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B U L LET I N 

weekly organ of the workers league 
Sixth Floor, 135 West 14 Street, Hew York, Ne\tl York 10011 

April 27, 1971 
Dear Comrade Treiger, 

vIe have received your letter together with your statement on 
Trotskyism and Stalinism and your leaflet on April 24th. The state­
ment is a good summary of some of the diff.erences bet\,leen Trotskyism 
and Stalinism historically. 

Ho\tlever there is no discussion of the Fourth International. 
Your cover letter states: "Our group (Communist Working Collective) 
has definitely consolidated around Trotskyism and, following the 
24th, we intend to begin an investigation into the 4th International 
in a more developed way." 

We are completely opposed to the methodological and theoretical 
pOSition which such a stand reflects. It is not possible to separ­
ate out "Stalinism" and "Trotskyism" from the actual development of 
the Third International and the Fourth International. To do so is 
to go over to the idealist outlook of Deutscher who abstracts Trot­
sky the "hero" and his "ideas" out of and opposed to Trotsky's ac­
tual struggle to construct the Fourth International.-

In this respect I urge that you and your group look over Trot­
sky's "writings" recently republished by the SWP. 

Next both the statement on "Trotskyism" and the leaflet reflect 
a removal from the strategiC expression of Trotskyism, that is Marx­
ism, in this period of international crisis. If, as you state in 
your learret, the ruling class is preparIng for civil war, then \1e, 
too, must prepare through a battle to construct the Fourth Interna­
tional in the United States around a strategiC approach. This is 
why it is completely wrong of you to call for a demonstration on 
April 24th Which does not mention either the labor party or the 
fight for the general strike. 

Finally we understand that in addition to nolding joint discus­
sions and jOint actions with the Horl<ers League you are holding at 
least discussions with Spartacist. This organization is completely 
hostile to the Fourth International and bears no relationsnip what­
soever to Trotskyism. 

You cannot have joint discussions or joint actions with us 
while you at the same time maintain relations of any sort with 
Spartaclst. \'le are sure that a study of the historical development 
of Trotskyism will make this quite clear to you. 

Finally we w1sh to make clear in any event we are not interes­
ted in any kind of "regroupment" or JOint actions on the basis of 
some minimal agreement on so-called "class tt issues. You say the 
Maoist October League and the Maoist Long March declined having 

" joint action with you and we assume also us on April 24th. 
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In any e'lent we will not have joint actions with Naoists. Mao­
ism today means bodies of revolutionaries lining the streets of Dac­
ca and floating dO\,ln the j;'i vers of Ceylon. \'Je do not unders talld hOll 
you can say you have "consolidated around 'llrotskyism" \'1hile at the 
same time you seek joint actions \\'"ith tlle supporters of the butchers 
of the 3engalis and even with the Liberation Union vlhich you charac­
terize as "semi-rl'rotskyist" and then say it L1as uno fundamental dis­
agreements with the SWP." Could it be in ~'our confusion you hold 
that the Sv/P is "semi-'Trotskyist"? 

We urge you to take up a serious study of Trotskyism and the 
development of the Fourth International and malce a break with such 
riff-raff as the above mentioned groups. Then we will be more than 
happy to hold discussions with you and organize common actions based 
on the firm principled party grounds of Trotslcyism as the continua­
tor of the Leninist Bolshevik heritage. 

Jl1ake up your mind. You cannot have it both ways. 

Yours fraternally, 

Tim Hohlforth 
for the Political Committee 
Workers League 




