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LABOR BUREAUCHAT-STALINIST CONFERENCES SERVE THE LIBERAL CAPITALISTS

éCdes. HenrywA;*Platsky~and*Davld :
Fendér of VANGUARD NEWSLETTER and
Cde. Malcolm Kaufman of Sociallst
Forum represented the Committee for |
Rank and File Caucuses (CRFC) at |
the Labor for Peace conference in |
St. Louls and at the Emergcency i
Election Conference in Chicago.
/The former was organized by assort-:
ed liberal and "left"” labor bureau-:
crats, the latter by Trade Unlonists !
for Action and Democracy dominated
by_the US Communist Party (CP).
LCde. Platsky was, for several
sears, a member of Youth Against War
and Fascism (YAWF) and the Workers
World Party (WWP). He was a central
figure in the attempt to organize
a faction in the WWP to oppose the

stultifylng bureaucratic regime of
Sam Marcy and Vineent Copeland, to
reexamine its adaptationist policies
to Stalinism--first,the Soviet and
then the Chilinese variants--to the

Bonapartist leaders of under-devel-
oped countries and to the several

i petty-bourgeols radical movements,

e.g.,the feminists, Black Panthers
and "Gay Liberation."
/Having arrived at political agree-

i ment with the perspectives and pro-
i gram of VANGUARD NEWSLETTER, Cde.

: Platsky joined it after resigning

¢ from the NY Revolutionary Committee
{ which he had helped form after leav-

ing the WWP, He is presently func-

% tloning as organizer for the NY
: VANGUARD NEWSLETTER Committee,/

7Y
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St, Louls:

Bureaucrats and Hevislonists Maneuver by Henry A, Platsky

. As VANGUARD NEWSLETTER predicted huJune,thevLaborfbr Peace conference
reflected the hopesof the liberal wing of the labor bureaucracy to "tie
the American workers to the domestic and internatlonal polic*es of the

tsof't! wing" of the rulina class.

The conference was attended by
some 900 delegates--that 1s, the’
nofficlal" representatives of unions
--together with two or three hundred
"observers," many of them legitimate
rank-and-file union members who were
allowed- to nelther vote nor speak

at the conference wlthout *"delegate® :
i pose the nature of the conference
i and to provide whatever rank-and-
i 'file workinz class elements there
;: were with a concrete stratesy to
i combat the bureaucrats! phony "peacen
! politics. The fallure of every ten-
i dency to elther find agreement with
i our proposalsor to provide a viable.
. alternative proves theilr inability
i to provide the type of leadership

status. As David Livingston,Secre-
tary-Treasurer of the Distributive
Workers of America made clear in his
report on the "Structure of Labor

for Peace," this procedure to ensure
-total relgn by the labor bureaucracy

would be followed in the new Labor
for Peace organization!

The conference itself was devoted,
for the most part,to speeches from

the likesof Jerry Wurf,Internation- :
al Presildent of the American Federa-

tion of State,County and Municipal
Employees (AFSCME),Emil Masey, Sec-
retary-Treasurer of the United Auto
Workers (UAW),Frank Rosenblum,Sec-
retary-Treasurer of the Amalgamated
Clothing Workers (ACW) and others

~of this liberal bureaucratic orien- |
tation.

These speakers generally:
wrapped themselves in the American
flag,proclaiming thelr interest in

-"peace" to be firmly in the inter- |
Literature gra- :
tultously handed out to all attend-
{ WL's "Bulletin" super-aggressively
: hawked its latest issue which pro-

ests of "America."

ing the conference by the organiz-
ers cited in detail thé various

assurances by NLF and North Vietnam-
ese leaders that the capltalist sys- :

tem in South Vietnam would be left
intact., The proceedings had the

definate air of a McGovern campalzn
rally. Without openly endorsing any

candidate in particular,the bureau- :
{ rank-and-file of Minnesota's work-

! ing class.
. headline, . _
i a statement by the top state bureau-

. crats that they were unhappy with

crats made it clear that "dumping
Nixon" was a prlority for Labor for
Peace. Outstanding McGovern sup-
porters Mrs. Martin Luther King and
Alaskan Sen. Mike Gravel were the

two guest speakers at the conference, :
i cratic state convention, mostly

. for reactionary reasons, e.g., the
i convention adopted resolutions de-
¢ erving mariijuana laws and restric-

This should hardly come as a sur-
prise to the readers of VANGUARD
NEWSLETTER,

Of great interest to us is the

. response of the various-radlcal

: tendencies,especially those claim-
i ing to have a proletarian orienta-
‘ tion, to this event, Only the Com-
! mittee for Rank and File Caucuses

(CRFC), supported by VANGUARD NEWS-

LETTER and Socialist Forum,came pre-

pared with a program designed to ex-

necessary to bulld a rpv01utionary

wor:ing class party..
'CRFC sent an open invitation to

! practically all radical tendencies
{ to work with us in organizing a prin-
. cipled, united -interventlon at the
. conference, _
i less to say, went unanswered. At

Our invitation, need-

the conference itself,only the In-

. dependent Soclalists (IS) and the
 Workers League (WL) had come with
i alternative proposals of any kind,
: The WL as expected directed 1ts

intervention solely to the question
of-the:laber-party. Sellers of the

claimed in bold headlines on the

i front page ‘the rather: unstartling
' news that the Minnesota AFL-CIO

: had threatened to run its own

i statewlde candidates.
! threat had nothing to do with any

But this
labor: party sentiment amongst the

Under 1ts misleading
the article referred to

the results of the Minnesota Demo-




- 88 - .

" tions on homosexuals,and that they
wanted a platform more directed to-
wards "labor." They mean by this
of course,a program which will help
the,bureaucrats to continue to tle
the workers more effilclently to the
capitalist staie and its political
machinery. One would think that the
"Marxistst of the WL would under-
stand and expcse the cynical ma-.
neuvars of the labor bureaucracy.
Hewaver, armed to the teeth with
Wohliorth!'s method, “he WL sees

every burcaucratic maneuvar to the

left as a "Workars' Victory" and,

oif course, every subsequcnt maneu-
ver to the right as a "Great Betray-
allty - This is why one can read in

the very same 1ssue of the "Bulletin":
i and-flle as nct

(July 3) that "the conference /Labor
for Peace/ was a struggle between
those forces in the labor movement
moving towards a labor party, ex-
pressed conscliously by the WL,
agalnst the labor bureaucrats led
by Emil Mazey...,David Livingston
<+« Harry Bridges...," and then
read an article uncritically re-
porting the call for a labor party
by Albert Flitzgerald, United Elec-
trical Workers union president.
The WL doesn't even bother to men-
tlon that Fitzgerald was one of
those who lent his presence to the
cauge of the Mazeys, et. al, in
St. Louis. Come Fitzgerald's shift
to the right and he too will find
hhiimself on the 1list of betrayers.
As usual, the WL's representatives
would have nothing to do with any
other tendency at the conference,
not even to entering the same room
to defend thelr positions,

cal predecessors in the Stalinist
movement, they prefer not to defend
the indefensible.

which is IS, on the contrary,. was

perfectly willing to argue 1lts pro- ;
: centrist party, a party incapable

of leading struggles.

gram in the open arena,and in fact,

did so in a "rank-and-flle meeting" !

called on the first day of the con-:
! the workers with the truth. It must

. explain to the workeTs why the
! bureaucrats are maneuvering to the

ference In St. Louls, ostensibly to
plan a united front against the
tureaucrats. This meeting was
attended, in the maln,
ments in the student radical move-
ment that had "found" theilr way into

i agalnst the war.
: mand even more . unpalatable to anyone

Follow- !
ing the tradition of their ideologi-: cess with this approach to the ex-
: tent that the worlking class,which

i 18 increasingly seeking alternatives
i to the bankrupt system that exploits
The unsavory amalgam of a tendency : them, 1s not under the leadership
i of a revolutionary vanguard party.

by those ele- !
! maneuvers serve,

"labor," usually via the AFSCME,
teachers unions, or similar white
collar, semi-professional unions,
The IS was thus able to operate in
its own element. It supported the
tradical" demand that the bureau-
crats call a one-day general strike
To make this de-

serious about fighting the bureau-
crats, a date was attached to the
demand. Thls "set the date" type
proposal was thought to be very
militant by 1ts originators in that
1t "pressured” the bureaucrats to
achleve this goal of a general
strike, Unable to meet these de-
mands, IS argued, the bureaucrats
would expose themselves to the rank-
being serious about
"fighting against the war." As does
the WL, the IS sees its role as

i proving to the rank-and-file of

i labor that it can outmaneuver the
. bureaucrats in the process of ma-
i neuvering wilth them,
{ manner,the petty-bourgeois radicals
i have operated on campus: outmaneu-
! vering campus admlnistrations with
i ever-so *"radical" demands which

i prove ever-so effective in winning
: over the hearts of irate students.
{ And in fact, thls set of demands was
i originated by members of a Madison,
! Wisconsin "unlion" of part-time stu-
i dent employees!!

In a similar

The IS betrays its fundamental

: confusion and disorientation. With-
i out a correct strategy or program,
i the IS can only bank on making the
! bureaucrats look bad in order to .

i gain support among the workers, It

will, no doubt, have a modest suc-

But this 18 the historic role of a

In order to
lead struggles, the IS must go to

left and whose class interests these

Within this "rank-and-file" meet-
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ing, the comrades representine the
CRFC opposed the opportunist IS~
supported demands with 1ts own set
of proposals distributed to all of
those attending the conference.
These proposals (reprinted in their
entirety in the June 1lssue of VAN-
GUARD NEWSLETTER under the heading,
"Rank and Flle Program to End the
War,") called on the St. Louls and
Chicago conferences to:

1) Condemn any labor union or
labor leader endorsing a candidate
of any of the pro-capitalist war
parties.

2) Condemn any labor leader who is
i to have a few members or sympathi-

sitting,has sat or who has in any
way offered to cooperate with the
bosses government's payboards,,..

3) Call for the bulldingof an ig-f
dependent workers' party based on
: one-day strike in the former case,
i the labor party in the latter).

the floor, these opportunists ada-

the rank-and-file in all shops....
L) Build for a general strike of

labor by organizing strike commit-§
tees in the shops to stop all pro-

duction and services untll the war

against the Indochinese workers

and peasants 1s ended...."
(original emphasis)

While the IS-supported proposal
did have a statement opposing all

‘dent labor or workers! party as an
alternative was omitted from the
final draft of the "rank-and-filev
proposal, Moreover, the difference
between our call for the bullding

of a general strike and the IS pro-:
i shoreman's union,
i a "responsiblen labor leader inform-
i ed the conference that he could not

i call or endorse a one-day strike

¢ without first consulting the rank-

i and-file of his union.
i no doubt,come as a surprise to rank-
Rev { and-file longshoremen who had noth-
intransigeant in clearly distingulsh- 1lrig whatsoever to say about the back
i to work order given by Bridges and

i company when the Nixon Adminlstra-

i tion moved to break thelr strike

posal should be clear.

The CRFC's program at every point
counterposed the organization of the
rank-and-file to the bureaucrats in
the struzggle agalnst the war, We
refused to foster 1llusions 1n the
bureaucrats among the rank-and-file
workers, Revolutionists must be

ing between the kind of leadership
the bureaucrats provide and the kind
of leadership a revolutionary party

gives, It is by making thlis distine-
i opportunity to present a program

i which would have advanced class and
: revolutionary consciousness in the

tion that we in VANGUARD NEWSLETTER

will win workers to our banner.
The IS, unable to break from 1ts

cenmﬂst‘petty-bourgeois 1ntellectu-;
al orientation--it has been h1§tor1-4

i of the labor bureaucracy.

cally unable to break from it as

far back as 1ts former exlistence as

the Workers Party, Max Shachtman's

': "league of retreat'--wants to expose

the bureaucrats a little at a time
so as not to upset its rather un-
stable constituency. It is the
1dezal counterpart to the WL. Both
seek to make gains within the labor

f movement by presenting an opportun-
.. 18t program delliberately designed

to avold exposing the real nature
The in-

evitable results canbe seen by the

§ fate that befell these tendencies
i at the St, Louls conference.

Both
the IS and WL had somehow managed

Zzers reglster as delegates. At
varlous times, spokespeople for
these tendencies managed to get the
floor to present theilr demand (a

mantly refused to denounce the
"labor lieutenants of capital." In-

ghstead, they tried to "reason" with
{ the bureaucrats, explaininz that

{ one or the other proposal was in

i the interest of labor.
i people even "ad justed" to the point
i of dro other pro osalS'uawhich
Democratlc or Republican candidates, : pping Loy

any mention of bullding an indepen-:
i tion of the one-day sirike.

IS spokes-

the "rank-and-file" meeting had -
azreed -and spoke solely on the ques-

The bureaucrats easily managed to

§ maneuver out of a commitment to both

§Aproposals while,
! claiming sympathy for thelr contents.

at the same time,

Harry Brldges of the West Coast long-
for example, as

This will,

earller this year., Thus, a real

unions to several hundred unionists

was aborted by the wavering and oppor-
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tunism of the centrist tendencies.
A bit to the left of the IS and

E WL stands the Spartacist League (SL).
' This tendency tries to cover up 1ts ! a
. workers.

inability to participate in the

struggles of the working class under :
i lead the workers in struggle and

a blanket of ritualistic and formal-

1y correct slogans. The SL came to i ti
. ation wherein it must transform

St. Louls armed with a leaflet cor-

rectly exposing the conference and g
. ate strategy can only offer its own

its purpose. Its leaflet, however,

was designed to win points with, and §

SL cadre in, the radical intelligen-

sia. The leaflet invelghed agalnst .

tThe CP, WL, ete. but offered nothing
: our class toa revolutlonary program.

to the workers at the St.- Louis

conferenice, When the questioniarose :
within the "rank-and-filler-meeting :

of supporting eilther the CRPC!'S or g
i that ‘the Marxist term "exploitation”

the Madison proposals as the basls

for further dlscusgsion or amendrént, -

the SL abstalined, nelther: speaking i
: - bestowing upon petty-bourgeois rad-

i ical movements, a role equal to that

nor voting for either propasat f-
After the ‘vote  had beeti takeri,

the SL, "spoke ance-and claimed for- |
mal agreement wilth the CRFC's four- o
point proposal as agalnst the madi- | and the Workers World Party, for

son proposal except on the "princl- :

pled" question of.,.of bullding

caucuses in the unions on the prg.,?

gram of the "party" linked by the

nyanguard party." When this state-~§
ment met with laughter, the SL dele- :
gation walked out of the room, end-

‘ing thelr first and only "struggle®
at the conference.

The SL betrays not only its com- §
: Louls and at the Chicago conference,

plete inability to understand the
functionof a union caucus as oppos-

Chicago:

. ed to the function of a party frac-
¢ tion within a caucus,
. Tact that 1t really has no serious

but also the

strategic perspective to offer the
orke An organizatlon which
claims to have the only program to

then when confronted with the situ-
that program into a viable, immedi-

maximal program, betrays itself as
an idle intellectual sect, not seri-
ously interested in involving itself
in the day-to-day struggles to win

Finally. there is the role of
assorted petty-bourgeois oriented
tendencies which have discovered

‘cah’'be used interchangeably with
the broader term "oppréssion" in

of the working class in the. revolu-
tion. The Soclalist Workers Party

example, had delegates at the con-
ference,  However, they never said
one word or distributed literature
describing thelr attitude towards
the conference--an open confession
of political bankruptcy.

The opportunist and unprincipled

i nature of the various radical tenden-

cieswas additionally lluminated in
thelr further adventures later in St.

Stallnists Strong-Arm for McGovern by David Fender

The reformist line of the Communist Party (CP) 1s presently hinged on
the bullding of "people's movements"® and "anti-monoply coallitions" which

are desligned to pressure and hold the bourgeols

Without these pressure groups,
according to the CP line,
not trust bourgeoils politiclans,”

The CP's own presidential cam-

palign is in no sense an attempt tog

provide the working class wlth an

alternative to the bourgeois candl-g

dates, It is, rather, a gimmick, not
Just to give the CP a left cover
but to organize these pressure
groups as on-going organizations

in an attempt to make such liberal%

bourgeols politicians like McGovern

"you can- :

politicians in check,
"more responsive" to the people not
only during the electlon campalgns
(when the truck is "pretty fa¥" up
the hill) but also between campalgns
(when the truck roles "right back.
to where we started from"), It is
in this way--by giving the bourgeois
liberals their support, even if
backhandedly--that the CP sees mak-
ing politics "more meaningful" as
explained by Gus Hall, the CP's gen-
eral secretary and candidate for
president,
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The People'!s Coalition for Peace

and Justice and the Trade Unionists |
i flle,
i the Stalinists have the most sordid

for Action and Democracy (TUAD) are
two such coalitions which are con-
trolled by the CP, And controlled
they are, as can be seen from the

recent Emergency Election Conference :
i at the TUAD conference,

of TUAD held in ChicagoJdJuly 1 & 2.

In spite of all the references in
the CP's rhetoric about independent

rank-and-file action, the Stalinists :
i of Lyn Marcus who had mobilized a

proved yet again at the TUAD con-

ference that they have no 1lnterest é

in any rank-and-file initiative :
toward the real independence of the |
working class, and that any such :
initiative will be met by some of
the most bureaucratic maneuvers,
equal to anything the trade-union
bureaucracy 1tself could come up
with,

The Stalinists, after all, have
had plenty of practice--over 40
years! In the CP, there has not i
been a semblance of democracy since
Stalin purged Trotsky and the left !
opposition. Stalin and his henchmen :
were able to usurp the leadership
of the Bolshevik party due to the
backwardness of the new Soviet state,!
compounded by the weakened position :
of the working class followlng the !
civil war and the temporary set-
back of the socilallst revolution
in the rest of the world--especially
in Germany. Stalin personified the |
bureaucratic growth in the Soviet
Union which turned the flrst workers!' .
state Into what we call a degenerated :
workers'! state, The degenerated :
workers!' state, like the trade unlons :
in the US,
seeking bureaucracy whose main
concern 1s to protect 1lts own
privileged interest above all,

Under Stalin's leadership the

Communist parties around the world
! One can well imagine from this in-

: cident what the Stalinists would do
i 1f they had state power, and what
i they have done where they have us-

were transformed to fit the needs
of the Stalinlst clique 1in the
Soviet Union. The needs of the
proletariat in each country were

subordinated to the narrow interests

of the Soviet despots. Revolution-
ary working class politics were

" politics in order to avoid any
political upheavals which might en-
danger its own privileged bureau-
cratic vositions, This means. of

is controlled by a self- !
i and hold them as if in jail.
i of those so entrapped were,

i some period of time,
i by a small window in order to

course, nippling in the bud any and
all initiatives from the rank and
It 1s for this reason that

record of gangsterism of any ten-

5 dency in the labor movement, an ex-

ample of which they aptly displayed

The CP's major concern at this
conference seemed to be the National
Caucus of Labor Committees (NCLC)

major share of his forces for an
intervention. While the NCLC's
political orientation is objectively
a reformist one--refusing to work
in the trade union and substituting
instead the building (especlally
amonz welfare recipients) of multi-
class "strike support coallitions'--
the NCLC, nevertheless, does not
support bourgeols candidates like
the CP, For this reason the CP
attempted to bar this tendency from
the outset of the conference. At
the registration desks, names were
checked against a list of known

: NCLC supporters compiled by the CP,

Those found to be on the list as
well as those connected with wel-
fare unlons plus anybody else who
indicated in any way that they

i might oppose the CP's class-collab-
i oratiocnist line, were told that the
i delegation from thelr state was

challenging their credentials, They

i were then promptly hustled into a

small ad joining room--guarded by
some hefty CP strongarms--where a

i credentlals committee meeting was

supposed to be held. In this way
the CP tried to weed out dissidents
Most

after
forced to exit

escape following a melee at the door.

urped state power.
In spite of the CP's best efforts,

i about half of the large NCLC con-
replaced with class-collaborationist : tingent managed to get into the

! conference undetected.
; fight soon broke out over the ques-
. tion of exclusion during the dis-

: cussion on the proposed set of rules,

A floor
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The chalrman recoznized two for and
two amainst. Those ragalnst," it so
happened, were supporters of the

wWworkers Leasue who, instead of ad-
dressing themselves to the princi-

a few of theilr own members who had
been denied admlission by merely as-

serting that their comrades had been :
excluded because they advocated the g
g principled position of being ready

formation of a labor party. With
this as an introduction, they launch-

ed into a speech for the labor party §

which was promptly ruled out of

order by the Chair. A vote was

taken, and the rules were adopted.
The next item, the agenda, was

adopted without discussion contrary f

to the rules which specifically
stated that:

"In any debate on a procedural
motlon, the Chalr will recoc-
nlze two speakers for and two
against the motion,."

The chailrman then proceeded and

ignored the clamour of about a hun- §
dred delegates for a polntof order.

After a series of attempts to be
recognized, the NCLC supporters

marched to the front and passivelyg
allowed themselves to be physically |
e jected by the CP goons in splte of

the fact that the NCLC probably
out numbered them,
Such unilateral tactics on the

part of the NCLC made it 1mposs1ble§
sympathetic to a g

for anybody else,
struggle agalnst the exclusion,
to play a role in preventing the

NCLC's ejection from the conferenceﬁ
a united front effort can pro- :
tect the rights of all working class

Only

tendencles against the arbitrari-
ness of those who utilize undemo-

cratic and hoollgan measures in the |
workers' movement such as the trade-g

union bureaucracy, the CP and the
Workers League,.
The NCLC should have taken the

initiative toward a united front

in the case of the TUAD conference |

since they had plenty of warning

that the CP would attempt to exclude |
The CP had already opened a
charqingg

then.
maliclous slander campaign,
the members of NCLC wlth being "po-

g workers!

lice" and "CIA agents," had evicted
them from a public meeting "open to

{ debate and discussion fromall ideo-
! logical points of view," as well

{ as physically attacked, in an un-
pled questlon of the CP's exclusion :
in general, pleaded a case only for ;
i for leafleting outside the US Com-
{ munist Party Center for Marxist

provoked assault, two of their mem-
bers--putting one in the hospital--

Education in New York City.
VANGUARD NEWSLETTER repeats its

to bloc wilth any working class ten-
dency in a struggle against arbi-
trariness and hooliganism in the
movement, It is in this
spirit the VANGUARD NEWSLETTER
jolned with Socialist Forum, the
Spartaclst League, NCLC and others
in picketing the conference, It
seems the Soclalist Workers Party
did not solidarize itself with
this demonstration in spite of the
fact that some of 1ts own sup-
porters were excluded. The Workers
League, as well, in consistency with
1ts own arbitrariness and hooligan-
ism toward other working class ten-
dencies (see VANGUARD NEWSLETTER
Vol. 4, No. 3 and page 93 in this
issue) refused to participate in
the protest agalnst the CPts exclu-
slon and even crossed en masse a
large picket line in order to attend
the conference on the second day,
This display of solidarity wlth the
CP's actions 1ls even more despicable
in as much as the Workers League
attempts to pass 1ltself off as
Trotskyist--a tendency that from
i1ts inception was deeply involved
in the struggle for workers' demo-
cracy. The Workers League and the
CP alike cannot defend their ideas
azalnst those of other tendenciles,
and therefore, have no choice but
to deal with thelr opponents in an
organlizational manner.

It must be noted that this second
conference of TUAD was about one
fourth the size of its founding
conference (does one really have
to g0 to a TUAD conference to build
support for McGovern?). Nor will
the future conferences of TUAD show
any real growth since the Stalinist-
gangster tactics of the CP expose
it for what it 1s--not an independ-
ent organ of the rank-and-file, but
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rather a CP front group designed
to support "progressive" trade-
union bureaucrats and bourgeols
liberals like McGovern. Needless
to say, a real independent rank-
and-file movement will sweep such

frauds in the labor movement into
the dust bin of history where they
belonz, and 1t is with this end in

. mind that VANGUARD NEWSLETTER helped

initiate and participates in the
Committee for Rank and File Caucuses,

MEETING by Jim Hays

THE WORKERS LEAGUE TAKES OVER A "PUBLICY

The role of the Workers League (WL) as a bureaucratic left centrist
formation with aspirations to serve as attorney to the wleft" labor
bureaucracy was made abundantly clear at the two-day Labor for Peace
conference and even clearer on June 25th at St. Louis University.

About twenty people who had attend-g

ed the conference showed up for what
was advertized as a public meeting

called by the UAW Local 25 rank-and- |

file committee to be followed by a

period of discussion. However,they :

soon discovered that the meeting had
been taken over by a WL goon squad
which sought to physically bar all

WL political opponents in the’work-é

erst' movement,
The previous day, Nat Mosley,

chairman of the UAW caucus had per-

sonally invitied representatives of
VANGUARD NEWSLETTER, the IS,SL and
SWP to attend the meeting and take
part in the discussion. In fact,
the St. Louis VANGUARD NEWSLETTER
Committee and a number of other St.
Louls socialist groups had taken
part in three planning sessions with
the rank-and-<flle auto workers to
build the June 25th meeting., At
these sessions, the WL was sharply
attacked by Black auto workers for
"ignoring the raclal problems" at
the GM plant and for trying to

bureaucratically impose an endorse-g
i tlon to continue to bulld rank-and-
. file caucuses which will meet the

g real needs of the working class,

ment of the SWP presidential ticket
on the caucus. The worker who had
demanded a struggle agalnst racism
was also ordered barred from the
June 25th meeting and from all other
caucus meetings by the WL!

When it became clear that the hOO-g
i transferred "its"
: to a member's apartment,

ligan tactics of the WL could not
ctop the demand that the practice
of workers' democracy be followed
at the meeting,a WL representative

czlled in the university adminlistra-
i accept the WL's bureaucratic prac-

; tices,its fallure to serlously im-
. rlement its "fight raclism" slogan in
i{ the General Motors Assembly Division

tion and the campus police. The WL
was prevented from using the police
cnly because of their neutrallzation
when the university administration
learned that the room had been re-

served for a public meeting.

This 1s not the first time the
Healyites have attempted to use the
boureseois state azainst theilr oppo-
nents in the labor movement. In
1966, the Socialist Labour League
threatened suit in a royal court
agalnst Ernle Tate, an adherent of
the United Secretariat of the Fourth
International,for slander after he
had been beaten up for selling a
pamphlet outside one of its meetings.

Most,if not all,cf the auto work-
ers in the UAW Local 25 caucus have
now broken publicly with the WL.
Mosley and other rank-and-flle auto

§ workers polntedly boycotted the St.
: Louls University meeting after learn-

inz that the WL was seeking to trans-
form it into a propaganda show for
1tself in order to create a few pup-

§ pets who would parrot their revision-

ist 1line in the auto industry.

§ Black auto workers refused to enter

the meeting after another auto work-

% er from Detrolt was barred because
: of his membership in IS. They have

all declared their renewed determina-

Paced with the threat of having
its centrist program exposed by

trade unionists who had attended the

Labor for Peace conference, the WL
shrunken meeting

The WL's campalgn in the UAW has

. gsuffered a flasco because the rank-

and-file auto workers would not

(GMAD) or 1its openly expressed de-
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sire for a Woodcock or some other
labor-faker to head the labor party.

Mosley has publicly accused the WL §

of being "reformist."

The St. Louls University meeting §
was a fitting climax to the WL oppor-;
tunist and unprincipled behavior at g

the Labor for Peace Conference,

Desplte the clailms of the WL that g

"the conference marked a new step

forward in the struggle for a brealk §

with the Democrats," Harold Gibbons, :
i that the WL is now attemptine to re-

i peat the error of John Pepper and
i the Foster-Cannon factionof the CP
i which went hog-wild for a two-class

the conference host, and Jerry Wurf
of AFSCME, a major conference spon-
sor, have now endorsed McGovern,

Only a week before the conference,
Busch Brewery in St. Louls told the

Teamsters union that over 200 of 1ts |

members would be lald off as part

of an attrition plan., Yet, Gibbons §
failed to pose any program to fight i

unemployment or the pay board.

Each delegate who entered Council

Plaza was greeted by a "Bulletin”
salesman or woman shouting "Brother,
thls is truly an historic occasion,
the llinneapolis Labor Councll has
declared for a Labor Partyl"

The Minnesota call for a "third
party" as well as the mutterings

about a labor party by bureaucrats |
like UAW Paul Schrade or pro-Stalin-i
1st UE president Fltzgerald must be :
viewed with great caution by rank- !

and-file workers. Firstly, they
must be seen as attempts to apply
pressure to the Democratic Party,

often in behalf of the policiles éf§
{ labor and soclalist movements must

the "hard" wing of the ruling class,

Just as McGovern threatened to sup- !
port a third party in the interests :
of the "soft" wing if he dldn't get |

the nomination at Miami,

But even if the Minnesota labor-g

fakers move toward a third party,

there are great dangers in a party :

created by the labor aristocracy,
which revolutionary Marxists are

requlired to expose and fight against,

Although we wlll, of course, work

within such a labor party, we cannot
be jubilant, as 1s the vBulletin,” !

over the desire of a Minneapolls

Labor Council delezate for a Cana- :
- dlan New Democratic Party (4DP) to !
help in the construction of a sell- :
out soclal Democratlic party in the :
US, In fact, the most recent issue !

of the newspaper of the Workers

; League of Canada was forced to admit

that the NDP is currently conducting
a witchhunt against even the mild

socialist opposition contained in

the Waffle caucus.

In appealing for the National Farm-.
ers Organlzation to take part in the
formation of a third party,the Min-
nesota trade union officials are re-
turning to the reactlonary utopian
populist traditions of Robert LaFol-
lette and Governor Olson. It seems

"Farmer-Labor party" in 1922-24, As
Leon Trotsky describes it:

"The representative of the Comin-
tern,Pepper, in order to set the
tauxilliary masst!<«-the American
farmers--into motion at an accel-
erated tempo, drew the young and
weak American Communist Party onto
the senseless and infamous adven-
ture of creating a !'Farmer-Labor
party' around LaFollette in order
to overthrow quickly American
capitalism.” (p. 120, The Third

International After Lenin)

As the middle class -disorientation
and hysteria of Wohlforth's follow
ers becomes more apparent,they are
forced to resort to the worst fea-
tures of Stalinist gangsterism and
slander, Every tendency in the

let them know that this type of
behavior will not be tolerated in
the future.

.....................................................................................................................

Avallable through
VANGUARD NEWSLETTER

SPARTICIST LAGUE SPLIT

The struggle of an ousted minorlty§
for revolutionary polltics. :

Price $1.00

sack issues of
VANGUARD NEWSLETTER

Volumes 1, 2, 3, from the years
1969 through 1971 at $1.50 each
or all three for 4,00,
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WHO CALLED THE COPS?

CRFC's Challence to the Spartacist and Workers Leazues

James Robertson, Natlonal Secretary
Spartaclst League

Dear Comrade:

10 July 1972

On Sunday, July 2nd, members of your organization dlstributed copiles

of a leaflet at Packinghouse Center in Chicaco,

site of the Emergency

Electlon Conference of the Trade Unionists for Action and Democracy.

The leaflet was entitled "CP/TUAD :
Prepares Betrayal wlth Mass Exclu- |
sion!" and made the following char-:
ges and inferences against the Com-':
mittee for Rank and Fille Caucuses,

i dent unilon,

cal organlzatlions to enter a suppos-

i edly public meeting on problems in

the auto industry beilng held on the
afternoon of June 25th at the stu-
The conversatlon with

i the director was initlated by the

",..While the CP needs no advice
on how to carry out the Stalinist

methods of exclusion,at the Labor

for Peace Conference last week the

Stalinophobic WL cowardly excludedlé

all other tendencles from their
allegedly 'public' meeting. Dem- |
onstrating further non-proletarian :
means of struggle,and a complete
misunderstanding of the Leninist
theory of the state, the WL and
CRFC called the cops on each other,:
the WL to guard their meeting, :
the CRFC to open 1t up,. : :
"  Some groups and militants,frus-:

trated by bureaucratic treachery
or simply seéking a quick road to:

power themselves,use the caplital-:
ist cops or courts to enforce
tdemocracy' within the labor move-:
ment, This 1s an equally grave
error, The working class must

maice and enforce 1ts own declslons;
using the police agalnst any le- :
gltimate part of the labor move- :

ment undermines the independence !
i think you will find that the record

of the movement as a whole and

promotes government interference,";
i 1n CRFC bears out these bellefs.

) We find these accusations to be
a misrepresentation of fact. The

ieaflet 1s apparently making refer-:

ence to Comrade David Fender and his :
i mltting the very same transgressions
: of which you accuse us,
and an individual who was presumably cases we find these accusations to
i be transparent subterfuges designed
: to avold direct dealing with the

change followed the failure of the §political positions of the tenden-

WL to allow members of other politi-:

brief exchange with a local member
of the St. Louls WL organizatlon

the director of the student union
at St. Louls University. Thls ex-

§ WL member who was obvliously intent
i upon having what the WL saw as "un-
i desirables"

removed from the bulld-
ing. Comrade Fender entered the
conversation only when it became
clear what the WLer had in mind

5 and only with the intention of de-

fusing the situation and keeping

i both the director and the campus

security guards,who were observing

i the exchange, out of the affalr

altogether, _ ,
The position of the CRFC and 1its

combonent organizations on the ques-
tion of police and bourgeols legal
interference in the workers' move-
ment 1s the same as that of the SL.
We are qulte aware of the role play-

i ed by the courts and police in class

rule soclety. They are nothing less

i than a weapon wielded by the capi-
i tallst class agalnst the workers

and their organizatlions., It 1is

therefore cruclal to keep the work-
ers!' movement free of compromising
entanglements with these forces., We

of the organizations participating

The SL seems to be using the same

% tactic as the WL which attacked you

(along with VNL/VANGUARD NEWSLETTER/)
in the "Bulletin" of 3 July for com-

In both

cles involved.
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Because we believe that the char- . still stand by the charges raised
xes you have raised against us are | in your leaflet, we presume the SL
of the most serious nature, wewould | will accept ourchallenge., We shall

like to see worker-militants have | also request the WL to participate
the opportunity to hear all sides : in the same forum,

of the question, We, therefore, are |

willing to answer your charges in | Fraternally,

a public forum--time and date tobe | Malcolm L. Kaufman, Sec'y.-Treas.
set at your convenience., If you

Tim Wohlforth, National Secretary ' 18 July 1972
Workers League - :

Dear Conrade:

We read 1n the "Bulletin" of 3 July the article entitled "Workers
League Holds Auto Meeting," which dealt, among other things, with your
exclusion of other political tendencles from a supposedly public meeting
scheduled for 25 June at St. Louls University.

In addition to your exclusionist . socliety, never make 1t a practice
acts, which constituted a flagrant | of calling that force agalnst ano-
violation of workers' democracy, i ther section of the working class
the WL accuses a component organiza - movement with which it holds differ-
tion of the CRFC of '"calling in of | ences. We seek to establish a labor
the campus guards at St. Louls Uni- | movement independent of the state,

versity to enforce the 'rightt of i not onereliant onits coercive arms.
these centrists to enter the meet- ! Since you have made these public
ing." This is a complete fabrica- | charges against us we presume, con-
tion. It was the Workers League i sidering thelr gravity, that you are

~who approached the director of the : ready todefend them before worker-
Student Union with the specific in- | militants. We therefore propose a

‘tention of having us removed from : public forum at whlch both your
the building and it was a member of | charees and policy of exclusionism
the CRFC and VANGUARD NEWSLETTER | would be dlscussed. We areamenable
who entered the exchange between i to susggestions recgarding time and
~the WL and the director wlth the | place. We have also extended the
specific purpose of keeping both ! same challenge to the Spartacist
the director and the campus security ! League whichralsed similar charges
guards out of the incldent. i agalnst our organization.

The CRFC and its participating
organizations, recognizing full well | For worker's democracy,
the role of police in capitalist ° Malcolm L. Kaufman, Sec'y.-Treas.

AN ANSWER TO VANGUARD NEWSLETTER BY "MASAS" (translated by Earl Owens)

/As a member of VANGUARD NEWSLETTER - International, had, at that time,

Cde. Owens continues a struggle of . Jjolned the bourgeols coalltion

many years duration for the cause | government under Mrs. Bandaranalke.

of Trotskylism. . /Cde. Owens was even more bureau-
After eleven years of membership : cratlcally and hastily expelled

in the SWP, he was expelled with . from the Workers League, which he

other supporters of the "Reorganlzed : had helped found, for daring to a

Minority Tendency" under Wohlforthts = ralse questions concerning the

leadership in 1964 for attempting . ultimatistic attitudes of 1its

to open a discussionon Ceylon. The : leadership towards the working

Lanka Sama Samaja Party (LSSP) of . class. Thils lack of internal demo-

Ceylon, then affillated to the ! cracy matches the Workers League's

United Secretariat of the Fourth ' hooliganism toward other tendencies./
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1. It is true, of course,

that the working class has no fatherland--

this can be read in the "Communist Manifesto" written more than a hundred

years a30.

But the. comrades of VANGUARD
NEWSLETTER foreet that Trotsky
taught whereas the imperialist na-
tion is synonymous with reaction
and oppresslion, the national fron-
tlers of the underdeveloped coun-
tries defended against the lmperi-
alist centers still play a progres-
sive role., Your letter mixes up
general formulations which arecor-

rect with concrete estimations which §

are mistaken because you do not
start with the recoznitilon of the
enormous difference between the
imperialist center and those na-
tlons who are subject to 1it. This

can be very dancerous for a revolu- j
tionary from the Yankee imperialist ;

center., When we defend Bolliva
agalnst Yankee rapaclity, we are
fulfilline a revolutionary role.

Clearly, the revolution in our coun-:
i letariat but of the anti-imperialist

try will strengthen the world revo-
lutionary movement.
ens us is when American "Trotskyists®

want to apply mechanlically to Latin .
America schemas read In the classles.

Unfortunately, VANGUARD NEWS-!
- through the work of bourgeois lead-
. ers, we deslgned it to be revolu-
. tlonary and to be lead by the pro-
. letariat.
when youmalintain that we are sowinz | Front which the POR forms a part
i of iIncludes parties which call .
~ bourgeols or petty bourgeois order,; themselves Marxist, but have their
But it 1s now decades since the POR : roots in nationalism.
wrote of the perspective of a work-:
arlsing out of the @ )
i those not proletarian--before our

: revolutionary strategy.

2,
. LETTER repeats the absurd accusa-
. tions of the ultra-left and the
Pabloite renegades, common go-be-
tweens for the counterrevolution,

11lusions about governments of a

ers! government,
limitations and inabllity of the
bourgeols governments to complete
bourzeols tasks.

false accusatlions. But this does

can of taking power, no matter what
the conditions are, whlch seems to
be the position of the ultra-left.
The problem arises in raisineg the

so that 1t can genulnely complete
it.

left are for this purpose, as l1s

‘also the tactleof the Anti-Fmperial-

: party.

! are.

But what weak- :
: 1s national oppression by the USA.

| This can be read
and thus you should set richt your : Trotsky on Spaln in 193127
i works about the United States.

not mean that at all times the party | Following what he says we hold that

irresponsibly should raise the slo-;
i slon of the country by a military

{ dictatorship and destruction of all
i democratic rights),
: to begln from the struggle for the
working class forward to thls task : rule of law,
i soclation,
The struegle arainst revision-:

lsm, against Stalinism and the ultra- ‘
i the democratic framework? Ofcourse

1st Front led by the proletariat.
3. The analysis you make of the

§~Popular Assembly is false. This Bo-

livian Soviet was different from
the Russian Soviet of 1905 and the

. bexinning of 1917 1n one concrete

aspect: the political leadership
was assured, that is, through its
This was because 1t was
formed with a clear program that
showed 1t was marching towards so-
clallsm and a workers' covernment.
All your other thoughts in this
regard have no basis.

4, Are youa political party? We
This should make clear that
our baslic concern is to achieve
the ideological and orszanizational
independence of the working class

i from bourgeols tendencles and others,

In Bollvia one is not dealing
with the united front of the pro-

front, because the sharpest problem
In this struggle the appropriate

tactic isthe anti-imperialist front.
And to prevent lits miscarriage

It 1s not true that the

) » : We do not
mix our flasgs, nor do we..kneel be-
fore others. We make others kneel--

Have youread the writings of
Not his

5.

in the present conditions (oppres-

it is correct

of the richt of as-
ete,, combining it with
the struggle for modest socigl eco-
nhomic demands. . To remain within

not, but in brder‘tp mobilize the
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masses, to help them transform
their passive resistance into actlve
resistance and thereby bring us
closer to the taking of power.

6.. If you are revolutionaries,
you are obligated to vigorously
assist the movement of natlional 1ib-

OUR REPLY

Dear Comrades,

; working class.

. eration that 1s taklng place in Boll-

via under the leadership of the
We repeat: we must ‘

support the Anti-Imperialist Front.

To do otherwise, would be to end up

in the counter-revolution through
the slide of the ultra-left.

Our duty to defend "underdeveloped countries...against the imperialist
centers" and to assist the 3olivian revolution 1s an integral part of
our strugele as American Trotskylsts to construct an American section
of aninternational working class vanguard party capable of overthrowlng
world capitalism in the epoch of lmperlalism,

It is from this perspective that
we have criticized the line of the
POR and the Frente Antl-Imperilalista, :
We by no means dlsdain your mar- :
tyrs who, subjectively at least,
fought and died for the 1deas of
Trotskylsm. Nor can we lignore the
comrades inside Boliva today 1in- :
volved in a life and death strugsgle
in the underground.

We are not apologlsts for any
political group--justifiers and i
nationalizers have no place in the :
Trotskyist movement. We do not .
doubt that, subjectively, you wantto i
make a soclalist revolutlion inBoli-;
via, Whatwe selacking,however,
in your documents, in "MASAS" and

in your action is any oonceptioncﬁ‘%

the crisis of leadership within the
working class. Lora writes in his
book Bolivia, De La Asamblea Popu-
lar al Golpe del 21 de Agosto:

"The forces in struggle: prole-
tariat and rigcht-wing military...
lgnored the President of the Re-
public and limited themselves to
preparing for the great encounter
between themselves..,.Torres was
more of .a phantom than a reality
«...300n the masses took the ini-
tiative and fought to utilize
Torres against the fascist right,”

But how did you intervene in this
process? Did you not also belleve
that Torres could be utilized? If,
as you point out, "...the politlecal

leadership /of the Asamblea Populaf?é

was assured,.through its party /The

P@R/,"then it bears a heavy, but
not the only, responsibility for
the defeat of the 21st of August.
Your empiricism led you to bow be-
fore the moods of the masses and not
1 lead the march * towards socialism

and a workers' government."

It 1s too simplistic to blame
defeat on a lack of guns, More
important was the lack of a clear
revolutlionary alternative--lacking
this, with or without weapons,de-
feat 1s inevitable, There is no
political r"guaranteem of anything
because you arranged that the worke
ing class would have a majority in
the Asamblea Popular. 4 majority
of the working class must be won
for the soclilallst revolution,but
thls 1s why 1t has to have 1ts own
independent organs of struggle, The
task of the revolutionary party is
not, as you seem to belleve, to urge
the working class on to complete
the historical process or to funoc-
tion as mere advlsers to the class.
As such, even in splte of yourselves,
you become advisers to the CP and
the PRIN, Lechin's party, in order
to pressure them to the left, The
task of the party is to strusggle

agalnst simple trade-union con-
sclousness, to struggle against

every vestige of reformlism which

may be expressed, as in Bolivia, 1in
verbal adherence to "sociallsm® @
and to lead the class to power ra-
ther than simply merging with the
class. Lechin, Torres, and the CP

must bedestroyed polltically. Can

you use the Frente Anti=Tmperial ista
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you become indistlinguishable from
them.

Even though empirically you may
be more active than any other ten-
dency,political passivity in rela-
tion to the historic process can

only lead to a separation of theory §
: Antl.Imperialista, according to

! your Comrade Escobar writing 1n

from practice. In an lnterview
givcn by Gulllermo Lora to Ruben

asquez Diaz in 1967, during Che
Guevara's guerrilla campalgn in
Bollivia, this separation of theory
ardi practice becomes quite clear.
ILora states:

nCuerrillas without the working
class are nothing. The POR sup-

prerts unconditionally the guerril-§

las because 1t 1s a loglcal con-

sequence of the present situation !

in Bolivia, but we don't belleve
it is the only way of combating

the present regime....The guérril-:
las are not our idea and,as a con-:
sequence we don't want to dominate !

them or dictate to them in any

way. And our help and support is §

completely Without limits...."

Here we have the essence of "pas-i

slve radicalism" which has charac-
terized the history of the POR. We

do not doubt the POR dld everything |

1t could to assist the guerrillas.

But the POR refused to "dominate or |
dictate," that 1s,provide an alter-;

native leadership to Guevara. To

let the revisionists "do their

thing" is the worst kind of histor-!
i country in 1917. Yet the Bolsheviks

i did not propose an Anti-Imperialist
i Front which would take power and

ical passivity. It was, of course,
correct to support the guérrillas
against the ruling class but also

to struggle against their revision-|

ist leadership in order to subordi-;
i clallst tasks,

nate them to the strategy of working
class revolution.
ly correct in not comitting the POR
to guerrilla warfare. At the same
time,it is clear from the interview
that politically he caved in to
Guevara's falt accompll.

For Lenin, the tasks of revolu-
tionaries are:

n,..the elucidation of the tasks
of revolutionas distinct from the

tasks of reform, the elucidation P

We say you cannot and .
that in the Frente Antl-Imperialista

Lora was abstract-:
{ take power, on an abstract program
: of democracy that stands above the
i class struggle.
: clear on this point,
{ "On the South African Theses":

of revolutionary tactics as dis-
tinct from reformist tacties, the
elucldation of the role of the
proletariat in the abolition of
~the system..." (Proletarian Revo-
~lution and Renegade Kautsky)

Instead of clarifying, you mud -
dle these questions, The Frente

"Politica Obrera," has a perspec-

? tive of:

",..the establishment of a workers!
government supported by other
oppressed classes in order to
complete the democratlc tasks of
a transitory nature that will lead

- toward socialist tasks."

The Frente Antl-Imperiallista,Es-
cobar claims, is different from a

! united. t'ront in an advanced country

which will form a workers' govermment
to r,..fulfil]l directly soclalist
tasks." This is the theory of sta-~
ges,rure and simple--the theory of
Mensnevlism, not Trotskylsm.
Another leaderof the POR, Carlos
in a letter to this wrlter states:

"We do not have an imperialist bour-
geoisle but a national one inter-
ested In fulfilling the democratic
‘tasks, When we deal with a strug-
gle agalinst imperialism...there
1s no reason not to form a front
with the national bourgeoisle.®

Russlia was also an under-developed

then, in proper stages, fulflll the
democratic tasks and then the so-
You cannot carry

out the democratic tasks,let alone

Trotsky was quite
As he stated

"The Bolshevik Party defended the
right of the opvnressed nations
to self-determination with the
methods of pralctarian clas
struggle, envlrely rejecting the
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charlatan 'anti-inperialist!' blocs :
with the numerous petty-bourgeols !

tnational' parties of GZarist
Russia...

n"The Bolsheviks have always merci-g
lessly unmasked these parties,as :
well as the Russian Social Revo- !

lutionaries, their vacillations
and adventurism, but especlally
their ideological lle of being
above the class struggle.

ticism even when clrcumstances

forced upon him this or that epi-!
strictly practical,agree- :

sodie,
ment with them.

"There could be no question of any
permanent alllance with them un- ;

der the banner of 'anti-czarism.!

Only thanks to this irreconcilable
class policy was Bolshevism able
to succeed in the time of the re-i
volution to throw aslide the Men- !

sheviks, the Soclal Revolution-
aries, the natlonal petty-bour-
geols parties and gather around
the proletariat the masses of

the peasantry and the oppressed
nationalities.”
TrotskgJ l93b—35. P. 251-2.)

Can you square your own political §

'actlvity with thls cornerstone of
Trotsky's writings?

You carry out a polemical struggle

against the "ultra-left," but do

not struggle against the CP,Lechin,

Torres or the "anti- 1mperialist"
bourgeoisie which they represent.
The last refuge of lmperiallsm
is "anti-imperlalist" movements
led by its unconscious and con-
scious agents. In Argentina, the
PSIN-FIP (a left-wing Peronist
group) has proposed the formation
of a "National Anti-Imperialist
Front." 1Its program calls for
ralsing "the banners of socialism
and a workers and peoples govern-
ment.” The newspaper, "Politica

Obrera,”" correctly points out that §

nowhere do the Peronists mentlon

the dictatorship of the proletariat%

ond that, in fact, they represent
the interests of a sectlon of the
industrial bourgeolsie. In many
under-developed natlons there are

sophisticated sections of the bour-é

geolsie who will ragree" with the

, Lenin !
d1d not stop his intransigeant cri-;

(Writings of Leon |

basic idea of soclallsm--aslongas
1t comes about after they're dead.
In the meantime they are qulte
willing to become simple "'anti-
Ilmperialist' forces" and cooperate
with reformists and centrists (such
as Allende) to carry out such bour-
eols tasksascreating an internal
market and limited agrarian reform.
The sllence of the PCR on the ques-
tion of the left-Peronlst front 1is
very significant.
where do you stand on the ques-

tion of class struggle as the
weapon for national liberation

and on the dictatorship of the
proletaria®? You write often of
"the leadership of the proletar-
1atr but not of the supremacy of
the proletariat over the other -
classes. Are General Torres and
your other allies in the Frente
Anti-Imperialista in favor of the
class struggle approach and do

' they support the dictatorship of

the proletarliat? If so, they

must clearly agltate for the de-
struction of the bourgesols army.
If not, they must be fought. You,
evidently, cannot criticize the
Peronists in Argentina for proposing
what you actually do yourselves in
Bolivia.

" There are, no doubt, many things
we in VANGUARD NEWSLETTER can
learn from your struggles. The
American working class 1s largely
ignorant of the working class in
Latin America. We, revolutlonaries
in the heartland of 1lmperlalism,
will support unconditionally and
materlally every struggle for na-
tional liberation. But 1in order
to win in thls final epoch of cap-
italism, 1t must be combined with
the struggle forthe soclalist revo-
lution. Let us analyze, criticize,
and struggle so that in Bolivia
and the United States we do not con-
demn the working class to repeat
the tragic defeats of the past.

Earl Owens for
VANGUARD NEWSLETTER

In response to Wohlforth's attacks
in the "Bulletin," our next issue ;
will begin publishing'u%ECommunist
Tendeney's historical document. :
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A WORKER RESIGNS FROM THE SWF

To the Oakland-Berkeley Branch Organizer

July 10, 1972

Last December I entered the Soclalist Workers Party because through

reading the "Militant" and the nISR®

[International Socialist Review/

I became convinced that Trotsky along with Lenin knew how to correctly

apply the Marxist methods.

I still feel that way,

Today I'm even more of a confirmed I learned fromhim thata revolution-

Marxlst than when I entered the party.,:

I also entered the party (on the

majority program) because the comrade :

who recruited me had a healthy atti-
tude towards workers and trade-union
work, In other words he was giving
me a good lmpression of the party
without breaking diseipIine, ~F
Once I was in the party, I began
tohave my doubts., The perspective

from inside the party is quite dif-:
i thelr asses.
: TRAINED AND LED BY A REVOLUTIQNARY
: TROTSKYIST PARTY, YEARS IN ADVANCE
i or they will not be ready.

ferent than the outside view. ‘

"True--~1 erroneously accepted the
party's position of not concentrat-
ing 1t's full force on the trade
union movement and that the polit-
ical conclousness wasnot yet there,

I was astounded to find out that
the branch was not the least bit
interested in trade-union work. It
was not interested inme as aworker
nor my trade-union activities. The
branch didn't even have a trade-
union fraction. That 1s Where you
started to lose me.

The party sold me onTrotsky, and

the industrial proletariat has the
power for overthrowing the state.

: VANGUARD NEWSLETTER.
: conslderation, I've decided to re-
i sign from the Sooialist Workers Party
. and ald the VANGUARD NEWSLETTER in
i carrying out its program.

ary party must stay with the workers,

i under any conditions, even under the

oppressive welght of fascism.
This 1s not Russia of 1917 or

{ China of 1949, This 1s imperialist
: Unlted States of 1972 and 1t's going
i to be a lot tougher.

- If the ruling ¢lass in this country

getsdesperate éeénough to use fascism,
: dontt expect the workers to automatic-

ally rise up and kick the fasclists in
THE WORKERS MUST BE

As I've learned from the Socialist

Workers Party's mlstakes, mydisagree-
; ments with the party have increased,

I agree most closely with the
After careful

‘There 1s not Trotskylst party

which 1s capable of leading a class
Trotsky soldme on the idea that only:

struggle in this country--yet.

Sincerely, M.H.

REFLECTIONS ON LEAVING THE SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY by Ed di Tullio

The Revolutionary Party

- Do the memberships of organlizations like the Socialist WOrkers Party
(SWP) sti1ll include some who are in reality loyal, not to the so-called
"Fourth Internationals" of the eplgones they formally support, but to

the Fourth International of Trotsky?

It is not verylikely, That Inter-
national proclaimed the program of
proletarian revolution, alone remain-

ing true to its class and its revalu- :
i'ty of finding their way to Marxism
{ -=or back to Marxism,
i of some of the older comrades,
: of overcoming the supine centrism

. which betrays the Fourth Internation.-
- al and which has been making trim-

tionary heritage; 1t raised an un-
stained banner out of the ashes of
the historic defeats of the 1920's
and 1930's for new generations of

revolutlonary workers to rally to;
and it was permeated by the intel-

. lectual integrity, political clarity
: and revolutionary experience of Marx-
i ism, But do any still remain in the

SWP who have at least the possibili-

in the case
and
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mers in stead of revolutionlists out
of them? If there are, they could

perhaps begin as I did and ask them- :

selves, "What is required in order
to create a truly revolutionary
party?" for it will soon lead them
to the roots of thelr confusion.
Even the cholce of words in that

question may bother comrades educat-
: centrism contradict larxism, mis-

ed in the SWP--"created?" - Revolu-

tionists speak at times of "building® !
{ and work against the formationof a

i truly revolutionary party. No appara-
! tus can defeat the bourgeolsie and
 the Stalinist bureaucracles, no

i matter how many woricers adhere to it.

a party, for a stable organlzation
1s of course necessary, despite the

conservatizing routine and bureau-
cratic tendencles attendant on any
organizational form--and which must

be overcome at-critical moments in |
.the.  1ife of a revolutlionary-party, !

as Trotsky explained in Lessons of
October, In that aspect a revolu-
tionary party is "built.® But 1t
cannot be first and foremost an .
organlzational apparatus, as dul-
lards who owe their political edu-
cation to centrist "leaders" of
right and left varieties thought-
lessly assume. .

Trotsky wrote 1n In Defense of -
Marxlism:

"In order to create a revolution--
ary party, a granite theoretical
base 1s necessary, a sclientifio
program, a consistency in poli-
tical thinking and firm organi-
zational principles.”

Contrast that with the SWP's nar-
row view of "party bullding" as the
touchstone of Leninist practice;
with the SWP leaders pathetlic heart-
felt conviction that, despite appear-
ances, they must represent the
continulity of revolutionary leader-

numerical strength,
in Cde. Novack's phrase; with the
SWP'!'s exhilaration when it counts
its new "recrults" at the conven-
tions; and with the SWP's continual
babbling about the "need" for a
"mass" party! Contrast the SWP's
preoccupation with its organization-
al "framework," and the Marxist in-
gsistence, instead, on organizational

"principles!" Trotsky explained in :
g and whatever the tempo of the class
i struggle, revolutionary Marxlism at

The Only Road:

% way be like that.

"The revolutionary party begins
with an 1dea, a program, which
is aimed against the most powerful
apparatus of class soclety., It is
not the cadre which creates the
idea, but the idea that creates
the cadre.n

The organizational concerns of

educate potential revolutionists,

It 1s the parties that put theilr
trust-in their organization and: not
in the ideas and program of Marxism

é‘who willl be crushed, or who will -

capltulate to save themselves when
the revolutionary period comes., It
1s "Marxist criticism," Trotsky con-

§ tinues, that "is stronger than any
and every apparatus."

- Reformist and centrist parties,

i not revolutionary parties, make
organization paramount, The. master

class in the last analysls deter-

mines the direction of thelr poli-
tics; they construct thelr parties
on the framework of bourgeols legali-

5 ty already erected for them; they
are concerned with fitting into

soclety as currently constituted in

i ways that are "possibe.," Reformist
parties thus make thelr way by the
: opportuneness of the patchwork they
i propose. Centrist parties like the
i SWP exist by slmilar patchwork, plus
i memories of revalutliopary days long
i gone,
i of revolutionary action some time in

ship because through all adversity ; the distant future. Unwillling to ab-
they built the SWP ‘f?bﬁgclgipiifi;tng bility that events might after all
y *" i compel them to belleve the time ripe
i to adopt a revolutionary posture,
g gsomeday,
i pany thelr promises with occasional
i declamations against posibilism,
i drawing thelr arguments from Marxism,
i In order to distinguish themselves

g from open reformists.

and promises to the gullible

solutely reject the theoretical possi-

the centrlists also acconm-

A revolutionary party can in no
Under any and
all conditions, in whatever country
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all times has-one speocific task in |

the epoch of the death agony of
capitalism that is the essential
determinant of every tactic and all
practice: leading the workers in
insurrection at the revolutionary

moment to the selzure of power for §
i of the Fourth International adopted

the soclalist reconstruction of
soclety. A party that prepares it-
gself with that sole purpose inmind
has the possibility of proving it-
self truly revolutionary in the ac-
tual shock of revolution. Centrist
parties may be capable of "taking
part in mass movements," "doing
trade union work," and even on occa-
sion of adopting formally correct
but fall in
singleness of aim on the declsive

polint:
task of preparing to take the lead-

ership of the workers when they have
i power," with hardly a word about

arms in thelr hands.
A party shows that 1t intends to
prove equal to this task only if it

leading staff "in the light of revo-

the Lessons of October. We learn
that the party must view "moments
of direct struggle," "revolutionary
commotions” and "unpostponable and
acute questions'" in pre-revolution-
ary periods as "opportunlitles for
the testing of the leading party
mrmbers.” How difficult 1t is to
make potential revolutionists who
are under the influence of centrist

leaderships understand that "failing :
: after they have joined the party,

{ and who respond favorably to the
: "careers" and sense of belonging
¢ 8tlll in the power of the SWpP leadera

",..the entire preparatory work 1s :

this criterion, the rest is worth-
lessit Yet the basic lesson of
October 1s precisely that:

of value only to the extent that
it renders the party and above all:
1ts leadlng organs capable of

determining the moment for an in- :
: ship. They, however,

i up 1n private in order to keep the
i young comrades they try to attract
i from conslderine Marxist positions
: on thelr merits and who, thereby,

: might develop political independence
: and hostility towards left as well
i as right centrism,.
i be applied mechanically",
i centrists say, providing a left

: cover for the SWP leadership. "Given

surrection, and of assuming the
leadership of it. For the task
of the communist party 1s the
conquest of power for the purpose
of reconstructine soclety.n

Right and Left Centrism
The right centrist SWP leadership

tends to maintaln a strict silence
when confronted with these ideas,

relating everything to the §

avolding discussion both in the
party meeting and in private, for
they are not ready to come out open-
ly agalinst Marxism and thelr own
revolutionary past. They keep sec-
ret thelr doubts about the validity
today of the "Transitional Progrant

in 1938, 1In particular, they hidec
thelr doubt, if not disbelief,

that the world revolution will
succeed either under the leader-
ship of the Fourth International
or at all. They would not dream of
expressing thelr doubts out loud,
except perhaps among themselves,
But the doubts emerse in the form,

. for-example, of their illusions in

tyworld-wide radlcalizations® that
they are "confident'" will develop
"objectively" to the point where
"the workers will get a shot at

the quallty of the proletarian lead-

i ership required for the task of win-
selects 1ts cadre and especlally 1ts : ning victory in the world revolution,
i oridentification of that leadership
lutionary action," as we learn from : with the Fourth Internatlional,Their
i nalve hope in the Cuban revolution
i was the emergence of the same self-
i doubt in stlll another form.
i reason the right centrlsts canafford

! t0 answer Marxism with considered

One

silence within the SWP lsthat they

i are fairly sure of the continued
: support of the mass of young comrades
i in the party, who were recruited
: from petty bourgeols movements, are

sent back into the same movements

shlp to grant.
The left centrist "leaders" of the

: opposition within the SWP also try
: to maintain the same silence at

party meetings as the party leader-
tend to speak

tMarxism cannot
the left
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the present mentallity of the masses,
there is no social foundation for
the kind of party these wlld adven-
turers are demanding"--it is "un-
realistic,” vpurist," "sectarian,"
and "gettling ahead of oneself" to
try to make "strictures®" out of
what Lenin and Trotsky sald in
different times. But the truth 1s
the opposite of what the centrists
say.

It 1s the Marxists who base them-:
selves on a secure soclal foundation,:

and precisely centrism that has no
independent soclal support whatever,
As Trotsky explalned it in What Next?:

"Both Marxlism and reformism have a
solid soclal support underlyling
them, Marxlsm expresses the his-
torical interestsof the proleta-
riat, Reformlsm spesks for the pri-
vileged position of proletarian
bureaucracy and arlstocracy within
the capltalist state. Centrism,as
we have known 1t in the past,did
not and could not have an indepen-
dent social foundation."

The right centrists are much less
nervous and more sure of themselves
than the left centrists in the SWP,
because they have consclously turned
away from the soclal support of
Marxism toward that of reformism.
The SWP leadership explolits the petty

bourgeols milieu at present to accum-:
ulate human and material resources :
from that source,which they hope to :

sell to sections of the labor aristoc-
racy and 1its bureaucrats later on,
- along with their own services as ex-
perlienced politiclans. The left cen-
trists are Just inept, and do not
understand. They drift aimlessly

between the two main tendencles in |
the labor movement, Marxism and re-:

formism, unable to declde between
one or the other. Hence thelr pro-
pensity for unprincipled organiza-
tional combinations and their re-

liance on personal tles: these serve §

both as substitutes and cover for
the political bankruptcy.

The leadership of the left cen-
trist opposition in the SWP organ-
1zed the "proletarian orientatlion
tendency on the basis of a tactlcal
proposal to orient the SWP almost

i gram,
: then across the sea,

exclusively toward the trade unions--
on the same pacifist,feminist and
nationallist program as the SWP leader
ship;and with the same trade union
policy, as opposed to a Bolshevlk
policy. They are therefore not "leftn
because they are "closer" to Marxlsm,
but because they do not move towards
reformism as openly. They neverthe-
less drift in the same directilon the
SWP leadership swlms; towards the
labor arlistocracy. The SWP leader-
ship saw this. Hence 1ts patience
with 1ts left centrist opposition,
in contrast to its need to rid it-
self of its Marxlsts and its expul-
slon of the Communist Tendency.

The influence of the left centrist
"leaders" has by now lost much of 1ts
effect ona few of the comrades who
honestly thought they were fighting
for a "proletarlanorientation." But
that does not mean that these few
have transcended thelr past experi-
ence and will automatically turn
towards Marxism. Their minds have
been cluttered up with all kinds
of nonsense--it took two or three
months for these comrades to under-
stand even the ABC's of Leninist prin-
ciples of organization, e.g., the
right of organized dissent in a
revolutionary party! They merely
see the political ambivalence and
the unprincipled and high-handed
organizational practices of their
former leaders;they still maintain
thelr pathetic desire for recogni-
tion by and dependence on the party;
they are unable to stand on their
own feet and need to search even for
some other party, anythlng already
constructed with a "tolerable" pro-
if not in the Unlited States
in case the
SWP leadership's patience turns to
scorn,

The polemics of the past year with-
in the SWP have resulted in a growing
recognition of the SWP's theoretical
confusion, revisions of Marxisnm,
avoidance of class analysis,and fear
of principled politics;and also of
i1ts crass opportunism,which has led

i to the self-corrupting talling of one
i or another varlety of petty-bour-

: geols revolutionisn,
i tender regard for occasional peni-
{ tent liberalism,

and even to a

There has also
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been an erosion of the pedestrian
but rosy optimism that discovers

"objective processes" making the SWP :
bigger and bieger throuszh radicali-g

zations that just go on getting
deeper and deeper., Certainly the
reenforcement of bureaucratic ten-

dencles and deepening conservatism
of the SWP 1s becomlng more obvlous,:
~but it isdifficult to develop clear
views in centrist organizations, for :
the function of centrism, as Trotsky :
pointed out, 1s preciselyto blurall
sharp distinctions and to muddy the :
crystal clarity required for prin-. ;

clipled proletarlan politics.

Unless these comrades determinetof
base themselves squarelyon Marxism

and, 1n the absence of first hand

revolutionary experience of their own,
specificallyon the distillation of |
revolutionary experience and the theo-;

retical conquests of the creative

Marxists, theywill alwaysbe at sea.:
Periodsof self-confidence will al- !
ways be followed by demorallzation.:
They should have learned this during :

the past year., Brashly confident,

they attempted to beard the SWP lead-:
ership from what they considered<un-}

the SWP must

assallable ground:
They found

"go to the workers!®

that, far from being an alternative

to the SWP leadership, which had

some experience in the labor move- !

ment, they in actuallity relled on
it to take the concrete steps,
that they themselves had not the

fogglest 1dea how to proceed, and
had no answer when the SWP saild,

"yes, in time,
tine.” Thus even if they reallze

that the SWP leadership in surviving |
the reaction after World War II kept

only a shell of Trotskyism alive,
and even it they suspect that the

workers will need the kernal not the !
shell, they begin to wonder whether g

the shell after all 1s not better

than nothing, and that maybe only a |
shell is really posslble in American :
What can be done when the

conditions.
workers are politically backward?

This 1s reallya big stumbllng block !
for these comrades, but needlessly so.
Trotsky's interventionon just thls |
question in his Discusslons on the :
"Transitional Program'" with leaders :
of the SWP holds good today and may

but §

but this is not the |

clarify a comrade or two. Trotsky
said,

"It is a fact that the American
workling class has a petty bour-
geols spirit, lacks revolutionary
sollidarity, is used to a high
standard of life, and the mentali-
ty of the American working class
corresponds not to the realities
of today but to memories of yes-
terday....What can a revolutionary
party do in this situation? 1In
the first line give a clear honest
plecture of the objective situation,
of the historic tasks which flow
fror this situation irrespective
as to whether or not the workers
are today ripe for this. Our
tasks don't depend on the mentali-
ty of the workers. The task is
to develop the mentality of the
workers.,...we cannot give any guar-
antees that they will accept our
program,.,.we can only take the
responsibllity for ourselves. We
must tell the workersthe truth....
even if thils working classdoesn't
sufficiently mobilize its mind and
strength at present for the social-

. 18t revolutlon--even in the worst
case, 1f this working class falls
viectim to fasclsm, the best ele-
ments will say, 'We were warned
by this party; 1t wasa good party!!
And a great traditionwill remain
in the worklng class.,"

There 1s hardly a question relating
to revolutionary pollitics that cen-
trism cannot manage to obscure., Here
there 1s time only to indicate a few
that contribute to the confusion of
conrades in the SWP specifically., If
these comrades will read Cde Fender's
speech to the last SWP convention,
published in the VANGUARD NEWSLETTER,
the manner in which the SWP obfus-
cates the organizational principles
of the democratic-centralist inter-
national of Trotsky will be unravel-
ed for them: the SWP practices the
same "Trotskylsmin one country"
comrade Healy in England is accused
of. That same speechwill also help
dispel thelr confusion concerning
transitional demands: the SWP eie-
vates the cult of democratic slogans
in order to avold advancing transi-
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tional demands without appearingto;

do so, 1n effect abandoning the

"Transitional Program" by not apply-:

ing it in practice.
The Terminology of Centrism

There 1s also the concept of "erit-

ical support," which has proven very :

effective indisgulsing the unprin- ;
cipled politicsof the SWP from its :
own membership. Lately 1t has been :

used most often in chasing after

petty-bourgeols formations llke La |
Raza Unlda Party. It is palmed off :
as a Leninist "tactlic." If one pre-;
tends to be busy applylng Lenlnist :

tactics in petty-bourgeols forma-

tions like La Raza Unida, which in |
itself is not unprincipled, it then
becomes easler to brush off as "get- :

ting ahead of themselves" any who

insist on finding a way to the pro-
letarian vanguard of the super-ex- :

rloited and oppressed minorities.
The - SWP means by the term simply

"support,"” but with a role for thenm-

selves., The concept of "critlcal

support” 1s a cover foran lnablility
to skillfully advance an independent ;
proletarian policy. But what is an :

independent policy? That is the

real mystery to the comrades in the §
SWP. Let them ask, for example, whe- :

ther the Bolsheviks gave Kerensky
"critical support" even against

Kornilov, whose success would have |

been a victory for the counter

revolution. The Bolsheviks did

not. They merely declded that Korn-

1lov had to be fought first and
that they would not overthrow
Kerensky just then. So they con-
cluded an agreement with Kerensky

against Kornilov, But they consid- §

ered 1t unprincipled to support

Kerensky, never withheld their crit-
icisms, fought Kornilovundertheirg

own banner, and won support for

Bolshevism against Kerensky by the g
independent character of their fight
against Kornilov. That was an inde-

pendent policy.

There is another way the centrists

manage to keep themselves free of
the Bolshevik taint: they always
distinguish between "principled*

and "tactical" questlions, thoughit§
should be clear that strategy, not :

rprinciple” 1s counterposed to tac-
tics, It 1s a convenient method of
effectlively disposing of arguments
that are based on principle, that
ls, on Marxism--on the theoretical,
programmatic,and practical knowledge
acquired in the past by the revolu-
tionary proletariat. The SWP sim-
ply assures 1ts dupes that prin-
ciples have no decisive bearing,
the question at hand is purely
"tactlcal" and the best thing 1is
to rely on the leadership's "know-
how" in such matters. It 1s just
another disguise for unprincipled
political practice,

It will be useful to recall what
Trotsky had to say about strategy
and tactlcs in Lessons of October:

"By tactics, in politics, we under-
stand, using the analogy of milit-
ary science, the art of conduct-
ing isolated operations. By
strategy, we understand the art
of conquest, 1.e., the seizure
of power....In the epoch of the
Second International we confined
ourselves solely to the concep-
tionof soclal democratic tactics
«sssbarliamentary tactics, trade
union tactics, municipal tactics,
cooperative tactics, and so on.
But the questionof combining all
forces and resources--all sorts
of troops--toobtain victory over
the enemy was really never ralsed
.s¢as the practical task of the
struggle for power....It wasonly
the 1905 revolutlion that first
posed, after a long interval, the
fundamental or strategical ques-
tions of proletarian struggle....
The great epoch of revolutionary
strategy began in 1917....The
questlions of the trade unlon
movement, of parliamentary activi-
ty, and so on, do not disappear,
but they now become invested
with a new meaning as subordinate
methods of a comblned struggle
for power, Tactlcs are sub-
ordinated to strategy."

Can the SWP centrists finally
recognize themselves? Their orien-
tation is not to a period of capit-
alist crisis, but as if thls were
still the epochof the Second Inter-

®
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national, hence thelr Social Demo- : for the proletarian upheaval.®
cratic tactics. For them "the great !
epoch of revolutionary strategy" :
which began "in 1917," when tactles :
became "subordinate methods of a }
combined struggle for power," has
ended and will not resume in any
foreseeable future. Anyone who i
attempts to introduce the ideas and
policlies of Bolshevism and of the
"Transitional Program" into gather-:
ings of these comrades willl there-
fore be received as if he or she had !
Just dropped in from another planet.;
They reject Bolshevism--preclsely
because, in Trotsky's words:

T™he SWP will therefore prove neut-
re, deadweight or anobstacle in the
coming revolutlion, just as the Men-
shevliks were because they too could
not foresee a proletarian upheaval
ard a proletarian revolution, Like
the Mensheviks, the SWP will turn
out to be the unwitting servant of
‘themaster class and itslieutenants
in the labor movement, and risk be-
coming even their consclous agents.
The revolutlionists who still remain
in the SWP willl have to follow the
i example of those who adhered tothe

i Menshevlks, who, when the actual
nBolshevism is not a doctrine(i.e,,i shock of revolution finally clar-
not merely a doctrine) but a i 1fled them, left theopportunists and
system of revolutionary trailning | Jjolned the Bolsheviks,

THE SPARTACIST LEAGUE: "Revolutionary" Trade Union Posturlng - Part 1V

As we stated in our May issue,the implementation of Turnert's "Memoran-
dum on the Negro Strugzle" was a.particularly illuminating demonstration
of the petty-bourgeols student-radical focus of the Spartaclist League (SL)
and a "related myopla toward the workers'" which it continues to demonstrate

by its opposition to the Committee for Rank and File Caucuses (CRFC).

The losgic of 1ts orientation to

the radical milieu,openly declared i

in the 1968 faction fight, forced
the majority to take up a struggle
against the position long held by
revolutionary Marxists that the

speclal oppression of the Black and
Spanish-speaking peoples takes the

form in the work-place of super-
_ exploitation.,

In opposition to everything which %

the creative Marxists had written
to call attention to a phenomenon
by which the ruling class improves
its rate of profit by paying less
than the "living wage," less than

the "average means of subsistence,":
to the "parlahs," to the workers of :
i son flnally declared that he too had
i come to believe with Seymour that

i Black and other minorities were not

especially oppressed minorities and
to their women workers in particular
as well as to women in general, the

Robertson-Seymour majority contended i

that the super-exploitation of Black

and Spanish-speaking workers was only§ _
i Klonsky and Brother Stalin" was re-
i 1ssued by its national office,pre-~

ploitation and All Thatw (1§_gartacist
: approbation, which recognized the

a figment of Turner's lmagination,
Thus, in his document "Super-ex-

League Split),in denying that Black

workers are "super-exploited in the | : |
i explolited minorities!" We appropri-

technical sense," Joseph Seymour,

as spokesman for the SL majority
also felt constrained to attack the
"Turner hypothesis" as follows:

",..if black and white workers do
in fact,have the same rate of ex-
ploitation,actlons which increased
the relatlive wages of poorly pald
black workers would result in the
rate of exploitation of highly
pald white workers being greater
than that of blacks "

Irony itself 1s disarmed by this
sample of the scholastic school of
SL "Marxist" political economy!

At the last NY local meeting which
the opposition was to attend,Robert-

super-exploited.

Lo and behold! Eight months later.
a local SL leaflet entitled "Mike
faced by an official statement of

existence of "Black and other super-
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ately zreeted the SL leaflet in our .

July, 1969, issue as a "grotesque

exhibiticn of unalloyed opportunism. "

The reason for the SL's flip-flop,
as we then also polnted out was that:

nUnfortunately for the SL,
after our ouster,

tion of the WL (Workers League),

becan to trumpet its dlscoveryof |
super-exploitation to the heavens,":

The SL has since avolded the use :
"super-ex-:
ploitation," in 1ts printed materlal.:
However, 1t 1s our understanding that |
Robertson has recently informed con-:
tacts who may have read either the :
SL's "abridged" edition of the fac-:
tional exchanges and/orour own pam-:

of the embarrassing term,

phlet Spartacist League Split, that

the SL organization simply "does not :
agree" with Seymouron the issue of
super-exploitation! The SL leaders |
thus clearly demonstrate that they
share the same contempt for honest

political accounting with which
they have loudly,
charged the WL,

The petty-bourgeois quality of the |
SL has been amply demonstrated by 1ts |
+rade unlon theory and practlce over :
the years, of which 1ts oppositlion |
: means postponing the strugzle for

to CRFC is only a component part.
In December, 1971,

sudgment that "the merger of the AFL
and CIO in 1955 was a reactionary

development..." Followingas it did :
the "Cold War" and the ousterof the !
the mer-:
ger was, no doubt, motivated in large !
part by narrow and essentially reac-:
tionary bureaucratlc interests. But :
i glven consideration.
i The objective requirements of the

i working class are "small potatoes"
i compared to the narrow organization-
i al outlook of a student-oriented

Stalinist-led bureaucracy,

Marxlists, "sclentific soclallsts,"
do not assess a merger of trade

unions as reactionary or progressive
on the baslis of bureaucratic moti-
vation alone, but take into prime

consideration more fundamental class !

criteria based on objective factors.:
i the "party".

The SL theoreticians forget that

in orderto secure thelr union base !
i criginated,

of power, the "labor lieutenants"

of the bourgeoisie must also respend

to the pressure of the membershlp
for the maintenance and, in "goodn"
times especially, for improvement

shortly é
every organiza-:
tion on the left, with the excep-:

Justly and often §

"Workers Van-
guard" carried the SL's considered :

of their living standards. The
"lieutenants" must, in other words,
not only reslst the nexcessiven

" demands of the workers, but also of
: the bourgeolsie!

‘Negotlatlions for the AFL-CIO mer-
ger began in 1954, the year of the
post-Korean War recession, and under
conditions of an anti-labor offen-
sive by the ruling class. In 1954,
17 states had already passed "right
to work" laws outlawing the closed
union shop with other states ready
to follow suit. In these clrcum-
stances, the labor unity achieved

ust be seen, objectively, as a
progressive development 1n spite
of the reactionary misleadership.

T The leaders of the SL are unable
to comprehend that which 1s now
becoming clear to any serlous trade
unionist: the necessity of uniting
the working class 1in 1ts existing
organizations 1n the process and
as an integral part of the process
oi struzzle against the bosses,
thelr state and their "labor lieu-
tenants." It would seem that the
metaphysiclans who head the SL
actually oppose such a unity unless
and until the bureaucrats offex
guarantees of greater union democ-
racy or are no longer able to dic-
tate the terms of unity. But this

unity to the eve of the socialist

revolutiont
On a very similar basis, the SL

also opposed the formation of CRFC.
As agalnst our conception that the
working class vanguard party is
built in the processof struzgle for
rank-and-file caucuses, the SL in-
sists that "first" the party is
bullt; only "then" can caucuses be
Of courset!

personality cult, which is, evi-
édently, what the SL understands by

@

Its trade union metaphysics
significantly, in the
Soclal Services Employees Union

(SSEU), at that time independent,

" The welfare caseworkers who belong
. to it are recruited from non-
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specializing college graduates. 5
Unt1il quite recently, the SL found :
work in the SSEU quite congenlal :
as, in effect,
college campus, In 1968-69, it i
unsuccessfully opposed the affilia-i
tion of the, at that time,
imately 9,000 caseworkers to the |
130,000 membered Council 37, Amer- !
ican Federation of State, County

and Municipal Employees (AFSCME),
AFL-CIO, with a high proportion of !
Black and Spanlsh-spealiing workers.:
According to the SL, affiliation i
would have undermined-the more radi-:

.cal character of the isolated SSEU, |

then in contract negotlatloris wlth
NYC., The nature of the welfare
casework occupation has made it Dar-g
ticularly vulnerable to the threat
by the Lindsay Administration, now :
being carried out, to eliminate :
thousands of these jobs, and to re-;

. place the professlonal caseworkers

by lower-paid clerical workers. The i
sell-out contract subsequently nego-!

tiated by the ineffectual snd narrow .

bureaucratic Morgenstern leadershlp !
1s seen by the SL trade union theore-!
ticians, not as the fruit of the
SSEU's isolatlion, weakness and vul-:
nerability to attack, especially in :

~a period of economic downturn, but !

rather of 1ts affiliation as Local
SSEU-371. to bureaucrat Gotbaum's
Council 37 and, thereby, also to

the welfare clerks Local 154 with |

a high proportion of Black and

Spanish-speaking workers.

Appropriately enough for anorgani-
zatlon which had resisted a turn to !
the most exploited layers of the

working class, the SL had virtually
ignored the thousands of poorlv-paid :

clerical. workers employed alongside
the higher paid welfare caseworkers :
in NYC's welfare centers.

the radicalized post-campus case-
workers--concentration among the
clerical minority workers would

have been a waste of the SL's time.§
i and cannot be in opposition to it in

These are, after all, the workers
who Robertson had discovered are

without a "Weltanschauung," a world-:
cannot be i
won'u>"revolutionary" politles, at :
Also ap- i

view, and who, therefare,

least of the SL's brand.
propriately and a measure of the

an extension of the f

approx- !

serlousness with which it performs
trade union work, when the SL found
that 1t had more important "fish to
fry" on campus, 1t unilaterally and
without a word of warning declared
the Militant Caucus which it had
established jointly with its Social-
1st Forum allies in the SSEU to bhe
disbanded!

The SL inslsts that the CRFC united
front organized ona two-point class
programn: the fight agalnst state
control of the unions and for an
independent workers party based on
the rank and file, is opportunistic.
CRFC, it seems, does not require

-workers' organizations-and worker

militants to subscribe to the whole
"Transltional Program" as the basis
for Joinling 1t and 1s not, moreover,
under the "leadership" (read control)
of the "vanguard party" (read SL).

It 1s, of course, necessary for a
revolutionaryv Marxist organization

“€.8., readlnesgss for struggle,

It would !
seem that--unlike the situationwith ;

‘to flght for its entire program. The

necessity lies in the fact that the
program is not an article of falth

which its members are called upon

to "witness", but represents the
1mmediateand historic interests of
the workinz class in the present
objective conditions, The working
class vanguard party can play a

decislive role in the historleal
process, but only if it has carefully

analyzed and correctly related to
objective factors. As Trotsky has
often pointed out, the psychology
of the working class, its level of
consciousness -and subjective moods,
in-
decision, apathy, is an objective
factor for the party as the sub-

Jective factor in history.

It is above all necessary for
serious revolutionists to recognize
that no working class vanguard party

‘worthy of the name presently exists

and that 1t must and can only be

f.constructed'in and as part of the
i - struggles of the working class.

Tzctics are subordinate to strate§z

any respect. As Trotsky points out
in The Thlrd International After
Lenin,

" By the conception of tactics 1is
understood the system of measures
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that gservesa single current task
or a single branch of the class
struggle. Revolutionary strategy
on the contrary embraces a combined
system of actions which by their
association, consistency and growth
must :lead the proletariat to the
conquest of power,"

CRFC 1s a tactic which enables
working class organizations and
militants to unite their forces in
the trade unions and win new forces
outside them by transcending craft

.- and industrial’ boundaries, by unit-

ing the organized and unorganized, the | of wars and revolutions and Trotsky's:

i wpransitional Program'" reassert

; their vital importance for the stra-
! tegy and tactics of the revolutlon-
i ary Marxlsts agalnst the impresslon-
i 18ts of all schools, including so-
i called "Trotskylsts.m

employed and unemployed, the working
class and other oppressed masgses

under the leadership of the working
class for the task of beatins baclk

- the current ruling class anti-labor

offensive,

At the same time, all -component
organlzatlions of CRFC have full
freedom to raise their entire pro-
gram--provided only that 1t does
not conflict with the basic CRFC
program-.-and to convince the rank-
and-file that their program should
become the program of the individual
caucuses and of CRFC as a whole.
VANGUARD NEWSLETTER intends to fight
for 1ts full transitional program
within a broad-based rank-and-file
movement and, in thls process, bulld
the revolutionary Marxist, Leninist
and ‘Trotskylst vanguard party.

Sectarian ultimatums to workers
to first accept the full program of

- the socialist organization before

they can unite thelr ranks in strug-
gle for immediate and fundamental
class needs cannot bulld the party,
can only 1solate the revolutlonists
from the working class and 1impede
the zrowth of the party. The SL's
tactical orientation stamps 1t as
an organlzation which is not in the
least serious about acquiring roots
in the working class and 1s primarily
concerned with a working class pos-
ture with which to lmpress students.
VANGUARD NEWSLETTER helped found
CRFC as a tactic which is inteeral
to 1ts strategy for the "conquest of
power." Thls strategy, in turn, 1s
not derived from a myoplic concentra-
tion on our own national "turf," but
rather from an understanding that a

. world crisis of capitallism is now
i maturing,
" talist economy is enmeshed In in-

i creasingly sharp and insoluble con-
: tradictlions which-~whatever temporary
; stabilizatlons and even improvements

: may yet take place--can only lead

i to 1ts catastrophlc decline and,

i with 1t, to an exacerbation of 1ntra-
i imperialist rivalriles and, also, of
. .the fundamental contradiction between

American and world capil-

he capitallst and non-capltallst
ectors of world economy., Lenin's

; trategic characterization of the
fim erialist epoch, which began with
i The turn of the century, asan epoch

It 1s on the basis of this pers-

i pective that we see the network of
i rank-and-file caucuses, which CRFC
: was designed to promote, as becoming,
i at a revolutionary moment and under
i the leadership of the working class

i Leninlist and Trotskylst vanguard

i party which hasbeen constructed 1n
i the process, the factory committees—
i "dual power" 1ln the work place--
i and workers!
i hind them the councils of all the
i oppressed-~"dual power" in the

i eountry--~-which can then proceed to
i the "conquest of power,"

councils, leadlng be-

Nelther the SL nor any other

i so-called "Protskylst" organlza-

i tion. has ‘been able to present any-
gthing resembling s ccherent and

i integral revolutlinnary strategy

i and’ tgotlcs to our knowledge.

i Silnce rejecting a turn to the

! working class in 1968, the SL has
i only been concerned to dazzle the
i student-radical milleu with blis

i and, pleces of "orthodox" Marxism,
éTheAbankruptcy of 1ts trade union
i 1ine becomes more apparent even

i to 1ts own members,
i thls reason that the SL leadership
: finds 1t 1ncreasingly necessary

i to try to cover its theoretical

i and politlcal nakedness by a

i greater resort to slander and

: personal venom against CRFC and

: VANGUARD NEWSLETTER.

It is for

: g



