or ancther SRR
- of Stalin hlmselL .

Equally serious is the fallure of movement pubhcanons
like the ‘Guardian and Lzbera.tum News Service to take note
-of the growmg tendency toward the use of force and condemn
it.

- We call upon the entnre radlcal and socxahst movement to
once again declare. for upholding workers democracy and
* to condemn any and all political groups resorting to attacks

on the basic. nghts of other tendencies: wnhm the radical-
movement. .



Section Three: The Progressive Labor Party Atiacks the Antiwar Movement

[The Progressive Labor Party, having failed in sectarian
efforts to substitute itself for the broad movement against
the Vietham war, shifted in May 1970 toward attempts
to physically disrupt some of the leading organizations

‘ in the movement. Included in this section are articles about

a May 24, 1970 attack on the Student Mobilization Com-
mittee, and an attempt to break up the July 24, 1971
convention of the National Peace Action Coalition.]

1. PL Attacks Meeting of SMC Steering Committee

From the June 12, 1970, issug of The Militant

Some 55 to 60 people from the Pro-
gressive Labor Party and SDS, orga-
nized in a body, attacked and attempt-
ed to storm into. a national steering
committee meeting of the Student Mo-
bilization Committee in Boston on Sun-
day May 24 (see The Militant, June 5).
This violent assault was repulsed and
the SMC meeting continued with its
business.

The following fact sheet detalhng the
events was compiled from individual
eyewitness reports, a tape recording of
the proceedings of the meeting, and
from information on the registration
forms that had been filled out by the
participants in the meeting. It was
released by the Student Mobilization
Committee.

* * *

The expanded national steering com-
mittee meeting of the SMC on May 24
had been called to discuss the May
student strike upsurge and to chart
the plans of the SMC for the coming
months. )

The SMC national steering commit-
tee is composed of one representative
from each SMC chapter and one repre-
sentative from each national organiza-
tion working with the SMC. The May

24 meeting was expanded to include -

invited representatives of student strike
committees. Two hundred thirty-six
people registered as delegated repre-
sentatives and observers from local

and regional SMC chapters, student

strike commitiees and other antiwar

organizations from every part of the

country.

Nine of the people who registered
identified themselves as members of
SDS or Progressive Labor Party. All
were admitted into the meeting, al-
though none were delegated representa-
tives from SMC chapters or strike com-
mittees. Although both SDS and PLP
are politically hostile to the SMC and
the two national organizations do not
work with the SMC, one each from
the two organizations was admitted

as -a delegated representative. 'The
others were admitted mto the meetmg
as observers.

John Penmngton, natlonal secretary
of SDS, complained about the regis-
tration procedure and the presence of
SMC ushers, stating to the registrars
that "this is the way that fights start.”

At the meeting that was just getting
underway Nat Goodman, who is a
member of SDS and a camhdate mem-
ber of PLP, approached the door and
attempted to enter. He was asked to
fill out a registration form first, as
everyone else had done. He refused

and attempted to push his way into
the meeting. He was pushed back by * " were individuals from SMC, Beacon
. Hlﬁ Support Group, Socialist Work-
.. ers, Panty, Citizens for Participation

‘ Pohucs.

the ushers at the door, but was not
hit. . ,

At that point, those members of SDS, .
and PLP who had already been ad-
mitted into the meeting room rushed
out. They demanded that Goodmanf

be admitted without registering ,aI

though they were familiar with’the

registration process and knew ‘he
would be admitted if he mglsmered

They began a scuffle with the SMC*
ushers in the hallway in an attempt '
" to force their way in. They were qixick-

ly rebuffed and restrained.

When the scuffie was over,  those
who had left the meeting requested
to be let back inside. A discussion
took : place inside the: meeting.” The
‘incident-in the hallway was described
and a history of PL and SDS:assaults
on the antiwar movement was re-
viewed. Most recently this included as-
saults on an antiwar meeting at Co-
lumbia during the strike and two as-
saults in the Boston area: 1) At the
April 15 antiwar rally in Boston, a
large PLP and SDS group attacked
the speakers platform; 2) On May 3,
after threats had been made against
him for days, eight members of PLP
and SDS attacked and beat Bob Bres-

- nahan, an SMC activist, who had been

a marshal captain on April 15.
10 '

Despite the scuffle in the hallway,

. the meeting decided to let the two dele-

gated -representatives from SDS and
PLP.back in. This would enable them
to express their point of view, but
would guard against the now-appar-
ent danger of disruption of the ses-
sions. This offer was not accepted.
The .SDS and PLP group withdrew
to the main hall, held a discussion,

. and threatened to return in force.

After the lunch recess, fearing a re-
newed attempt to disrupt or break up
the meetmg, many of the people in

»attendance joined together to set up

a deﬁense Cooperating in this effort

Draft Information Center,
Workgrs League, National Organiza-

.tion of Women, Female Liberation,
“Vietnam' Referendum 70, Young So-

uaiist Alliance, International Social-
ts and others.
" These ‘precautions proved necessary

'when, after meeting at the PLP head-

quarters, a large SDS and PL group

returned, to storm the meeting. About
'55-60 were observed coming in an

organized group. They were met in

‘the hallway outside by the united de-

fense and the two groups stood facing
each other. John Pennington and Neil
Goldstein of the SDS and PLP group
were admitted to the meeting.
Pennington addressed the meeting.
He  gave his version of the earlier
incident and demanded that all the
people in the hallway be admitted.
He finished his statement by saying
that his group was coming in any-
way, and that "if people attack us
on the way in, we intend to defend
ourselves.” He passed out a leaflet
to the meeting which referred to the
earlier incident and which stated, "The
SMC leaders are bootlickers of the
ruling class who back the liberal pol-
iticians by using force against the rad-



icals and communists. Today’s attack
will not go unanswered."

Pennington left the meeting room,
came out into the -hallway and called
out to his group to come in. The united
defense would not let them through.
The PLP and SDS group pushed for-
ward, and started fighting in an at-
tempt to force its way in. A pitched
battle ensued. Several people were in-
jured. John McCann, the Massachu-
setts statewide coordinator of Vietnam
Referendum ’70 and a member of the
SMC defense team, was pulled into
the other line and severely beaten by
six to eight people. His head and
hands were badly bruised, his nose
was broken, and an eye injured seri-
ously.

Nevertheless, the defenders were de-
termined not to let their meeting be
broken up, -and they successfully kept
the attackers from accomplishing their
purpose. When it became quite clear
that they would: be unable to force

their way through, the PL and SDS
group retreated. The SMC meeting
then continued with its business. Des-
pite the disruption, discussion of the
student strike upsurge continued and
plans were laid to build antiwar dem-
onstrations on May 30 and the nation-
al antiwar conference in Cleveland on
June 19-20.

The first order of business when
the steering committee reconvened was
a discussion of the attack and the
response to it. Two motions were
passed: )

1) The national steering committee
calls for a nationwide campaign
against the use of violence within the
movement ‘and for the right of all
groups to hold meetings without dis-
ruption. This motion passed unani-
mously.-

2) The SMC also calls upon mem-
bers: of SDS and PLP to repudiate
the .-attack made upon the -SMC na-
tional steering committee by SDS and

PLP. This motion passed with one
dissenting vote.

We, the undersigned, were present
at the SMC steering committee in Cam-
bridge, Mass.; on May 24, 1970. Al-
though each individual did not wit-
ness every event described in the ac-
count, our observations coincide with
this report, and:eollectively, we wit-
nessed everything which took place.
Signed by: Frank H. Adams, Draft
Information Center; Pat Connolly,
Workers League; Gus Horowitz, So-
cialist Workers Party; Mike Kelly, Bos-
ton SMC; Jean. Lafferty, Boston Fe-
male Liberation; Carol Lipman, SMC;
Caroline Lund, Young Socialist Al-
liance; John McCann, Vietham Refer-
endum ’70; Katherine Page, Beacon
Hill Support Group; Susan Steward,
National Organization for Women;
David Tedesco, -Citizens for Participa-
tion Politics; Mike Urquhart, Inter-
national Somahsts Tommye Weise,
SMC.

2. YSA Condemns Violence in the Movement

From the Jtmet2, 1 970, issue of The Militant

In a statement released May 29 the
National Executive Committee of the
Young Socialist Alliance extended its
"complete solidarity to the campaign
initiated by the SMC to eliminate the
use of v1olence wlthm the movement.”

The statement cited four principal
reasons for concern about the use of
violence inside the movement: the need
for the entire movement to focus atten-
tion on the real enémy, the capitalist
system ‘and its ruling class; the need to

reach masses of people, who are turned
away_ from the radical movement by
self-defeatmg internecine fighting; the
need for fme mocratic discussion as
the only effecﬁ € way of settling differ-
enoes thhln the movement; and the
importance of the basic democratic
right of all organizations to meet, or-
ganize ‘their activities and, in the last
analyms, to exxst

"Only a’ politically sterile organiza-
tion needs to resort to force to convince

others of its ideas, or can believe that
it can eliminate ideas with which it dis-
agrees through vioience,"” the statement
said. "Any group of people within the
movement must have the right to hold,
its .own meetings and.to decide how
they will be conducted —who will bein-
vited, of what the agenda will consist
and any other matters on which ‘it
chooses to decide. . . . All differences
within the movement should be settled
politically — in debate and practlce——
not physically.”

3 Wide Array of Groups Back SMC Agalnst PL Aﬂacl(s

~ From the June 12, 1970, issue of The leztant

By MIKE KELLY
Socialist Workers - Party candidate
Jor governor of Massachuselts .
BOSTON, June 1—More than 120
activists representing 24 organizations:
tonight endorsed the national Student
Mobilization Committee statement con-
demning the May- 24 attack onan SMC

meetin‘g'-fby- Progressive Labot Partyf
members and their supporters in SDS;
and the use of violence to settle political
differences: within the movement. They
vowed to defend each others' meetings.

The resolution was passed unani-
mously at the meeting, hosted by the
Amalgamated Meat Cutters and Butch-
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er Workmen of North America; Pack-
inghouse Workers Division, Local P11,
P575, P616 in-Dorchester, Mass. :

John Craig, president of Local P575
and vice-president of thestate AFL-CIO
Labor Board, opened the meeting,
chaired by Marilyn Levin of the SMC,
by reading -a statement from John



McCann, state coordinator of Vietnam
Referendum '70, who is recuperating
from- injuries inflicted on him durmg
the May 24 attack.

McCann deplored the use. of violence
within the movement and called for a
united defense committee to be set up.
Craig also volunteered to be the trea-
surer for theJohn MeCann Fund. (Con-
tributions to this fund, which will help
defray the high cost of hospitalization
for John McCann, should be sent to the
John McCann Fund, ¢/o Vietnam Ref-
erendum '70, 19 Brookline St., Cam-
bridge, Mass. 02139.)

George Kontanis presented the na-
tional statement to the meeting, giving
a history of earller attacks by PLPand
SDS. - -

The Revolutionary Marxxst Caucus
of SDS made a statement atthemeeting
repudiating the attack, and asked for
an amendment noting that not all cau-
cuses or members of SDS supported
such attacks. The amendment which
was accepted by the meeting said: "The
Revolutionary Marxist Caucus of SDS

repudiates gangster tactics within the
movement and will supportall defense
efforts against violent attacks.”

During the discussion, John Craig
emphasized how important united de-
fense efforts were, describing how he
and other union members recently
helped protect a United Farm Workers
organizer in the area at many meetings.
All groups present agreed thatthe most
effective way to stop such attackswas by
involving other groups 1n ‘the defense
effort.

The groups in attendence at the meet-
ing were: the Bread and. Roses Collec-
tive at Boston University; the Beacon
Hill Support Group; the Belmont Peace
Action Council; Boston Women United;
Charles St. Meeting: House; Citizens for
Participation Politics; Computer Profes-
sionals for Peace; Draft Infgrmation
Center; Female. Liberation; Gay Liber-
ation Front; Local P575 Amalgamated
Meat Cutters and-Butcher Workmen of
North America, Packinghouse Workers
Division, AFL-CIOQ; - Mass. Strike;
Mass. Lawyers Guild; North Shore

Committee to End the War in Vietnam
Now; Revolutionary Marxist Caucus of
SDS; Revolutionary Youth Center; Stu-
dent Mobilization Committee; Socialist
Workers Party; Spartacist League; Vets
for - Peace; Vietnam Referendum '70;
Workers ‘Committee for a National
Strike Against the War; Women's Inter-
national League for Peace and Free-
dom; Young Socialist Alliance. Also
endorsing the statement was the Cam-
bridge Phoenix, a local underground
paper. B :

BOSTON — During a press confer-
ence held here May 28 at.the Massa-
chusetts Eye and Ear Infirmary where
John McCann was hospitalized, Nobel
Prize-winning Harvard biology profes-
sor George Wald condemned the May
24 attack on the SMC meeting. Others
who participated in the press conference
included John Craig, David Tedesco of
Citizens for Participation Politics, and
John Businger, an aide of the late
Representative H. James Shea, Jr.

4. PL-SDS Fall in AHempf fo Breal( Up Antiwar Convention

From the July 16, 1971 issue of The Militant

By HARRY RING

NEW YORK — A significant feature of
the récently concluded NPAC conven-
tion was the decisive way it repulsed
the efforts of the Progressive Labor
Party to physically disrupt the gather-
ing and prevent it from carrying
through its business.

NPAC was able to prepare for the
attack that occurred because PLP and
its "SDS" brazenly made public in ad-
vance their intention to carry through
an organized hooligan effort to dis-
rupt the convention.

Several public meetings were held
by PLP-SDS in Boston, where the
group has its main base. There, efforts

were made to recruit a contingent to

come to New York for the express
purpose of preventing certain invited
speakers at the slated NPAC confer-
ence from being heard. ..

.Initially, the two speakers selected
as PL targets were Senator Vance
Hartke (D-Ind.), a leading senatorial
critic of the war, and Victor Reuther,
international affairs director of the
United Auto Workers. Then, David
Livingston, president of District 65

of the United Distributive Workers,
was added to PL's "verboten" list.

Leaflets were distributed by PL-SDS
in New York -urging people to attend
the convenhon to prevent these people
from speaking. .

One leaflet, .asserting that Hartke dld
not have the right to apeak because
he is a liberal capitalist pohtman,
urged people to attend the convention
and "SHOUT HIM DOWN!"

Another leaflet declared in part:
"Hartke and Reuther shouldn't be al-
lowed ‘to speak at all. These guys will
scream freedom of speech: but there
should be no freedom to speak for
people who, ride the coattail of the

antiwar movement for their own per-'

sonal g_ain.
A leaflet passed out at the conven-
tion the night of the opening rally

‘included a proposed list of chants to

be used while the speakers deemed
objectionable by PL were on the plat-
form. The. concluding suggested chant
was:

"OFF HARTKE, OFF REUTHER,
ETC."

This ominous rhetonc was escalated
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in still another Progreulve Labor Par-
ty leafiet, which declared:” -
"Working peoplé in this country will
fight until every ereep that NPAC
builds, and the NPAC leaders them-
selves, are either behind bars. or
buried.”

Long record

. ‘Such rhetoric cannot be dismissed
as simply “the mouthings of mindless
fools. The Progressive Labor Party
has -too long a record of hooligan
violence against political . opponents
within the movement. Those who were
in  SDS during the faction struggle
that saw the demise of that organi-
zation know well PL's penchant for
physical solutions to political prob-
lems.

There was the case in 1969 of Dave
Kemmtzer, a San Francisco anti-PL
SDSer who charged he was beaten in
his home by. PL goons. The PL paper
Challenge carried a sardonic semiac-
knowledgement.

In 1967 in San Francisco, Militant
salespeople were attacked by goons
at a PL-run open-air rally.



In New. York in 1967, when PL ini-
tiated a factionally competitive petition
to a Peace Parade Committee antiwar
referendum petition, PLers set upon a
group of Parade Committee petitioners
and threatened others

Last spring, in Boston, they attempt-
ed to disrupt an SMC steering com-
mittee meeting, were ejected from the
hall and returned in force for a two-
hour pitched battle, which resulted in
one antiwar activist partially losing
sight in one eye.

When the auditorium doors were
opened for the NPAC rally, about
a hundred PL partisans were among
the first to march in. They immediate-
ly attempted to seize the stage but were
moved off it by a contingent of mar-
shals. The marshals included mem-
bers of District 65, other unionists,
and volunteers from the NPAC con-
ference.

Despite continuous unruliness and
disruption, the PLers were permitted
to remain in the hall as the rally
progressed. At one point in the pro-
ceedings, in an extreme effort to pla-
cate the group,
speaker on the platform.

When it came Hartke's turn to ad-
dress the rally, the PLers seemed near
berserk in their efforts to prevent him
from being heard. Led by two people
with ‘electronically. amplified bull-
horns, they chanted, screamed and
cursed. Despite the tumult, Hartke
completed his address as the rest of
the audience sat quietly and tried to
hear him above the din.

Then, later, when Victor Reuther
was introduced, the PLers apparently
decided to make a last-ditch effort to
prevent him from speaking and their
frenzy reached a new pitch.

Disrupters removed

. It was then that the NPAC coor-
dinators decided that it would be im-
possible to continue the rally if the dis-
ruption was permitted to continue. The
marshals were instructed to remove
the offenders from the hall.

In a remarkable display of disci-
plined restraint, the marshals, several
hundred strong, proceeded to take the
screaming, biting, kicking disrupters
out. The remainder of the audience

displayed equally impressive disci- -

pline, mostly remaining seated as the
hooligans were being removed. It is
really quite unusual to see a hundred
determined disrupters removed from

they were given a’

& meeting without serious injury to
anyone, and with the enhre process
carried through in such a way that

the meeting is “able to continue. The

atmosphere of discipline was such that
the city police had no pretext to enter
the building. .

This was possible for several rea-
sons. The marshals had been-‘care-
fully briefed in advance, with a strong

emphasis on the need to .use _only: the

absolute minimal force necessary to
deal with disrupters. They largely suc-

ceeded in doing this despite the ex-

treme provocation of the PLers. "The
marshals even restrained themselves
when, as they reached the doors, a
number of the evicted PLers-sprayed
them with cans of mace.

The eviction of the disrupters with-
out bringing the meeting to an end
was also possible because by the time
marshals did.act, it was entirely plain
to the audience where the responsi-
bility lay and why the action was
necessary.

After -the rally, a meetmg of the
NPAC Steering Committee voted
unanimously that those who had dis-
rupted the meeting not be permitted
to return for the next day's session.

In adopting the motion, the com-
mittee emphasized that the issue of
political exclusion was in no way in-
volved and that people were t6 be
kept out only on the basis of their
disrupfive activity and no one was to
be excluded on the basis of their polit-
ical views and association. In fact,
a number of PL-SDSers were permlt-
ted in the next day and freely distrib-
uted their literature. They participated
in the convention discussion, where
they sought to defend PL's conduct
and persuade the convention to re-
verse the decision to keep the disrupt-
ers out. However, a motion to endorse
the Steering Committee decision was
approved by the overwhelming major-

That afternoon, the PLers massed
outside the convention door and
sought to storm their-way . in, nurimng
rocks and bottles at the marshals as-
sembled at the entrance. Two mar-
shals were hit, requiring stitches for
facial cuts, but none were seriously
injured. The attack was successfully
repulsed and the doors closed. Police
then appeared and forcibly -dispersed
the PLers from the street. '

On Sunday morning, the PLers re-
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por.tedly held a’ caucus meeting a.nd
after a -debate decided it was futile
to again storm the meeting, and they
limited themselves to picketing. in
front. A few gained admission, but
there were only minor xncxdents during

the final day's session.

Marshals commended

.Most of the convention participants
were eclated that so difficult a-prove-
cation had been so well handled and
were somewhat" astonished when a
resolution was introduced at the
opening of the Sunday session pro-
posing to criticize PL for its behavior
and to condemn the marshals for use
of alleged undue force in removing
the disrupters. The effect of the reso-
lution would have been to deny NPAC
the right to hold its convention.

The resolution singled out Fred
Halstead, who had participated active-
ly in the marshaling for special cen-
sure. Halstead, the 1968 presidential
candidate of the Socialist Workers Par-
ty, has served as chief marshal at
several major New York and national
antiwar démonstrations.

This motion . was introduced by -a
member of the Quaker Action Project
on.behalf of a workshop held the
previous evening by mémbers of the
People's Coalihon for Peace and Jus-
tice.

Responding to this motion, ‘the con-
vention presiding committee offered a
motion commending the marshals for
an extremely difficult job well done.

The only open backers of the PCPJ
workshop motion were some support-
ers of that group.

Since members of the Young So-
cialist Alliance and Socialist Workers
Party were among thoue who partici-
pated actively in the marshaling, sev-
eral of the various political sects at-
tending the conference permitted blind
factional animosity to influence their
judgment in the matter, and they re-
frained from supporting the clearly
justified presiding committee motion
commending the marshals. The only
one of these groups that supported the
motion and offered to help with de-
fense of the meeting was the Worken
League. :

Members of. the - Sparticist League’
actually joined with the PLers in the
disruption and were evicted with them.
The National Caucus of Labor Com-
mittees and International Socialilh
took evasive positions.



Some supp orters.of PCPJ:sought to
indicate their reement. with the
work:lmp moﬁom ‘One speaker, Julius

"Margolin, a New York unionist, de-

cdarsd that while he disapproved of
the:way the conference was being run,
Be recognized the need for NPAC to
dafiied its' right' to hold & meeting
and supported the motion to commend

the marshals. - '

Ed" -Block, . a. representative of the
Unltea Electriéal Workers, declared
that as & unionist, . he:recognized the
need for self-defenle "We shiould com-
mend the marshals for what they did",
he declared. "I think they acted with
extreme restraint.” .

" ‘NPAC coordinators Jerry Gordon

and Ruth Gage-Colby spoke vigorous-
ly: in support of the motien to com-
mend the marshals, as-did Dan Stegel,
& membeér of the presmng commfitee.

The PCPJ motion recelved only a

‘scatiering of votes;: ‘and the motion

to. commend the marshals was adopt-
ed by an overwhelming majority..

Section Four: The Young Workers liberdtion League Aftacks Student Rights

[The following items deal with the attempt of the Stalin~ . -
ist Young Workers Liberation League to bar the Young . -
Socialist Alliance from political activity at the Borough -
of Manhattan Community College. The attempt, which.

%0
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~p1"ovedngtxsut:cessful, included a physical assault led by
.a national leader of the YWLL, Richard Hoyen, on Will
_Stanley, a member of the YSA on the campus.]

l.,YWLI'. l.eddef Deufrendsrrlis Actions

e : * From the February 2, 1973, issue of The Militant

The following letter from Matty Ber-
kelhammer, organizational secre-’
tary of the Young Workers Libera-
tion League, appeared in the Jan.
17 Guardian.

An item in the Dec. 27 issue of the
Guardian raises serious questions -
about your journalistic integrity. It
further shows the deterioration of
your pohtical outlook and the close -
kinship of your new-found Maoism
to Trotskylsm

" The article, "YSA Member Beaten
which appeared. in the ‘Movement

column falsely states that Richard

Hoyen, a member of the YWLL»
at Borough of Manhattan Commu- »
nity. College, assaulted a member
of the Yonng Socialist: Alhance e
This is & slander It is totally un- _
substantiated. What is the source .
of the Guardian's mformation?
From a. YSA press releas_e" Is it
Guardian policy. to quote Trotsky- -
ite press. releases verbatim? Why .
didn't the Guardian bother to check
the accuracy of the story with. Hoy-
en, the YWLL or the Third World
Coalition.. at- BMCC, which is in
the leadership of the student gov-
ernment and which allegedly is: de-.
nying the YSA. its right to func-j'
tion.on campus? '
Does it matter: to the Guardxan

.that Hoyen is.an Asian youth who
is being slandered- by the YSA?
Does it matter to the Guardian that
-he is the coordinator of the U.S.
Nguyen Van Troi Hospital Com-
‘mittee, whxch is raising funds to
build a chlldrens hospital in Ha-
noi as_ an act of solidarity with the
victlms of U S. aggression,” and
that the Trotskyltes gppose this
project, ;ust as they oppose the sign-
ing of the 9-point agreement to end

" the war? ,'

" The Guaxdnan likes to wrap itself
in the cloak ‘of the great defender
of the tlurd world Aren't you in-

. terested in Tinding out the viewpoint
of the Thxrd World Coalition at
,BMCC which has the overwhelm-
ing support of all students at
;BMCC black, Puerto Rican, Asian.

and whxte, and has been engaged

in a sharp political struggle with
‘the racist.administration of BMCC
for several years? -
. We think that further mveshga-
tion by the Guardian would reveal:
1) that the YSA, acting in har-
mony - with the. administration, has
been playing a thoroughly racist
-role in trying to undermine the anti-
imperialist Third World Coalition
- student governnient.at BMCC. .
2) that the YSA has not had its
-right  to. function politically - inter-
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fered with. They can still use school
facilities, issue leaflets, etc. As a
matter of fact, they are currently
circulating their scurrilous anti-trea-
ty material on the campus.

3) that the real issue in this dis-
pute is not between the YWLL and
the YSA, as the YSA would have

. people. believe. What is involved is
a mass rejection by an entire stu-
dent body and a student govern-
ment, under third world leadership,
of the racist and reactionary pol-
icies of the YSA. o

. We think the Guardtan owes. its
readers and Hoyen, the YWLL and
the Third World Coalition a public
apology for the unsubstantiated,
slanderous statements contained in
this article. = |

Let's see the l}uardxan apply the
concept of. self-criticism which it so

" loudly flaunts. Or [is] the Guardian
80 motivated by anti-communism
that it is willing to print falsehoods
as a substitute for ideological strug-
gle?

The Guardian replies: We believe
that the main question in this mat-
ter is whether or not political dis-
putes _on the left should be settled
by violence. Richard Hoyen has
refuséd to explain to us why he
disputes the ac¢ount given by YSA



member Will Stanley, who says that
a group of students i_ncluding Hoy-
en physically attacked him.

. While the Guardian has made
clear its opposition to Trotskyism
and its role in the antiwar move-

ment many times, the behavior and
olmcs of YSA is not the central
1ssue in this situation.

2. Democracy in the Student Movement; Where Does the YWLL Stand?

From the February 2, 1973, issue of The Militant

By JOSEPH HARRIS

and MALIK MIAH

The Young Workers Liberation
League has finally issued a public
letter concerning the denial of a stu-
dent charter to the Young Socialist
Alliance and a physical attack on a
YSA member.

The letter, printed in the Jan. 17
Guardian, was written by Matty Ber-
kelhammer, the national organization-
al secretary of the YWLL. It harshly
criticizes the Guardian for printing a
"false” news article about the events
at Borough of Manhattan Community
College (BMCC) last November.

Berkelhammer contends that Rich-

ard Hoyen, a national leader of the

YWLL, did not assault YSA' member
Will Stanley, and that "the YSA ‘has
not had its right to function politically
interfered with" at BMCC,

What are the facts? At the Nov. 22

Student Government Association meet-
ing at BMCC, the YSA's student char--

ter was revoked; members of the YSA
were expelled from the editorial board
of the Third Eye, the campus news-
paper; and YSA members were ex-
cluded from attending future. meetmgs
of the student government.

Richard Hoyen, who is the YWLL'
national peace director and a coor-
dinator of the Nguyen Van Troi Hos-
pital Fund, placed these mdtions on
the floor. He motivated them by call-
ing YSA members "wreckers," "manip-
ulators,” "agents,” and "counterrevolu-
tionaries." He claimed that the YSA

posed a "political threat” to the Third -

World Coalition at BMCC, whose
members make up a majority of the
student government.

At the student government meeting
on Nov. 29, the YSA returned to ap-
peal the previous week's decision. The
appeal was tabled, however. Soon af-
ter the meeting, Hoyen and two other
members of the Third World Coali-
tion physically assaulted Will Stanley,
tossing him to the floor and kicking
him in the face.

The YSA responded to thése attacks
by initiating a campaign against the

use of violence to settle political dif-
ferences, and in support of the YSA's
right to a charter. This campaign
gained the support of many student,
Black, and Puerta Rican leaders-and
groups in the New York area, as
well as support from around the coun-

try.

As a result of this campaign, one.

student government official informed
the YSA before the Dec. 21  student
government meeting that its charter
"was never officially revoked.” Just
three days earlier, however, the YSA

.. had been forced to take down a lit-

erature table on the basis that it did
not have a charter.
What does Berkelhammer say about

-these facts? He says they are false,.

a "slander,” and "totally unsubstanti-

Vated but he presents no alternative

account. Most importantly, he ayoids
discussing ‘whether - the YWLL sup-

‘ports the YSA's right to campus rec-

ognihon and where the YWLL stands
on theé use of violen¢e within the rad-
jical and student movements. :

Instéad,” Berkelhammer says, "What

is involved is-a mass rejection by an
. .entire student body and a student gov- ..
ernment, under third world leadership,

of the racist.and reactionary palicies
of the YSA." (Emphasis added.)

Is .it- true that an "entire student
body" has rejected the YSA? The fact |

is that more than 300 students at,

BMCC’ sxgned a petition supporting
the YSA's right to campus recogni-
tion. Campus groups such as ‘Black
Arts Society Quisquiyano, Circulc
Boricua Baja (a Dominican organi
zation),” Phi Beta Delta, the Christian
Fellowship, and other organizations
have also supported the YSA’s right
to a charter.

In fact, at the Nov. 22 meeting the -

majority - of the student government

abstained on the motion t¢ revoke

the YSA's.charter.

Berkelhammer makes another seri-
ous charge against the YSA that is
untrue. He says, "the YSA, acting in
harmony with the administration, has

been playing a thoroughly racistrole

15

-from administration attacks.

in trying to undermine the anti-im-
perialist Third World Coalition stu-
dent government at BMCC." (Empha-
sis added.)

Despite its- political differences with
the Third World Coalition, the YSA
has consistently defended the group
In the
past semester, the YSA supported the
Third World Coalition against admin-
istration attempts to deny it the seats
it won in the student government elec-

- tion.

During the fight over the YSA char-
ter, the YSA strongly opposed a move
by the administration to intervene in

' the matter. An open letter the YSA
‘sent to the administration said in part:

"Because the Young Socialist Alliance
believes that all student affairs should
be under student control. . . . and be-
cause we oppose the administration's
intervening in the affairs of students,

‘the YSA will not prepare any reports

for, or have any meetings with the

.. administration on this matter.”

What about the "racist and reaction-

.ary policnes of the YSA? Berkelham-
mer tries to equate racism and reac-
‘tion with any YSA position the YWLL

d_isagrees_,w;th The YWLL, which sup-
ports the "peace” accords, says the
YSA is "attacking the Vietnamese" by

“refusing to support the demand that
" Nixon sign the treaty. In addition,

‘Berkelhammer makes the ridiculous

- claim that the YSA opposes fund rais-
‘ing projects for building hospitals in.

Hanoi.

The . YSA supports Black national-
ism, which the YWLL opposes. Thus,
YWLL members have called the YSA
"racist” for its strategy for Black lib-
eration.

The YWLL uses these absurd slan-
ders as a substitute for debating its
real differences with the YSA. It hopes
to discredit the ideas of the YSA sim-
ply by labeling them "reactionary.”

In addition, the YWLL has shown
that it is not opposed to using physical

: ‘vxolence to intimidate those with whom
it disagrees. Such undemocratic prac-



tices are in the traditions of the Com-
munist Party, which the YWLL is in
political solidarity with. The use of
goon-squad tactics by any organiza-
tion is intolerable and must be fought

by every critical-minded activist. Such -

methods prevent free, open discussion

and provide an excuse for school ad-

ministrations and the government to
victimize radical groups.

The Berkelhammer letter completely
avoids answering the real questions
posed by the events at BMCC: Does
the “YWLL support the right of the
YSA to have a student charter? Is

" the YWLL opposed to the use of phys-

3. Reviving Old Tactics

ical intimidation and slander to re-
solve political differences within the
movement?

The.  YSA believes that political dif-
ferences within the movement can only
be resolved in an atmosphere of open
debate and discussion, free from any
fear of physical threats.

From the December 15, 1973, issue of The Mlitaﬁt

.The Young Workers . leeratlon League, the Commumst

Party's youth organization,. has organized -a . campalgn to

- prévent the Young Socialist Alliance from obtaining:official

recognition at Borough of Manhattan Community - College

. in. New York City. One of the YWLL leaders-is also-impli-
cated in a phys:ca.l attack on a YSA member on the same -

~_campus,

Such undemocratlc conduct by an orgamzatlon Ehat cIaims ‘
‘to be socialist is intolerable. YSA National Chairman Andy' ,
Rose has demanded that the YWLL repudiate these achons ’
by its members and supporters. So far they have refused to

do.so..

The . YWLL attacks are one of the consequences of a stepped- -
up - anti-Trotskyist propaganda campaign presently . being
waged by the bureaucrats in Moscow and .the Communist -
Party in the U.S. Slanderous articles _that, have appeared

+ recenfly " i Soviet "theoretical” journals and. CPUSA ‘maga-

- zines'and newspapers brand Trotskyism — including Trotskyist

*"" organizations like the Socialist Workers Patty -and the'Young
Socialist Alhance'-- as "a vulgar weapon of imperialim and " -

‘reaction,” ' a "counter-revolutionary - element within the Left,’

an advocate of blatant racism,”

and an-"enemy of peace.”

_ A two-part™ article in the Junie and July issues of the CP's
. . magazine Political Affairs, entitled "'I‘rotskylsrn ' Left-Wing'
- Voige of Reaction,” concludes with the admomhon that "The
., SWP. will not realize its hope of becommg fhe predommant
- . force on the Left. It w111 continue to be a cOunter-revoluuonary .
~.sect. But what must always be remembered is that Trotskyism
‘will never disappear of its own accord. H must be fought." -
The effect of these lies and the call to fight "counter-revo-
lutionary” Trotskyists is to whip up an: atmosphere among
- young CP and YWLL members that any measures against
- the  SWP: and YSA are justified if they can get away with

them

-'This hooligan conduct against socxahste with whom they

disagree harks back to the 1930s and 1940s, when such
" measures were the stock-in-trade of the Stalinized  Communist
Party. Attempts to revive these poisonous meéthods and to
try to employ them today will not succeed in intimidating
thié¢ SWP, the YSA, or any other critical-minded revolutionists. "
Such tactics will backfire and expose the true nature of the
CP and YWLL's bankrupt politics, which are subordinated
to the policies of the privileged bureaucracy in the USSR.
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Section Five: Defending the Movement Against a Sectarian Rampage

{The National Caucus of Labor Committees is one of
the sects that emerged out of the splintering of SDS. Or-
ganized as a cult around its leader, Lyn Marcus, the
NCLC launched an effort in April 1973 to "mop up”
the Communist Party and other leftists. In response, the
Socialist Workers Party organized united efforts to defend
the Communist Party against attack. Frustrated in its
efforts to break up meetings, the NCLC turned to sneak

attacks against ‘individual members of radical groups.
This called for a change in tactics and, in addition to
mobilizing the left against the NCLC's hooliganism, the
SWP and other groups called for the prosecution of the
attackers. Evidence had piled up, in the meantime, that
indicated that police agents were active participants in
the NCLC rampage.]

1. Labor Committee Goons Attack the YWLL

From the April 27, 1973, issue of The Militant

PHILADELPHIA, April 14 — On Wed-
nesday, April 11, a group of 12 to
15 people, organized by and including
several members of the National Cau-
cus of Labor Committees (NCLC);
attacked members of the Young Work-
ers Liberation League. (YWLL) at
Temple Umversuy here.

Eyewitnesses report that the attack-
ers used ‘lead pipés and other weap-
ons. Six of the injured required hos-
pital treatment.”According to the Com-
munist ‘Party's Daily World. of. April
13, both Steve -Rasmussen and Ed
Aguilar suffered broken noses; Robin
Goldberg suffered a broken rib; Waldo
Woods had an eye injury; Robert’ Rw&
tin suffered facial wounds and pos-
sibly a fractured jaw; and Bill Meyer-
son had facial injuries.

This attack follows a series . of
threats by the NCLC to physically
destroy the Communist Party and the
YWLL.

The course on which the NCLC has
embarked poses a threat to the en<
tire radical movement. The absurdity
of this small sect's pretensions to "de-
stroy” the CP and the YWLL in no
way lessens the grave danger posed
by the introduction of the tactics of
violence into the movement.

The capitalist press in Philadelphia
has already seized on the incident,
devoting extensive-coverage to it in
an attempt to discredit all radicals
as goons and thugs. There is also
a danger that the NCLC's gangster-
like tactics can be used by the uni-
versity administration' and the cops
to justify measures- ‘directed at other
groups on the left, and to restrict civil
liberties and political activity on cam-
pus. NCLC's violent acts create an

aﬁhoiplfgre that faeﬂitatés the work
of police agents, whose aim is to weak-
en and destroy all radical groups.

‘The NCLC has been in a faction
fight with the CP and the YWLL within
the National Welfare Rights Organi-
zation (NWROQO). Recently a segment
of  the .NWRO including the NCLC
broke away and held a convention
te form a new . organization called
the . National .Unemployed and Wel-
fare Rights: Organization (NU-WRO).
The :€oalition to. Defend the NWRO,
which . includes- the CP and YWLL,
denounced the split.as an attempt "to
divide: and :destroy NWRO" and as
a. -"racistmovement operating under
the pretext:-of. advocating changes for
the have:nots.” )

Following -the NU-WRO founding
convention, held at Temple, the NCLC
escalated their factional warfare far
beyond. the .]limits of political discus-
sion .and, debate. NCLC began to
physically threaten the CP .and the
YWLL. An editorial appeared in the
April 9-13 New Solidarity, the news-
paper of the NCLC, under the heading
"Death of the CPUSA."

The editorial announced that the CP
was polltically "dead" and that the
NCLC had "the unique right and ob-
ligation to destroy. the last vestige of
left-hegemony of the Communist Party
in the:U.S.A. today. And that is pre-
cisely what we are about to do.”" The
editorial. states that the NCLC has
the "awful ‘responsibility” to organize
a mass force within five years that
would be capable of instituting "work-
.ers" governments throughout North
America and Western Europe.”-.

‘Seeing the Communist Party as an
obstacle in carrying out their "awiul
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responsibility,” the New Solidarity ed-
itorial states, "Immediately, readers
will obtain a taste of our ruthlessness
in the way we proceed to finish off
the Communist Party."” :

"In the following issue of New Sol-
idarity an article called "Operation-
Mop-Up: The.Class Struggle Is For
Keeps" explained more clearly the
plans of NCLC. "To implement our
editorial policy of last week, we will.
enter CP-YWLL meetings, conferences,
rallies, classes, etc. to confront the par-
ticipants with the CP's allianee with
Philadelphia fascists to help Nixon de-
stroy the March 31 Philadelphia con-
vention of the National Unemployed
and - Welfare Rights Organization.
These meetings or other events will
not take place unless their participants
first condemn the class treachery of
the CP leadership.”

It was in the eontext of these se-
rious threats of physical violence that
the attack on April 11 took place.
The Third World Solidarity Coalition
of Temple University held a rally on
April 11, attended by about 100 peo-
ple. An NCLC member approached

‘Tony Monteiro, a leader of the CP,

and tried to sell him a copy of New
Solidarity. Monteiro tore up the pa-
per, slapped the NCLC member, and
pushed her down.

Another NCLC member approached
the scuffle and was knocked into a
nearby bush. Members of the NCLC
then left the rally. The Philadelphia
Tribune guoted Monteiro as saying,
"It's true that I pushed the girl down,
but she kept pushing her paper in
my face and threatening me, saying
that I had five days to go.”

The NCLC has sought to utilize
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this action by Monteiro to justify its
attack on the YWLL, but their public
boasting about their attack as part
of "Operation Mop-Up" demonstrates
the spuriousness of this assertion.

After the rally, a group of people,
including several - members of = the
YWLL, went to the YWLL office in.
the Student Activities Center. Shortly
after 1 p.m. the NCLC brutally at—
tacked the YWLL members.

-NCLG claims that they went to the
Student "Activities - Center .to talk to -
the YWLL and that a ‘member.of the
YWLL "shoved a  knife down. the
throat of a Labor Commniittee member
—ripping his tongue.”

Harvey McArthur,”a member of the
Temple Young Socialist Alliance and
Socialist Workers Party candidate for
city controller of the city of Philadel-
phia, witnessed the attack and says
he saw no knife.

He states that "the NCLC: rushed
into the offices, started beating.people
up, and then rushed out— the whole
thing took -about five minutes. If they
came 'to talk' as they claim, they
wouldn't have come armed with clubs
and pipes.” McArthur also says that
Jose Torres, a leading NCLC mem-
ber, was seen directing the attack on
the YWLL.

‘According- to. the April 13 Daily
World, "The injured individuals and
the Temple chapter of the YWLL in-
tend to press criminal charges against:
the perpetrators of this vicious attack.”
A warrant has been issued for the
arrest of Jose Torres, and one NCLC
member has been arrested.

The Disciplinary Committee of the
Student Affairs Committee held hear-
ings on Friday April 13 to gather

mstimony and make a recommenda-
tion to the administration. Several .

members of the Third World Solidar-

ity Coalition, the Attica Brigade, and.

Professor Zelnick of the English De-
partment testified in agreement with
the YWLL's version of the events.

The Disciplinary Committee, backed.

up by the administration, then voted
to prohibit the NCLC from further
political activity on campus.

The campus community has reacted
very strongly against the NCLC ac-
tions. An editorial in the Temple News
said that "if the National Caucus can-
not tolerate the free exchange of ideas
among students, then the University
should not tolerate the National Cau-
cus on campus." The editorial called
for revoking the charter of NCLC
at Temple.

Most students on campus feel that
the NCLC bears responsibility for this
vicious attack. Many radical students
are concerned that the adminisiration
will use the attack to try to limit po-
litical organizing and other civil lib-
erties on campus. The administration
has already begun that process by re-
stricting the rights of nonstudents to
come on campus. On Thursday, April
12, for example, members of the Black
Panther Party were kicked off campus
when they tried. to solicit funds for
their Breakfast for Children Fund.

The National Caucus of Labor
Committees - has distributed a leaflet

on campus about the attack. The leaf--

let admits and tries to justify the at-
tack, and promises more of the same.
It states: "We have warned the CP:
the Communist Party has crossed
class lines for the last time. Within
two months, we will destroy the Com-
munist Party as a polifical organi

zation. That is the reason for the 'me-
lee' on Wednesday

‘The NCLC has escalated its epithets
to a hysterical pitch: "The Communist
Party, allied with the poverty pimps
who 'speak for the community' but
organize against it, with the fascist
Ed Schwartz  and the Nixon juden-
rat agency Philadelphia WRO. . ..

The policy of the NCLC to physic-
ally attack the Communist Party and
the YWLL is being. carried out else-
where as wéll. In New York City,
for example, the Daily World reports
that in the past two weeks the NCLC
has attempted to disrupt a May Day
planning conference and has harassed
and threatened Communist Party
members at the Jefferson Bookshop
and the W.E.B. DuBois Community
Center in Harlem.

APRIL 18—The National Caucus.
of labor Commiftees has esca-
lated ‘its campaign of intimidation
against those who disagree with
them. Copies of the April 16 sup-
plement to the NCLC newspaper
New Solidarity were posted at
the entrances. to the offices of

the Socialist Workers Party in

Philadelphia and Lower Manhat-
fan last night. The supplement
contains a clear threat to all who
defend the right of radical groups
to hold and defend their views:
“f .other socialist organizations
cross the line and actively join
the CP’s alliance with- Nixon and
the fascists in the name of 'work-
ers democracy,’, they will be
treated similarly.”

2. Temple University YSA Urges United Defense of YWLL

From the Apnl 27, 1973, issue of The Militant

The following statement was made
by the Temple University Young

The Young Socialist Alliance
condemns the recent physical at-
tacks by members of the National
Caucus of Labor Committees
against members of the Commu-
nist Party and the Young Workers
‘Liberation League.

The entire movéement must come
to the defense of the CP and the
YWLL against such hooligan at-
tacks. We must stand in solid sup- -

- port of the rights of all within the
movement to carry out their polit-
Jeal activities without fear of intim-
idation: or  violence from other

- groups. . .

Such: violent attacks have no
place’ wrthm the student and radi-
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cal movement and must be rejected
as .a means of settling political
disputes. We must be able to con- -

. sider and discuss all ideas in an

atmosphere- o_f free debate and dis-
cussion. - It -is only through this
open- exchange of ideas that the
issues and differences facing the
movement can be clarified.

'The use of violence as a means



of "resolving” debates plays into
the hands of the administration
and cops by lending credence to
their slander that the movement
is basically violent and destructive.
The atmosphere created by such
tactics can also create fertile
ground for police agents and pro-
vocateurs in their attempts to de-

stroy radical organizations.

The administration at Temple
University has already begun to
use NCLC's attacks as a handle
to place restrictions on civil liber-
ties on campus. On April 12, for
example, NCLC’s actions were
used as a pretext for excluding
non-student members of the Black

3. Repudiate NCLC Gangsterism

Panther Party from campus. We
must oppose all such restrictions
by the administration.

‘The Young Socialist Alliance
calls on . all radical and student
organizations to condemn NCLC's
attacks and to repudiate the use
of such tactics.

Editorial from the April 27, 1973, issue of The Militant

The gangster-like tactics the National Caucus of Labor Com-
mittees (NCLC) used in its attack on members of the Young
Workers- Liberation League (see story on page 9) constitute
a threat to the entire radical movement. Attacking with pipes
and clubs, the NCLC thugs sent six YWLL members - to the "

hospital.

The NCLC openly states that it intends to continue such
attacks, publicly proclaiming their intention to "bury" and
"pulverize" the Communist Party and YWLL. In an April
16 supplement to their newspaper, New Solidarity, the NCLC
threatens to "treat similarly” any other socialist organizations
that "join the CP's alliance with Nixon and the fascists in the
‘name of 'workers democracy.'"

These methods must be condemned. The use of vmlence
within the radical movement aids no one but the ruling ‘class:.
If attacks such as the one against the YWLL are allowed to
continue, they will be used -against other organlzatlons as

the Labor Commiittee itself has already threatened.

Violent attacks within the movement threaten the very right \
to organize, to ptesent ideas, and to win others to those ideas. ’
Movement groups face enough limitations .on these rights
from the rulers of this country without having to also face

such assaults from thhm the radical movement.

The NCLC attempts to. justify its hoodlum.attacks by la-
belling the CP and YWLL as "fascist’ organizations. Such
use of the word "fascist” to excuse physical attacks on groups
within the socialist movement should be repudiated by every
organization comn‘ntted to democratlc rights for workmg—
class ofgamzahons. ,

The NCLC's goon attacks are antithetical to the aims and
principles of the socialist movement. Socialists support the
practice of workers democracy —that is, the concept that the.
way to solve differences within the working-class movement
is through free and open debate and testing of ideas.

The use of violence within the movement, on the other- hand,
makes it possible for the ruling class te discredit the left as
antisocial sects fighting amongst themselves.

In "addition, these methods create a perfect atmosphere for
police agents whose aims are to destroy the entire movement.
Agents-provocateurs would like nothing better than to see
radical groups resort to armed attacks on each other. The.
work of government agents goes much easier in such an

environment.

The Militant calls on all groups and 1nd1v1duals who sup- h
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port basic democratic rights to join in a campaign to re-
pudiate the National Caucus of Labor Committees and their
use of violence against organizations they disagree with.

We call on all groups to reject and condemn the use of
physical attacks to settle disagreements within the movement.
And we urge all supporters of democratic rights to come to
the defense of the CP, YWLL, and any other group whose
meetings, members, or offices are attacked by NCLC hooli-

gans.

4. NCLC Hooligans Attack Candidates Meeting at Columbia University

By DOUGJENNESS .
NEW YORK, April 24 —About 60
hooligans from the National Caucus

of Labor Committees (NCLC) unsuc-

cessfully. tried to storm the platform
at a meeting ‘of mayoral candidates
at Columbia University last night.
This was. the most serious in the re-
cent series of .physical attacks the
NCLC haslaunched against the Com-

munist Party and the Socnalist Work-

ers Party.

The NCLC hoodlums were prevent-
ed from physxcally harming State As-
semblyman. Albert Blumenthal, con-

tender for the Democratic nomination; .

Rasheed . Storey, Commun;st Pnrty

candldate, and Joanna Misnik, Sa- { -

cialist Workers Party candjdate for
city council president who was speak-
ing for Norman Oliver, SWP cahdi-
date for mayor.

Members of the . Socialist Workers

Party, Young Socialist- A]ha:_)ee, and.
the Communist Party, as well as some .
Columbia. University students, defend- .

ed the platform.
The NCLC goons, however, were

successful in breaking up. the meet-

ing. Armed with clubs, num-chucks

(jointed sticks), and brass knuckles,
they started to rush the stage imme-

diately following a speech by Tony
Chaitkin, the NCLC mayoral candi-
date. Chaitkin was the first speaker.
.The NCLC thugs pulled clubs out
of their jackets, picked up chairs; and

started clubbing their way to the plat-

form. They were confronted, however,
by 75 to 80 marshals who were pre-
pared to defend the- stage. After a
pitched battle lasting about seven or
eight minutes, the NCLC thugs retreat-

ed, taking their injured with them. .

Six victims of the NCLC assault re-
quired medical treatment. They are

Wayne Glover, Craig Gannon; Jack

Lieberman, Tom Tilitz, Nat London,
and Jesse Smith. Tilitz was hospital--

ized overnight before being released.
No one was.seriously injured.

During the few 'days prior to the
meeting the NCLC distributed a leaf-

let entitled "Whither Rasheed?” warn-.

ing that ‘they would attempt to break
up last night's meeting and physmally
attack Storey. The leaflet reads in
part: "With the CP hacks unable to

hold - public- meetmgs or to organize, -

in terror of the YWLL [Young Work-
ers leeratxon League] membership
enraged at yet another sellout, in ter-

ror of Operation Mop-Up, there re-.

mains only 1 question:
"I Storey shows up Monday night,

~can his fast-smkmg mayoral cam-
paign ‘be buayed up by anything less

than ‘several dozen 'husky workers'

‘éemployed by the N. Y. P. D. [New York
~Policé Department]?"

‘Attempts to convince the organizers

.of the meeting, the Columbia Uniwver-

sity. student, Board .of ‘Managers, that

. this, was - d ‘serious_threat and that
"NCLC dxsrupters should be excluded :

from the meeting, were unsuccessful
' About 20 minutes. before the meet-
ing began, the NCLC. hooligans came
into the meeting together. One of the
thugs carried . some long clubs con-
cealed in a blanket.  One of the de-
fense leaders and the organizers of
the meeting persuaded him to leave

before the meeting began. Other NCLC
thugs wore rings over leather gloves.:

When Storey arrived, the NCLC‘_
hoolxgans started. screammg, "Scab!
Scab!™ In their frenzy, some of them -
yelled out right-wing. epithets like

"Comm;e scab! Commie scab!”
Others’ screamed that Storey was. a
fascist and, in cahoots with’ Philadel-
phia Mayor Frank Rizzg. Some of
them continued their yelling even while
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From the Lié.y 4, 1973, issue of The Militant

Chaitkin presented an incoherent and
frenzied tirade against the Communist
Party and Rasheed Storey.

This reporter talked to several peo-
ple at the meeting who have attended
NCLC public functions recently. They
indicated that they had never before
seen many. of the NCLC-members at
last night's meeting. These particular
members looked the most like thugs.
They were the ones who led the shout-
ing and the charge on the stage. It
is clear that the NCLC's public pol-
icy of physically trying to eliminate
radical ‘organizations like the CP and
the SWP has opened the door for po-
lice agents and right-wing scum.

Protests against the NCLC's gang-

‘ster-like eampaign are beginning to

be registered. Before last night's .at-
tack, a . statement strongly condemn-
ing this hooliganism had been signed
by Annette Rubenstein, Marxist liter-

- ary critic; Nat Hentoff, Village Voice

columnist; Norman Oliver, SWP may-
oral candidate; Jim Ostroff, editor of
the Queens College Phoenix; Jack New-
garten, New York University Social
Democrats; Marshall Whitman, NYU
Radical Zionist Alliance; Jim  Fitzer,
president of Hunter School of Gen-
eral ‘Studies student government; and
others.

In an editorial in its Apnl 25 issue
the Guardian also stated that it

"strongly condemns the physical at-
‘tacks -and verbal threats against the

Communist Party and its affiliated
groups by a -handful of people call-
ing themselves the National Caucus
of Labor Committees.”

" Since last night's attack a campalgn
has been launched at Columbia Unis
versity to get as many organizations
as possible to protest this outrage.
A joint statement is being eirculated



calling on "groups and individuals
who support basic democratic rights
to join in a campaign to repudiate
the NCLC attack on Monday night's
meeting and their use of -violence in
the movement." 7

So far it has been signed by Mark
Kirschner, Columbia Democratic Cau-
cus; Rebecca Waters, editor of Bar-
nard Bulletin;, John Buddenholtz,
United Farmworkers Support Com-
mittee; George Robinson, Student Lib-
ertarian Action Movement; Rob Mec-
Cauly, member of Community "Ser-
vice Council; Rudolfo Orapez, Colum-
bia -OWL; Arlene Abadlain, Student
Assembly, Arlene Rubenstein, Young
Socialist Alliance; Gail Robinson; Au-
ra Riviera; Beverly Copeland and
Kathleen Graves.

Joanna "Misnik, speaking ior the
SWP, told The Militant that "there are
important lessons to be drawn from
this attack at Columbia University.

One is that. even though the NCLC.

did not achieve its main goal of beat-
ing up the speakers, it broke up the
meeting. This was a defeat for the
right of political candidates to express
their "views and for students at Co-

Editoriél

lambia to hear those views.

"The only effective way to prevent
this undemocratic disruption is to ex-
clude the NCLC thugs from meetings.
They have only one purpose, which
they have publicly admitted and dem-
onstrated by their- actions, and that
is to break up the meetings.”
~ She went on to say that no amount

_of pressure from the audience can de-
ter armed hooligans who have this

aim. In order to keep the meetings
open to those who want to hear the
speakers, it is necessary to organize
defense teams to prevent disrapters
from entering the meeting hall.

*"Another lesson,™ she explained, "is

that no section of -the radical move-
ment is immune from these attacks.

- This .makes it imperative that all in-

dividuals and organizations who sup-

~port democrati¢ rights join together

in. mobilizing the broadest possible
protest against the NCLC's hooligan-
ism. . .

. "Despite political differences, the en-

tire radical movement should be alert-

ed to the danger of this violence and
cooperate in isclating the NCLC. Only
when the NCLC recognizes that the

5. Daily World Falsification

entire radical movement opposes its
actions and that it cannot break up
meetings will it be deterred from its
vicious campaign.”

A leaflet headlined "'You will nat
goon for the CP!" and signed by
the National Caucus of Labor
Committees was passed ouf April
24. It concludes with an explicit
“warning''to the Socialist Workers
Party, saying, “When you did all
the fighting for the Communist
Party ‘at the Monday mayoral
forum, we held back—we gave
you a mild warning. ., . But
should you repeat as goons for
the CP, we will put dll of you in
the hospital; we will deal with
you as we are dealing with the
Communist Party.”

This threat underlines the im-
portance of a broad defense of
the right of radical organizations
to function in the face of NCLC
gangsterism.

from the May.4, 1973, issue of The Militant

In the current campaign of attacks by the National Caucus
of Labor Committees against the Communist Party, Young
Workers Liberation League, and other radical groups, the
Socialist: Workers Party and Young Socialist Alliancé have
been in the forefront of the. ﬁght to stop thése hoodlum tactics
(see page 5). Despite pohtxcal differences with the CP, the SWP
has helped. defend democrutlc rights in the movement, as in
the case of the recent NCLC attack at Columbia University.
Thus it ‘was espemally abominable to see the columm by
Morris Davis in’ ‘the April 21 issue of the Daily World, Com-
munist Party newspaper. Davis attempts to link the N CLC
goon tactics with the. Trotskylst movement, saying that "
the 40s the main disrupters were the Trotskyites, followers

of Leon Trotsky."

(Davis rehashes a number of other lies

long since discredited: that the Trotskyists have supposedly
been union wreckers in the service of thebosses and racketeers,
-and that the Trotskyists—the first victims of the Smith Act
for their revolutionary socialist opposition to World War
II—were "fifth colummsts of the fascist Axis powers dur-

-ing the war.)

The attempt to link Trotskyist orgamzahons-—the SWP and
the YSA — with- the NCLC attacks is outrageous, as is obvious.
to any honest person who has witnessed the role of the SWP'
and YSA.in answering the NCLC's recent attacks. The NCLC

21



el e R s SO S TR

e e - e

goon methods have nothing whatsoever to do with Trotskyism
or the traditions of the Bolshevik Party led by Lenin and
Trotsky.

The consistent record of the SWP in defending democratic
rights within the radical and labor movements is well known. -
Morris Davis' column is an attempt to cover up for those

. who did introduce violence into the radical movement: the:
~ Stalinists - and the Stalinized Communist parties throughout
the world. The hoodlum methods used by these parties were
learned from the Stalinist bureaucracy in the Soviet. Union,
"a bureaucracy that could only maintain its parasitic existence
through the use of torture, frame-up trials, executions, assas-

sinations, and secret police terror. ‘

Just one example of the extent of these terror methods was -

Khrushchev's admission in 1956 that in the late 1930s Stalin .
executed 70 percent of the Soviet CP's central committee elected
in 1934. To this day the heirs of Stalin in the Kremlin main- .
tain a police state in which all political dissent is  outlawed.
. Trained in this tradition of using police-type terror to deal
with political opposition, Stalinized .parties throughout the
world have used the same tactics against political opponents
to the degree that their strength allowed them to get away with
it. '

When those who opposed the degeneration of the Russian
revolution under  Stalin were expelled from -the U.S. Com-
munist Party in 1928, CP goons repeatedly and viciously
attacked meetings of the newly organized revolutionary so-
cialist movement. CP thugs also attacked people selling The
Militant on the streets. '

During the 1940s Trotskyists and other militants in Europe
were executed and assassinated both by the fascists and by
the Stalinists. - Trotsky himself was assassinated by an agent
of Stalin in 1940: '

The systematic use of violence against the American Trotsky-
ists by the followers of Stalin abated only after the Trotskyists
showed they could mobilize broad support for the right to
carry on -political activity and physically defend their meet-
ings. But even in the recent past members of the CP and
YWLL have resorted to threats of violence, and in some
cases physical attacks, against Trotskyists. An example was
the. attack last winter on Will Stanley, a student at the Bor-
ough of Manhattan Community College in New York.

The Daily World's linking of the Trotskyist movement with
goon tactics against workers organizations will be repudiated
by all who are familiar with the record of the SWP. At the
same time, The Militant urges all groups .and individuals
who support democratic rights to unite in a common effort
to repudiate the hooligan attacks of the NCLC, to organize
to stop the breakmg up of movement meetings, and to defend
organizations under attack

6. Cops and Rightists Join NCLC's Anti-Communist Campaign
| From the May 18, 1973; issue of The Militant

It has become clear that the socalled a small group that has claimed to be ist Workers Party, and other groups
National Caucus of Labor Commit- socialist. However it§ current "Opera- on the left, has attracted right-wingers
tees has been joined by police agents tion Mop-Up" campaign to physically = and cops who have exactly the same
and right-wing thugs. The NCLC'is "destroy” the Communist Party, Social- aim.
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On May 6, 16 NCLC members were
arrested in Philadelphia after attempt-
ing to invade a meeting of the Public
Works Action Committee. One of those
arrested, Nereida Cordero, was found
to be a state parole investigator.

This was the second time that NCLC
thugs were identified as part of the
police apparatus. One of those
arrested for the April 11 attack on
Young Workers Liberation League
members in Philadelphia was Daniel
Valdes, another parole investigator,
who was found to be carrying a
loaded .38 revolver. Cordero gave the
same home address to the police that
Valdes had given. ;

According to the ‘May 8 Daily
World, the attackers at the Public
Works Action Committee meeting were

armed with clubs and numchucks.
Three of those who repelled the NCLC
thugs required medical attention, one
of them a member of the YWLL and
two members of the Public Works Ac-
tion Committee. Three defenders of
the meeting were also arrested on
charges of disorderly conduct. P

Another example of tight—wmgers
using the NCLC "Operation Mop-Up"
campaign for their own purposes oc-
curred in Tarytown, N.Y. A leaflet
appeared at the auto plant in Tarry-
town signed by the "UAW Committee
to Stop Communism.” It appealed.to
workers not to support Bill Scott, a
leader of Trade Union Action
and Democracy, who was running for
shop chairman in UAW Local 664
in Tarrytown.

The leaflet quotes the NCLC publi-

cation. New . Solidarity, which is identi-
fied as published by the "National
Caucus of Labor,” attacking Scott as
a supporter of the Communist Party.

The headline on the leaflet says,
"Stop the Pinkos—Do you want the
commie flag flying at the union hall?”
It says further on, "Fight GM and fight
the commies — Hanoi, Moscow, Red
China, Stalin, Lenin, Trotsky, or
Scott. None shall replace the UAW
President Woodcock as the voice and
leader of the UAW member. The UAW
blue shirt must never be changed to
pink.”

The violent campaign by the NCLC
to "destroy® the Communist Party, So-
cialist Workers Party, and other radi-
cal organizations has become indis-
tinguishable from the anticommunism
of the rightists and the government.

7. Young Socialist Alliance Conference in Detroit Repulses NCLC Attack

From the May 18, 1973, issue of The Militant

'By MIKE KELLEY -
DETROIT, May 9 —For the first time
the so-called National Caucus of
Labor Committees (NCLC) has-as-
saulted a meeting sponsored by the
Socialist Workers Party and the
Young Socialist Alliance. They were
quickly repulsed by an organized de-
fense guard. The attack was another
in a series of frenzied, goon-squad
assaults in recent weeks. against .the
Communist Party, Young Workers
Liberation League, and other groups
on the left.

On May 5 a group of hoodlums, led

by and including recognized members
of thé NCLC, attacked a session of.a
regional ' socialist educational con-
ference ‘at Wayne State University.
Speaker at the session was Peter Buch,
a nationally known spokesman for
the SWP on the Mideast, speaking on
the Palestinian liberation movement.

When the attack came,.some 18 to
20 people, including the speaker, were
inside the meeting room in the Uni-
versity Center Building. There were
another six to nine people’ registenng
for the conference and those doing the
registering outside the room. These
included Jerry Crist, who is partiaily
paralyzed and has to wear a brace
.and use special crutches to get about.
He turned out to be.a target of the
thugs.

1 interviewed Harold Schlechtweg,

a student from Bloomington, Ind.,
who was attending the conference. He

was the first victim of the attackers. .

Schlechtweg was holding open the
doors for arriving participants when
he heard someone shout, ."Let's gol"

At this point a group he estimates
at about 15 rounded the corner of the
stairwell, rushed wup the stairs,
knocked him over, and entered the
hallway. .

-He - said he was then beaten thh
wooden sticks by a number of them.
He-could only protect himself by roll-
ing into a ball and covering his head
and neck. He showed this reporter

numerous welts and bruises all over.

his body. .
Most of those in the. process of
registering in the hallway were chased

down the hallway and out another.

door. Crist, however, couldn't move.
He was knocked down and beaten
with clubs by three or four hoodlums.
He was later taken to Ford Hospital,
where he was treated for a serious
gash on the right side of the head and
numerous bruises.

Doctor Mxolisi Ntlabati of the Cen-
ter for Black Studies at Wayne State
University, and a visiting friend from
New York, Professor Nonceba Lu-
ba_nga, confirmed this account of the

attack. They had come up the stairs

just before the attackers and were
about to enter Doctor Ntlabati's fifth
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floor office. Neither was attending the
conference.

Dr. Ntlabati said the attacking
group had  “police sticks, wooden
weapons, an iron bar, and iron ham-
mers." He said he saw the registration
table "knocked over" and the people
sitting behind it were attacked.

Upon ‘hearing the commotion out-
side, marshals in the meeting Toom

rushed outside to -aid the victims of

the attack and to prevent the meeting
from being broken up. They included
members of the YSA, International
Socialists, SWP, and unaffiliated in-
dividuals. :

‘Within two or three minutes, the at-
tackers were repelled and driven back
out the doors they had come through.
Several weapons were seized from
them including a hammer and
several elubs. Other weapons used by
the NCLCers included at least one
numchuck (two wooden blocks con-
nected by a heavy chain), at least
one length of chain, and karate sticks.

Apparently some of the NCLCers
had no stomach for beating someone
who is crippled. It was noticed that
as many as five or six of the NCLC -
attackers, including one of their lead-
ing members, Richi Freeman, held
back from participating in the initial
attack and then retreated when the
marshals arrived. » »

One of the marshals, Don Bechler,



was alSo injured seriously enough to

require treatment - at the Ford
Hospital. : : :
‘As the NCLC people  hastily

retreated, it was noticed that they were
carrying several of their members.
NCLC members later reported sev-
eral "seriously hurt."

After the attack meore people arnved
for the conference, and Peter Buch'
talk began on time at 3 p.m.

“Just before the meeting began, how-
ever, campus police arrived. They took
all the weapons captured from the
thugs - and objects -that. conference
participants had plcked up to defend
themselves. The meeting organizers
protested . vehemenﬂy that  this would
leave the meeting open to further at-
tacks. :

Upon ‘leaving the meeting, it was
discovered the police had turned away
a number of people who wanted to at-

tend the conference shortly after it be-
gan. According to Ken Wéber, a prom-
inent local minister, he and some 20
others were not allowed to attend the
meetlng

‘Members of various orgamzauons,
including the International Socialists,
Workers - League, and Spartic1st
League, joined the SwWP and YSA in
defending the Detroit SWP mayoral
campaign banquet that same evening
and the two sessions of the conference
held on the following Sunday:. ’I‘here
were no further incidents. ‘

"Most radical” ‘groups in Detrolt have
agreed to a united defense for fu(ure
meetmgs threatened by NCLC -goons.”

A number of groups on the Wayne
State University campus, including

members of the Young Workers
Liberation League, have agreed to
help defend a meeting scheduled for
Andrew Pulley, national secretary of
the YSA, at the university tomorrow.

This is the first known physical at-
tack by the NCLC in Detroit. Prior
to 'this, however, they have verbally
threatened a number of organizations
and individuals. For instance, earher
the same day, at the broadly spon-
sored Michigan Committee Against
ngh Prices demonstration, Richard
Gibson, preSIdent of the local Welfare
Employees Union, was told, "We're
going to get you next"” by people
he recognized as members of the
NCLC.

8. Attack.on SWP Campaign Supporters Brings Demand for Arrest of NCLC Thugs

From the June 29, 1973, issue of The Militant = . .

By. LINDAJENNESS
JUNE 19 — Three Socialist' Workers
Party members filed criminal charges
against: National Caucus of Labor
Committees (NCLC) goon Steve Getz-
off on:June 15. Rebecea  Finch, co-
ordinsdtor of the New York SWP may-
oral campaign, identified Getzoff from:
police photographs as one of the thugs
who hag attacked her and Jesse Smith
and Ken Shilman on June 9. As a.
result .of the assault, Smith was hos-
pitalized with
gashes on his face and head requiring
11 stitches.

To date Getzoff has not been ar-
rested . for.: this attack. On -June 11,
however, .Getzoff and another NCLC

hooligan, George Turner, were arrest-

ed . for assaulting Ron Tyson, a re-
porter for the Daily World, and a com-
panion, Rowina Pearce. Getzoff and
Turner were charged with second-de-
gree assault and possession of dan-
gerous instruments. - They -had been
armed with nunchakus, a karate wea-
pon. Both were released on their own
recognizance and ordered-to appear
for trial on June 26.

Nat Hentoff, Village Voice writer,
Dr. Benjamin  Spock,
Watts of the Workers Defense League
have added their names to a state-
ment demanding that the city arrest
the hoodlums responsible for the at-
tacks. The statement, which demands

a broken arm and.

and Roland.

"immediate action from the city admin~
istfation . . to stop these attacks,” is-
being circulated for’ addltional sup-'
port.

Norman Oliver, SWP candidate for‘
mayor of New York, in'a statement’
issued today 'reiterated his demdnd
that city hall order the "New' Yérk:
Police Department and the Distriet At
torney's office to arrest these thugs’ ami*
bring full criminal charges agaiﬁse
them in-order to stop these outragedﬁs
violations of democratic rights,” '~

In the June 18-22 issue of New Soli-
darity, newspaper of the NCLC, the
Labor Committee openly claims te-
sponsibility for these recent attacks,
In a box headlined, "The SWamP Pays
for Seattle Harassment,” New Solidari-
ty sta'tes "One member of the Social—‘
ist Workers Party (SWamP) was hirt’
during a confrontation with Labor'
Committee members in New York on
Saturday, “June 9. The incident was'
in retaliation. for the harassmentg of
Labor Committee members by SWPers_
in Seattle on May 14."

The so-called "harassment of Labor’
Committee members in Seattle™ refera
to a meeting held in Seattle to pro-_-
test NCLC assaults. The meeﬂngwas'
organized by the Black Panther Par-
ty. The SWP, along with several other
political organizations, particlpated in
the meeting. '

After the meeting in Seattfle, NCLC
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sent a letter to Jack Barnes, national
secretary: of the SWP, demanding a
"repudisation” of the meeting.

‘Neto-Solidarity continues: "Barnes'
impertinént failure to respond to the
request was directly responsible for
the retribution on June 9."

<In another article in New Solidarity,
the  Labor Committee admits to the
attack on Ron Tyson. "The two LC
meinbers,” Steven Getzov and George
Turner, were in the process of teach-
ing”“Tyson a lesson,” the article states,
"when a plainclothes policeman inter-
fered- and made the arrest on June
11"

Harassment of the SWP by the
NCLC - continues. On. Saturday
morning, June 16, a woman came
into the Militant Bookstore at 2744
Broadway in New York and began
buying some literature. YSA organizer,
Jude. Coren, who was in the building,
which also contains offices of the SWP
and the YSA, noticed two NCLCers
outside looking into the window. She
recognized one of them as a partici-
pant .in an NCLC assault at Colum-
bia: University on April 23, and an-
other'as a longtime member of NCLC.

"We sent a defense team downstairs
to' watch the door,” Coren says, "and
the two goons walked to the end of
the block and waved. We assumed
they were signaling more of their peo-
ple ‘around - the corner. The woman



was in the bookstore about 15 min-
utes and then left. The two men walked
up to meet her and they all walked
away.

"About one mmute later we recelved
a call from Zeke B_oyd a leader of
the NCLC. He said, 'This is Zeke
Boyd. One of our members is up in
your bookstore and if you don't let
her go right away there's going to
be trouble.” I told him that she had
already left and he hung up.

"They were clearly trying to pro-
voke an incident. They obviously sent
the woman up to see how many of
us were in the oﬁ'ices.

The Lower Manhattan branch of
the SWP also received a threatening
phone call from the NCLC. The per-
son on the phone said, "This is the
Labor Committee. Your people didn't

listen too well last time. Your people -

have harassed us in Los Angeles. If
you don't want another Jesse Smith
you better discipline your people.” The
caller refused to give his name.
Apparently the caller was referring

defense of a Los Angeles Chicapa ac-
tivist against threats by the NCLC.

Enriquetta Sanchez, a welfare work-
er in the Huntington area of Los An-
geles, has been harassed by the NCLC
since January. Several times NCLC
members have visited Sdnchez af her
office and demanded that she join the
National Unemployed-WeIfare Rights
Organization (NU-WRO), an organi-
zation set'up by NCLC. )

Last week, ~ after making vague
threats poundmg on the table, and
shouting at Sdnchez, NCLC mémbers
told ‘her they would return to her of-
fice on Friday, June 15, to "discuss”
once again her joining NU-WRO.
Concerned about the threats, Sanchez
invited several Chicano activists to
participate in the June 15 meeting with
her.

On Friday, when the NCLC mem-

+bers. arrived at Sénchez's office ex-

pecting to meet with only her, they
found instead 10 Chicano activists
who wanted to sit in on the meeting.
Miguel Pendés, a Militant reporter,
was one of those present. Mark Schnei-

I .-der,  YSA organizer in Los Angeles,
to- SWP and YSA participation in the

‘was also present.

. .- Schneider reports that.the N CLCers .
-~.told Sédnchez she had a choice, "She

could either join with them or. be eg
Nixon's side, They told her that ek
ther the revolution or fascism was
coming in five years and that there
wasn't much time.

"The Chicanos present demanded to
know what the NCLC was up to_.
They referred to the articles in the
Militant exposing the terrorist attacks
by NCLC on the movement and de-
manded to know if they were cops.

"The meeting ended with the Chi-
cano activists telling the NCLCers that
they weren't going to stand for them
coming back and harassing Enrlquet-
ta Sanchez. The NCLCers said that
they probably wouldn't come back:
On their way out, one of them said;
'We'll see you on the other side of
the barricades.’

"Then they turned to Miguel Pendéas
and said, 'You did a good job here.’
I guess they thought all the people
present at the meeting were brought
by the SWP because of the frequent
references to The Militant. Actually,
the people present were activists from
different political persuasions, includ-
ing some people from Séanchez's of-
fice. Sénchez had asked everybody
to come to the meeting.”

9 Commlﬂee to Siop Terrorlsi Aﬂacks Demands Convuchon of Goons

From theJuly 13, 1973, issue of The Militant

JULY 3-—-Jose Torres, National Cau-
cus of Labor Committees (NCLC)
member charged with aggravated as-
sault and battery in connection with

the April 11 beating of six members

of the Temple University Young Work-

ers Liberation League, was acquitted . -

June 28. Torres was formerly a CIA
agent in Vietnam.

According to the YWLL, Phlladel-
phia District Attorney Arlan Spector ]
office failed to carry out an adequate

prosecutlon An. example is that As-

sistant. District. Attorney. Bruce Neff
failed to call several wrtnesses who
had identified Torres as the director
of the attack. .

Manlyn Markus, secretary of the
New York Committee to Stop. Terror-
ist Attacks, organized to protest NCLC
hooliganism, told ‘The Militant, "There.
is no excuse for this inadequate prose-
cution on the part of the Philadelphla
district attorney. His office is attempt-
ing’ to ignore these NCLC armed at-
tacks on unarmed individuals by treat-

ing them as if they were partofa small
feud on the left. What is really at stake
is.. a:serious attack against the civil
liberties: of the Communist Party, -the
‘Socialist -Weorkers Party, and other
-radical organizations.”

Markus- stressed the importance of
putting pressure on the DA's office

-~ in-New York City to vigorously prose-

:cute NCLC -goaons Steve Getzoff and
George . .Turner. "The acquittal of
Torres. in Philadelphia shows that we
can't trust the. courts and the district
attorneys to protect ‘the basic demo-
cratic rights of socialists. We must
mobilize broad political pressure be-
fore they will respond "

Getzoff and Turner were arrested
June 11 on charges of assault against
Ron Tyson, _staﬁ' writer for the Daily
World. Getzoff, was arrested again on
‘June 26 after be1ng identified by Re-
becca Finch and Ken Shilman as one
of five armed thugs who attacked them
from behind on June 9.

Jesse Smith, who was with them, suf-
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fered serious head injuriesrequiring 11
stitches and a broken arm. Finch,
Shilman, and Smith are leaders of
the Lower Manhattan branch of .the
Socialist Workers Party. Smith is also
a member of the New York City Tax1
Drivers Local 3036.

Hearings for Getzoff and Turner are
scheduled for July 16, 9:30 a.m. , at
100 Centre Street. Meanwhile they‘aré
free on their own recognizance.

Markus told The Militant that op-
position to the NCLC's hooligan cam-
paign, now in its fourth month, con-
tinues to grow. "Throughout the coun-
try scores of trade unions, student
leaders, professors, Black and Pu,erto

" Rican organizations, civil libertarxans,k

and virtually all radical organiza-
tions, despite sharp political disagree-
ments, have condemned these attacks.

Support is also growing for the new-
ly formed New York Committee to
Stop Terrorist Attacks, which is at-
tempting to organize broad support
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to demand that the city government
defend the basic democratic rights of
all individuals and organizations at-
tacked by NCLC thugs. Initial spon-
sors include, among others, Ruth
Gage-Colby, longtime leader in the
peace movement; Myrna Lamb, fem-
inist playwright; Conrad Lynn, Na-
tional Conference of Biack Lawyers;

Norman Oliver, Socialist Workers Par- .

ty candidate for mayor; and Katherine
Sojourner, a coordinator of the Na-
tional Peace Action Coalition,

This week the committee sent a let-
ter to Mayor John Lindsay explain-
ing the history of the NCLC attacks
and the serious abndgment of civil

liberfies they represent. The letter de-
manded that the mayor initiate an
investigation to determine if employ-
ees of the New York Cxty Police De-
partment or any other city law en-
forcement agency are operating with-
in NCLC as agents provocateurs

The fact that two NCLC assailants
arrested in Philadelphia were identi-
fied as Pennsylvania parole officers,
along with numerous public exposures
of police provocateurs in New York
City in the past few years, is suffi-
cient grounds for beginning such an
investigation. '

The letter also expressed concern
that the New York police are notdoing

everything possible to apprehend and
prosecute these hooligans. It de-
manded that the police question Get-
zoff, Turner, and known leaders of
the NCLC to determine the identity
of the other four assailants involved
in the June 9 attack on Smith, Shil-
man, and Finch. '

Markus also stressed the importance
of writing letters and sending tele-

-grams of protest to District Attorney

Frank Hogan, 155 Leonard St., New
York, N.Y. 10013; Mayor John Lind-
say, City Hall, New York, N.Y.
10007; and Police Commissioner Don-
ald Cawley, 240 Centre St., New York,
N.Y. 10013.

~ Section Six: Tactics and Principles in the Fight Agufnsi Violence in the Movement

[The following article is reprinted from Volume 31, Num-
ber 25 of the SWP Discussion Bulletin, published in 1973.
Barry Sheppard is a member of the National Committee
of the SWP. Gerald Clark is a former member of the  SWP.
The appendix, added for this edition, is a letter written by

Leon Trotsky to the attorney-general of Mexico pointing
to the Mexican Communist Party's role in organizing the
May-24, 1940 machine gun attack on Trotsky's home.
The letter is reprinted from Writings of Leon Trotsky,
193940 (New York; Pathfinder Press, 1973.)]

Ovur .'DefAénse/Agui\nsi the Goon Attacks Launched by the NCLC
By Barry Sheppard

The Militant recently received a I'etter*‘froni Comrade
Gerald Clark criticizing the tactics the party has utilized
in defending itself from the goon attacks launched by the
National Caucus of Labor Committees. His letter con-
cludes with the rhetorical questions: "Has the SWP given
up the principle of working class solidarity against class
enemies in favor of putting trust in the 'justice' of the
bourgeois courts?” »

Comrades probably find it odd that Comrade Clark
would think that the pages of The Militant are an ap-
propriate place for a SWP member to charge that the
SWP has gone over to putting trust in the class enemy.
The editors thought that this was not the proper place for
an intraparty discussion and decided not to print the
letter. However, the issues raised by Comrade Clark are
important and should be answered.

The following is the text of Comrade Clark's letter (all
emphasis in the original).

* * *
June 29, 1973

To the Editors:
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I was quite interested to read in The Militant (June 29,
1973) two artieles concerning the use of bourgeois courts
by working class organizations. The first article entitled,

" "Teamsters sue Fitzsimmons, back UFWU,"” had to do with

a group of rank-and-file ' Teamsters who filed suit in the
Los Angeles Superior Court charging the union's top
officials with entering into a conspiracy with grape grow-
ers to bust the United Farmworkers Union.

Regardless of the truthfulness of such charges, the tactic
of one section -of the union movement bringing another
section of the movement—however reactionary — into the
bourgeois courts to settle differences has always been op-
posed by revolutionary socialists. The reasons are simple:
It is a principle within the revolutionary workers' move-
ment that differences of opinion, including the resort to
violence, can only be resolved by the working class “itself.
No bourgeois court can provide “justice” whenever the
working class is involved in a fight for its rights. It never
has and never will be "impartial” toward the class struggle.

But the tone of the article was one of approvall Take
this quote for example: "As soon as certain technicalities
can be ironed out with Superior Court Judge Campbell
Lucas, Giler (the attorney for the Teamster group) plans
to submit the suit. . . ." No criticisms follow this this



statement! The entire article simply explains what is hap-
pening. By implication, and from what The Militant has
already written on the UFW U-Teamster dispute, the reader
has no real choice but to conclude that the paper approves
of such tactics. Is this the proper way to educate Farm-
workers and Teamsters interested in wor_king class soli-
darity?

But the photo beside the article, showing a group of
rank-and-file Teamsters picketing a Safeway store, indi-
cates that The Militant also supports that kind of a tactic—
a public protest oriented toward mobilizing the ranks in
solidarity with the United Farmworkers struggle. But why
is there no comment about this.correct tactic? Surely you
were aware of the details concerning this demonstration?

The second article is. related to the first.. It was entitled,
"Arrest .of NCLC ' thugs. demanded in N.Y." It begins:
"Three Socialist Workers. Party -members filed criminal
charges against National Cauc¢us of Labor Committees
(NCLC) goon- Steve Getzoff on June 15. ." The article
also quoted from a statement issued by Norman Oliver,
SWP candidate for mayor of New York, which. called
upon "the ‘New York Police Department and the District
Attorney’s office..to arrest these thugs and bring full
criminal charges against them in-order to stop these out-
rageous violations of democratic rights.'”

Now, is it the position of the SWP and The Militant
that NCLC is not a working class organization? If so,
what kind of organization is it?Fascist? Bourgeois? Petty:
bourgeois? ' The question. is noét unimportant. Because if
NCLC 4s a working::class organization, would it not be
incorrect ‘to bring suit against it in-a bourgeois court?
But even if it weren't, ‘certainly the SWP doesn't believe
the New York Police' Dept. is capable of stopping "these
outrageous v1olatlbnd ‘of democratlc rlghts" perpetrated by
the NCLC thugs"’ e

Is it not true that the founders of N CLC came out of the
SWP just like so. many olher small groups which .exist
on the left today (IS, 8L, WL, CSL, etc.)? Aren't all of
these groups still part ‘of the workers' movement? Why,
then, should NCLC be character;zed any differently? Its
fascist-like tactics are not ne\y tq ‘the workers’ movement
either. They were first mtrodl.lced by th£ ‘Stalinists — which
the SWP still considers a part of the workmg class.

Hlstoncally, revolutionary otgamza,tlons have utlhzed
the bourgeois courts and other bouggcms institutions to
strengtben the position of the working class vis-a-vis the
capitalist class, and at the same time,, to dispel the illusions
of the masses in: bourgeoxs democracy in: general But
never havewthey used. the bourgeois couris against another
working elags, tendency, regardless of the crimes it may
have committed. (One need only. mention here.the numer-
ous crimes. of the Stalinists against workers:and the Trot-
skyists to-show the extent to which a working:class ten-
dency can -degenerate and still remain a part of the
workers' movement.): -

What is the slgmflcance of these two. artxcles%Has the
SWP given:up : the principle of working class solidarity
against class enemies in favor of putting trust in the
"justlce of me ourgems courts? .

CA -8/Gerald Clark
) Oakland, Calif.
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I will take up the following points raised by this letter:
(1) Is it a violation of principle ever to demand that the
bourgeois authorities prote¢t our rights? (2) Is it a viola-
tion of principle to demand that bourgeois authorities
protect our rights, in situations where we are under physi-
cal attack from a tendency in the working class? (3)
How do we characterize the NCLC? (4) Why did we use
the tactics we have in defending ourselves from the NCLC
goons? (5) The suit brought by the rank-and-file Teams-
ters.

1. Is it a violation of principle ever to demand that the
bourgeois authorities protect our rights? ‘

Comrade Clark is not clear on this question." He says,
"Historically, revolutionary organizations have utilized’
the bourgeois courts and other bourgeois institutions to
strengthen the positions of the working class vis-a-vis the
capitalist class, and, at the same time, to dispel the il-
lusions of ‘the masses in bourgeois democracy in general.”
On the other hand, the central argument advanced by
Comrade Clark is that "No bourgeois court can provide
'justice’ whenever the working class is involved in a fight
for its rights. It never has and never will be 'impartiaf
toward the class struggle.” This argument applies not
only to cases where we are physically attacked by other
tendencies in the working class, but also to the more
general case of such attacks on us from any quarter.

Comrade Clark is correct when he says that the courts
are not impartial in the class struggle. The courts ‘are not
impartial when the NCLC or the Stalinists use goon' tactics
against us, and they certainly are not impartial when the
Ku Klux Klan, the Legion of Justice, Cuban gusanos,
or other rightwing thugs attack us. In any conflict be
tween the bosses and the workers, between racists and
Blacks, between reactionaries and socialists, etc., the bour<
geois courts and other authorities are not unpartlal and do
not dlspense justice equally.

‘In situations’ where we are under attack from any
quarter, we have to start from the assumption that thé
capitalist authorities are *neutral® against us. We never
place reliance upon them. Our primary line of det'enSe
is reliance upon ourselves and whatever forces we caﬁ
mobilize in defense of our rights, including in the organi—
zation of the physical side of that defense.

But at present in the U. S., the capitalist class does not
rule through a fascist dictatorship, but through a system
of bourgeois democracy. Certain democratic rights have
been formally won by the masses through struggle. The
extent to which these rights are real for the masses and
for organizations of the working class depends on the
relation of forces. The working class in general, and our-
selves in particular, can win certain concessions and pro—
tection of our rights, depending upon what support we can
mobilize in the context of the overall relation of class
forces. We have been able to win certain defense cases, for
example, against attempts by the capitalist authorities to
victimize us. Recently we have won cases extending our
rights to be on the ballot.

In certain cases where we have been physically attack-
ed by rightwing forces, we have utilized the tactic of
demanding that the authorities protect our rights, and
we have pressed for the arrest and conviction of the right-



wing : thugs. This was done to help build our overall po-
litical defense -against such attacks, which was the main
thrust of our defense effort. Some examples of where we
did this have been in defense against the armed attacks
on our headquarters by gusanos in Los Angeles, the
Klan in Houston and the Legion of Justice in Chicago.
In Los Angeles and Houston, these attacks were carried
out with lethal weapons. In all three cases, part of our
overall defense effort was to demand that the authorities
arrest and convict the culprits. We put no trust in the
capitalist authorities by doing this. But the campaign put
pressure on them, helped expose their lack of enthusiasm
in prosecuting the attackers, and even helped expose their
direct complicity with the attacks. This aided our overall
defense effort and was a factor in halting the attacks in
these cases.

The general democratic rlght we are appealing to when
we make such demands is that of equality before the law.
This right was raised in the bourgeois-democratic revolu-.
tions, and represents an important gain for the masses.
It is a right we support, and would certainly be included
in the constitution of a workers state. While we know that
the capitalist state systematically violates this right, there
is nothing wrong with our demanding that it apply to us.

2. Is it a violation of principle to demand that the bour-
geois authorities protect our rights, in situations where
we are under violent attack Jrom a tendency in the work-
ing class?

On this questlon, Comrade Clark's answer is an un-
amblguous yes."

This argument would put us in a peculalr position.
Let's look at a few examples. Some years ago, our na-
tional office was firebombed. We ‘notified the pohce, and
conducted a campaign demanding that the police investi-
gate the incident and arrest and convict those responsible.
We suspected, and the police mvestlgatlop., later tended to
corroborate this, that a right-wing group was respons1ble
The cops dragged their feet on the investigation — an ex-
ample of a viglation of our democratic rights. But we
demanded those rights. Now suppose that it had turned

out that the attack actually came from the CP or a group -

like the NCLC? Would we then have had to say, "Oh,
since it turned out that a working-class tendency flrebomb-

ed us, we drop charges, because, you see, we would have’

pressed charges if the attack was carried outby a capltal-
ist-class tendency, but not if it was carried out by a work-
ing-class tendency.” Further suppose that the authorities
themselves went ahead and pressed charges anyway—
would we then support a defense committee for those who
flrebombed us, in the namé of working-class solidarity?

hi the middle 1960s, a gunman came into the Detroit
headQuarters and murdered one of our comrades and
seriously wounded two others. We notified the police and
gave them all the information we have about the killer.
We also formed a commiittee that demanded that the
the authorities prosécute the killer, and exposed their
lenient treatment of him. Ih this case, the murder was a
right winger, apparently acting alone. What should we
have done if it turpned out that he was from a working-
class tendency?

These two examples lllusttate the fallacy of Comrade
Clark's position that it.is a principle that we cannot de-
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mand equal protection from the authorities in cases where
other tendencies in the working class carry out physical
attacks upon us.

The error that Comrade Clark makes is to take a valid
principle and attempt to apply it in a situation that falls
outside its scope of applicability. We do have a principle
of working-class solidarity in the face of attacks by the
bourgeoisie. We are opposed to any interference by the
by the capitalist class in the political differences within
the - working-class movement. We are against appealing
to the capitalist authorities to intervene into the disputes
in: the working-class and socialist movements: Although
there is a line of blood between ourselves and the Stalin-
ists, for example, we never call upon the authorities to
intervene in the political struggle between us. :

Along these lines, we say it was a violation of principles
for- the Stalinists to support the Smith Act proceedings
against our comrades in the early 1940s. That was an
act- of political strikebreaking, of aiding the class enemy
in delivering a blow to the rights of all workers.

But differences of opinion in the working-class movement
are qualitatively different from the utilization -of violence
in the workers movement to settle those differences. The
goon attacks of the NCLC are not just an extension of the
political struggle in the socialist movement— they are just
as much a violation of working-class principles as ap-
pealing to the bourgeois authorities to settle such differences
is. Such attacks are a violation of workers democracy,
a violation of democratic rights in general, and unless
effectively countered and halted, will harm the socialist
and working-class movement. In this case, the demand
that the state authorities defend the democratic rights of the
victims of such attacks is not at all the same thing as
calling upon those authorities to settle political differences
within the socialist or broader working-class movement.
Insofar as a tendency in the working class utilized such
methods, it has forfeited any right to appeal to .working-
class solidarity to defend such attacks. ,

There are many examples that could be cited where
we have utilized this tactic. I will refer to two: the defense
of Trotsky in Mexico and the struggle in the ’I‘eamsters
union between the international bureaucracy ‘and the revo-
lutionary leadership of Local 574 in the 1930s.

‘The defenise of Trotsky agamst the Stalmlsts was the
most important instance where our movement had to de-
fend itself from a murderous attack from another tendency
in the socialist movement. The main thrust of'this defense
was a political oné of mobilizing whatever forces we could,
to counter the mountains of Stalinist slander directed
against Trotsky, against the murders of Trotskyists, and
against the threat to- assassmate Trotsky. But part of that
campalgn included appealing to the bourgeois authorities,
in this case the Mexican authorities, to defend Trotsky's
rights. Part of our defense consisted of a physical defense.
This physical defense included, but did not rely upon,
acceptance of a police guard at Trotsky's home. ‘ :

When the first attempt on Trotsky's life came in the
attack led by Siquieros and his: gang, SWP member
Sheldon' Harte was murdered. We and Trotsky not only
cooperated in the police investgation of the crime, Trotsky

- publicly intervened in that investigation, calling upon the

police to specifically investigate the Stalinists. This was
necessary .to counter moves the Stalinists were making
to throw suspicion off themselves and onto us. We called




for the arrest and vigorous prosecution of the perpetrators.

When Trotsky was assassinated, The Militant carefully
followed the police investigation. We called for exposure
of the real criminals, Stalin's GPU, that had ordered the
crime. In doing so, we were not calling upon the Mexican
police to outlaw or ban the Stalinists, or deprive them of
their democratic rights. Nor did we attempt to utilize the
Mexican authorities to settle the political questions .in
dispute between ourselves and the Stalinists. We were de-
manding that the authorities defend Trotsky's rights.
Exactly how we utilized this tactic, of course, was condi-
tioned by the. situation, including the nature of the
Cardenas regime.

Farrell Dobb's new book Teamsler Power, recounts
the struggle the leaders of Local 574 were forced to wage
against the bureaucracy headed by Tobin. Tobin had
sent_a force headed by L. A. Murphy into Minneapolis
to try to destroy the,lead;ershlp of 574. This attack in-
cluded goon assaults. It is worthwhile quoting from the
book:

"On the morning of May 21 the new offensive began.
Ray Dunne and. George. Frosig were distributing leaflets
and talking to dnvers in the freight yards of the Omaha
railway. Suddenly a Bulck sedan drove up and a gang
of Tobin's thugs 1umped out of it and assaulted Ray and
George with blackjacks. They were severely beaten.

"Ownership of the Buick was traced to L. A. Murphy
through -a check with the. automobxle license bureau. This
fact, along with an account of the atrocity, was published
in the Northwest Organizer to inform the labor move-
ment of the new danger. For the record, a protest was
also made. to the public authontes But they did nothmg
about it, as was to be expected.l, L

"Local 574 immediately caLled a mass protest meetmg
Word of the outrage had spread rapidly and the hall
was. jammed with union members, many of them ac-
companied by their wives. As the latter development indi-
cated, not since the 1934 strikes had the workers been
so aroused. They were more than ready to fight back,
and combat veterans that they wepe by now, they knew
it had to be done intelligently.

"Accepting the executive board's- adv1ce, the member-
ship adopted a three-point plan of .action: efforts were.
redoubled to obtain speedy renewal. of contracts that were
about to expire; an assessment was voted to provide
a. speclal defense fund; and a resoluhon was. adopted
settmg forth the basic line for a campaign to mobilize
the., city's" working class agamst the new goon attack.

"The resolution condemned the gangsterism introduced
by . Tobm, calling it an open invitation to the enemies
of th.eE labor movement. If it could be made to work
against .Local 574, the other unions were warned, the
same. methods would be used against them as well. Thus
an . open challenge had been hurled at the leaders and
members. of all AFL organizations. It was their duty,
acting., 5!\ their own self-interest, to join in..the struggle
to free the, movement from the menace of thuggery.

"Our,. appeal fell. upon responsive ears. Officers, and
especmlly f;ank-and-ﬁle members of the AFL locals, poured
heat on the right-wing officials of the Central Labor Union
and the Temsters Joint Council. They also brought heavy
pressure | to bear on Mayor Latimer, as did Farmer-Labor
Party warq clubs.. Finding himself under heavy fire, the
mayor felt . he bad to do something—so he set out to

sSmear us.

"Late in May a small army of police made a surpqs;
raid on Local 574, charging into our headquarters w1th
drawn guns. They were accompanied by news reporters
and photographers. Bearing John Doe warrants for illegal
sale of liquor, they searched the premises for evidence:
Nothing was to 'be found, except -part of a keg of beer
which had been stored away after being left over from
a social. Twice more in the next few days the cops de«
scended upon us, but they were unable to spot anythmg'
that could be used against the union.

"It was in connection with these smear attempts that
Frosig was arrested on the gun charge ‘mentioned” pre-
viously.

"Taking advantage of the propaganda ‘cover ‘Latimer
sought to provide for him, Murphy resumed the. physical
assaults. In broad daylight on the afternoon of June'3;
four rank-and-file members of local 574 driving alon?§
Washington Avenue in a passenger car were forced to the
curb and ordered out of their vehicle by two carloads
of Tobin's musclemen. Some held guns on the union
members, while others pulled out blackjacks and beat
them. When the victims ran to escape ‘a volley of shots
followed them.

"Bystanders had gotten the license numbers of the thugg'
cars, and this information was reported to Latimer with'
a demand that he take action. As usual though, no arr%ts
were made.

"Instead the mayor held a conference with Murphy and
Meyer Lewis. Reporters were then summoned and Murphy
issued a statement to them. According to the Minneapolis
Tribune account, he brazenly accused the victims of 'firing’
the shots themselves,' falsely asserting that they had done
so 'after losing a fight with the émployees of Stanchfield
Transfer Company,’ a firm Iocated near the scene of the
crime.

"A week later a Local 574 job steward Harold Haynes.
was attacked while at work. He had just got back into
the cab of his truck after making a delivery. Then the
Buick sedan, registered in Muphy's riame, pulled up “and
blocked his way. Five goons leaped out of it. One ponted
a gun at Haynes. The other four dragged him out of
the car and beat him with blackjacks and gun butts

"We made a strong protest to Governor Olson. In a
letter signed by Bill Brown he was informed that we were
holding a special meeting of Local 574 on June 15. We'
demanded an official answer by then as to what Olson
proposed to do about Tobin's criminal attempt, with
Latimer's collusion, to destroy a section of the labor
movement. ) ) )

"Coming immediately to our support, the fifth ward
Farmer-Labor club_insisted that Olson take prompt ac-
tion. Demands were made that he invoke the executive
power of the state to put a stop to acts of vandalism
in Minneapolis, and that he uncover the 1nst1gators of
the plot against organized labor.

"Similar demands upon the governor came from else—
where in the unions and the Farmer-Labor Party. Since
he was coming up for reelection in the fall, it was political-
ly dangerous for him to ignore these pressures, and he
knew it. So he passed word along that he would look
into he situation right away, pretending that he hadn't
known what was going on. Apparently Olson convinced
Latimer that it was politically expedient to quiet things
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down inside the labor movement, because the physical
attacks on us now abated.”

--We see from this quote that after one attack, we notified
the . authorities for the record, that is, to help prepare
our. position to counter these attacks. Later, we were able
to mount a powerful campaign that included demanding
that the governor "invoke the executive power of the state to
put a stop to acts of vandalism in Minneapolis, and that
he uncover the instigators.of the plot against organized
labor." This campaign, based on the mobilization of the
union rank and file, and of the labor movement in general
was aided by this demand, and became powerful enough
to put a stop to the attacks in the polical context of Min-
nesota at that time. .

So we see that neither Trotsky nor the SWP consldered
that in such cases we could not as a matter of prmaple
demand. that the capitalist authorities protest our. rlghts,
or the nghts of a left wing in the unions which we were in
the leadership of, against physical attacks launched by
a tendency in the socialist or labor movement. Itis a
tactical, not a pr1nc1p1ed questlon

Perhaps some further exampIes will help Comrade Clark
understand the difference in calling upon ﬂ;e ,capltahst
authorities to intervene in the political d_lsputes w1thm the
socialist mavement, and demandmg that. those same au-
thorities grant us our rights intheface of a v101ent physical
attack on us by a tendency in the workers movement.
It would be unprincipled for us to have aped the Stalinists
and have called for the conviction of the CP Smith Act
defendants. Those trials were an attack on the democratic
rights of the whole working class and soclahst movement,
and the prmclple we follow in such cases is summed up
in’ the slogan, "an attack on one is an attack on all."
But this is an entirely different thing than the trial of
Trotsky's assassin, although both the Foley Square de-
fendants and Mercader belonged to the identical Stalinist
movement. ' o )

Demanding that the governor of Minnesota utilize his
executive powers to stop Tobin's goons is a different
thing than if we had called for the Jaﬂmg of Tobin to
settle the pohtlcal dispute in the union.

3. How Do We Characterize the N cLe?’

Comrade Clark points to the fact that the leaders of these
groups he mentions came out of the SWP. That doesn't
prove anythmg, of course, 50 did James Burnham. - ]

All of these groups can be characterized as petty-
bourgeois sects, operating in the socialist movement and
therefore in the workers movement, and are working-class
tendencies, This still remains true of the NCLC. In the case
of the NCLC, however, we must note that its campaign
to attempt to destroy the CP and ourselves by phys1cal
means is bemg utilized by the cops and nght wingers.
It is becoming more and more stridently arnticommunist.
Whether this results in the N CLC becoming transformed,
and moving right out of the socialist movement, is too
early to say, in my opinion, '

4. What Were the Reasons for the Tactics We Adopted
in Defending Ourselves from the NCLC Goon Attack?

The major thrust of our line from the beginning of the
announcement of "Operation Mop-Up" has been to mobilize
the left to repudiate the NCLC and such tactics within thé
movement. This campaign has included attempting to

whatever extent possible to form a united front physical
defense to repulse NCLC attacks on any tendency in the
left, to keep them out of radical meetings, etc.

We rejected calling upon the police to defend our meetings
or the meetings of others. We did this for a number of
reasons. First, we decided that with proper organization,
we would be able to defend our own meetings. The police
could be counted on to attempt to utilize their presence
at our meetings to victimize us. In the case of the NCLC
attacks, we must assuime that the cops would be "neutral”
against us, possibly working with the cops inside the
NCLC. Where possible, because we cannot rely on the
bourgeois authorities to protect our righfs, our first line
6f defense is ourselves and those forces we can mobilize
in defense of our rights. '

The CP took the opposite course. They placed reliance
on the police. as their primary defense, and refused to
attempt to monoilize the left in a united front effort to repulse
the NCLC thuggery. In one instance, this resulted in the
cops coming into a CP hall before a meeting was begun,
removing table legs and anything else that the CP might
utilize to defend itself, dnd then leaving. Shortly thereafter,
the NCLC showed up with clubs, and succeeded in hurting
a number of CP members and disrupting the meeting.

Our tactics have been far more siccessful. The NCLC
has to be taught that itcannot physically destroy us.
In that regard, thie experiénce they had at Columbia,
and especially the education they received when they tried
to break up the Detroit educational conference by attacking
with clubs, chains, etc., did more to aid the campaign
to stop the NCLC than anything the CP did.

The CP's tactics reflect their general class-collaborationist
outlook. They placed primary reliance on the cops, rather
than on a campaign of mobilizing the left to defend their
rights and viewing any tactic of demanding that the au-
thorities protect their nghts w:thin the context of such a
campaign.

Our tactics began with the recognition that we must
rely primarily on ourselves and those forces we can
mobilize. However, there is another important point we
must take into consideration in deciding tactics. We begin
with our understanding of the nature of the cpaitalist
state. We know that the capitalist state will not dispense
justice equally. As Comrade Clark correctly points out,
the state is not impartial. Weé must rely on ourselves first
of all, and in the long run, help teach the working class
to rely on its own power to defend its rights, and to place
no- teliance at all in the capitalist authorities to do this.
But the very reasons why we place no confidence in the
capitalist authorities to dispense justice fairly, indicates
that there are limits,-détermined by thé objective situation,
on the physical means we ¢an-utilize to defend outselves,
without walking into police victimization. In the given
sithation in the country today, for example, it would
be utter folly for us to ‘attempt to counter an attack on
ourselves with lethal weapons (guns and knives) by simi-
larly arming ourselves. That would set us up for a
murderous police trap, much ‘as the Black Panthers were
set up. Consequently, part ‘of“otir ‘decision to rely on our
own' forces to defend our meetings was predicated on the
level of weapons utilized by the’ NCLC. We could stop
them if they used clubs; if they utilized lethal wéapons,
we would not have been able to effectively counter them
on that level, and would have had to review our decision
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not to notify the police.

The NCLC has now apparently changed its tactics.
Educational experiences such as the one they received
in Defroit, the dispatch with which their goons were re-
moved from in front of our headquarters throughout
the country, and our demonstrated preparedness to de-
fend all our meetings undoubtedly had had an effect upon
them. Obviously, we must continue to keep our guard
up until the danger from this quarter passes. But the
NCLC has now launched a different kind of attack, not
directed at breaking up meetings, but at ambushing indi-
viduals or small groups of comrades. It was this kind
of attack that resulted in Comrade Jesse Smith's arm
being broken. In the face of these new thug tactics, we had
a new problem, in some ways similar to that which I
cited from Teamster Power. Although we did take certain
precautions concerning comrades entering and leaving the
hall, we could not hope to provide a continuous per-
sonal guard for all comrades. Should we counter such
attacks by striking back wxﬁi similar attacks? There is
no principle involved, but if we were to do this, we would
be making a first-class blunder by providing the cops
with a good opportunity to set up a trap for us, and
by playing into the hands of the authorities who are at-
tempting to picture the NCLGC attacks as a "squabble
on the left." To do nothing to-defend our comrades is
impermissible. Thus we decided, :as part of stepping up
our political campaign against the NCLC, to demand
the arrest and conviction of the thugs who attacked Jesse
Smith.

In no way does this lmply that we place reliance on the
authorities. This is a subordmate part of our overall
campaign, which remains to mobihze the left against the
NCLC. This aspect of our campaggn will not harm our
exposure of the role police agents-proyocateurs are playing
in the NCLC attacks, but can help. it just as in the case
of the Klan attacks in Houston; where our campaign
demanding that the city authorities :take action against
the Klan complimented our exposur;e of police collusion
with the Klan.

I Comrade Clark rejects the use of these tactics, he
should tell us what other tactics we :should use in this
situation. - Otherwise he sounds as if he is telling us that
because of what he considers to be prindiple, we just have
to take it if the NCLC uses such ambush tactics, or uses
guns against us. That certainly wduld not inspire the
working class with confidence in such pﬁnaples

Appendix

5. The Suit Brought by Rank-and-File Teamsters

Comrade Clark refers to an article in The Militant con-
cerning a suit brought by a group of rank-and-file Teams-
ters against Fitzsimmons and other top Teamster officials,
charging them with conspiring with the grape growers
to bust the United Farm Workers Union. According to
the article, the suit singles out the large sums of Teamster
funds going to the goons who have attacked the UFWU
pickets.

The principled questions involved in utilizing the courts
against such goon tactics within the labor movement have
already been discussed. There is another aspect to this
question that relates to the method utilized by Comrade
Clark of reducing tactical questions to formulas. Our
principles help guide our work. But they also have limits
of applicability, and sometimes one principle comes into
conflict with another.

For example, we are opposed to strikebreaking. But
there are strikes that we do not support. An example was
the 1968 teachers strike in New York, which we character-
ized as a racist strike against the Black and Puerto Rican
communities. At that time, our teacher comrades opposed
the strike, and our presidential candidate, Fred Halstead,
led a group of parents in opening a school shut down
by the strike.

We are in principle opposed to government interference
in the unions. But recently we supported a suit brought
by the NAACP against the steel bosses and the steel union,
against racial discrimination by both. We have supported
suits brought against some unions by women workers
under the Civil rights Act. If the Equal Rights Amendment
passes, we can expect more such suits.

Concerning the recent struggle in the United Mine
Workers against the Boyle machine, we warned the miners
of the dangers of government intervention into the union.
At the same tme, we certainly did not object to the opposi-
tion group demanding that the authorities arrest and con-
vict the murderers of Yablonsky —whether those killers
were from the bosses, the Boyle machine or both. Similarly,
we would be opposed to the rank-and-file Teamster group
Comrade Clark mentions placing any reliance on the
government, or seeking government aid in settling the
politcal dispute they have with Fitzsimmons. But we have
no objection to their bringing suit against Fitzsimmons
using their dues to hire goons to attack the UFWU.

July 17, 1973

Trotsky’s I'.efl'e.,r;io the AHorney-General of Mexico

Tbe Mexican press published on June 1 a letter, wrilten
by Leon Trotsky to the attorney gemeral of Mexico, the chief
of the federal police, and the foreign minister. By this letter
Trotsky successfully thwarted attempts to direct away from
the Stalinists the investigation of the May 24 attempt to as-
sassinate Trotsky. Tbe letter follows:

It is first of all necessary to affirm that the attempted as-
sassination could only be instigated by the Kremlin; by Stalin
through the agency of the GPU abroad. During the last few

years, Stalin has shot hundreds of real or supposed friends of
mine. He actually exterminated my entire family, except me,
my wife and one of my grandchildren. Through his agents
abroad he assassinated one of the old leaders of the GPU, Ig-
race Reiss, who had publicly declared himself a partisan of
mine. This fact has been established by the French police and
the Swiss judiciary. The same GPU agents who killed Reiss
trailed my son in Paris. On the night of November 7, 1936
GPU agents broke into the Scientific Institute of Paris and
stole part of my archives. Two of my secretaries, Erwin Wolff
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and Rudolf Klement, were assassinated by the GPU; the first
in Spain, the second in Paris. All the theatrical Moscow trials
during 1936-37 had as their aim to get me into the hands of
the GPU.

In saying this I do not exclude the possibility of the par-
ticipation of Hitler’s Gestapo in the assassination attempt. Up
to a certain point the GPU and the Gestapo are connected with
each other; it is possible and probable that in special cases
the same agents are at the disposal of both. Authoritative re-
presentatives of the German government have publicly indi-
cated that they consider me a dangerous enemy. It is complete-
ly possible that these two police forces cooperated in the at-
tempt against me.

The general scheme of the GPU organization dbroad is
the following: in the Central Commiltee of each section of the
Comintern there is placed a responsible director of the GPU
for that country. His status is known only to the secretary of
the part and one or two trustworthy members. The other
members of the Central Committee have but a slight inkling
of the special status of this member.

As a member of the Central Committee the couniry’s
GPU representative has the possibility of approaching with
full legality all members of the party, study their characters,
entrust them with commissions, and little by little draw them
inte the work of espionage and terrorism, appealing to their
sense of party loyalty as much as to bribery.

This whole mechanism was discovered in France and
Switzerland in connection with the murder of Reiss and the
later moves against my dead son and other persons. As for the
United States, Krivitsky established that the sister of Browder,
general secretary of the party, became a GPU agent through
her brother’s recommendation. This example proves the rule
rather than an exception.

Agents of the GPU upon coming to a foreign country for
a specific task always work through the local head of the GPU,
the above mentioned member of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party; without this they could not orient them-
selves in the local situation and select the indispensable exe-
cutors of their mission. The emissary from abroad and the
local resident and their trustworthy aides work out the general
plan of their undertaking, study the list of possible collabora-
tors and draw them into the conspiracy step by step.

I do not have any information concerning the real role
played by sergeant Casas and the five police under him whe
were on guard outside my house. I know only that they are
arrested. One cannot be sure that they were not in the con-
spiracy; the GPU has means as no other institution in the
world of convincing, coercion and bribery. They could have
systematically insinuated to the police that 1 am an enemy of
the Mexican people; promised them a career; and finally they
could have offered a high price for their services. But foreign
agents could not approach the Mexican police; local agents
were necessary.

-The GPU is particularly concerned with the problem of
preparing public opinion for a terrorist act, especially when a
person well-known nationally and internationally is the vic-
tim. This part of the job is always assigned to the Stalinist
press, Stalinist speakers and the so-called “friends of the Sov-
iet Union.” The judicial investigation, it seems to me, from
this point of view cannot fail to examine the work of the news-
papers “Ll Popular,” “La Voz de Mexico,” and some collab-
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orators of “El Nacional.” | am not referring to criticism of
my convictions, for such criticism, even though most severe,
is the most elementary democratic right of everybody. But
“La Voz de Mexico” and “El Popular” have never occupxed
themselves with such criticism.

I recall that many times they have accused me of con-
rections with all the reactionary circles in Mexico as well as
abroad; in one speech Toledano declared that I am preparing
a general strike against the Cardenas government; in “El Ma-
chete” and afterward in “La Voz de Mexico” they accuse me.
every Sunday, of preparing a revolution together with General
Cedillo and many other real or supposed counter-revolution-
aries; they pictured me in secret sessions with a certain Dr.
Atl; in collaboration with the German fascists in Mexico, etc.
etc. In recent times “Futuro,” “El Popular,” as well as “La
Voz de Mexico,” systematically repeat that I am in secret
contact with the reactionary U. S. congressman Dies and that
I gave him certain information against Mexico. All these ac-
cusations, it is easy to see, make no sense, for they ascribe to
me acts which are not only contrary to my convictions and
my life’s work, but also against my immediate interests, since
I would have to lose all reason to commit disloyal acts against
the Mexican government which has accorded me such gen-
crous hospitality.

I 'need but recall that through the press | have called upon
my accusers repeatedly ‘to bring their case before an impartial
commission, appointed by the government or the (govern-
ment) Party of the Mexican Revolution, in order to publicly
examine the accusations.made against me. Toledano and the
Communist Party chiefs have always been careful enough
not 1o accept my proposition.

With this 1 do not wish to say that Toledano and the
Communist Party chiefs took.direct part in preparing the at-
tempt against me. The GPU has a strict division of labor.
Known persons are assigned the task of propagating the sland-
cts against me. Lesser known but more serious agents are as-
signed the task of assassination. Nevertheless Mr. Toledano is
no youngster. He knows™ perfectly well the methods of the
GPU, particularly the systematic persecution to which the
members of my family, my friends and I have been and are
exposed throughout the world. 1t is no secret to Toledano that
the GPU is out to annihilate me physically. |' am therefore
within my rights in saying that, in occupying himself sys-
tematically with the poisonous campaign against me, Mr.
Toledano took part in the moral preparation of the terrorist
act. Consequently Toledano as a witness should be of immense
interest to the investigation.

It cannot be .doubted in the least that the former and
present chiefs of the Communist Party know who is the local
director of the GPU. Permit me also to assume that David Al-
faro Siqueiros, who took part in the civil war in Spain as an
active Stalinist; may also know who are the most important
and active GPU members, Spanish, Mexican, and of other na-
tionalities who are arriving at different times in Mexico, es+
pecially via Paris. The questioning of the previous and the
present general secretary of the Communist Party and also of
Siqueiros, would help very much to throw light on the insti-
gators of the assassination attempt and together with them

discover their accomplices.
‘ oo LEON TROTSKY




