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- Which direction for working people

The April 25th  demonstration in Washington D.C. tions, that is imperialism itself. Thus the miners
ic the largest gass action againsi US intervention sirike in Greal Britain, and the recent mobilization
since Reagan’s election in 1980 More  than of French students, the continuation of this mobiliza
125,000 demonstrated in  Washington D.C. and tion in Spain, and the Aprii 25th march represent
75,000 in San Fransisco. a second wave of the revolutionary process opened
up in the laie seventies.

Despite the letter of Lane Kirkland, president of
the AFL-CIO, prohibiting state and local affiliates Precisely because the American capitalist class
from participating in the march, large union contin through the Reagan adminstration has attempted
gents were evideni in the marches Even more to re-establish its hegemony over all the forces of
important tban the numbers of marchers, however, -worid imperizism, and because this counterrevelution-
was the involvement of youth who swelled the ary attempt s now in a state of crisis, the ac
ranks of marchers to a degree not seen since the tions of American workers and youth are going to
sixties. be magnified in the eyes of the world
At the same time that April 25th marks the cul The April 25tb demonstration then shows twe
mination of a period of protest which has things very clearly. First the international opening
develnped  against  Reagan’s  pelicies,  particularly provided by the crisis of the KReagan edminstra
against the “dirty wa"™ on the people of tion, and secondly, the inadequacy of the Ieader
Nicaraguz and Central America, i is alsoc a new ship of Aprii 25 its inability to carry through
beginning. It is a beginning in the sense thal, with & policy capable of delivering & -solid blow
while it was not planned as an action explicitly to the ruling class, and one capable of strengthen
connecied to the «crisis of the Reagan adminstra ing the wunity of the oppressed agains! their oppres
tion, nevertheless it can only deepen thal crisis. sors, the unity of workers against bosses, the
And secondly, it is 2 beginning in that i shows unity of a new generation of wyoung fighters
an awakening ©of & mnew generation of the working againsi imperialism and its “dirty war”.
class and the wyoulh. ¥
American workers and  youth need to  understand
that this political crisis in the Reagan administra
tion ‘is international in ¢ context and its scope.
It reflects the resistance ©of American workers and
vouth to Keagan's policies, a resistance thal s it
sel! connected o the struggles of working people
the world over, particularly in the countries op
pressed by  imperialism. This opening of the
revolutionary process, that i the wupsurge of the
working class internationally, begun with the revolu-
tion in Iran =znd Nicaragua, culminating in the
mobilization of Polish workers against Stalinist rule
s directly linked to renewed combativity of
workers and youth in the advanced capitabst na
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The question of the moment then becomes, what
is the responsibility of the most class conscious ele-
ments of the working class? Where is the rpad
forward from April 25th?

impsach Reagan

We need to deepen the crisis of the government
and deliver 2 blow fo its counterrevolutionary
plots. This means above all not allowing oursel-
ves to become passive spectators to the crisis, to
the contrary, we must seek to organize workers
and youth to take an active role in the <crisis.
This is the basis upon which we have raised
demand for impeachmeni -- that is, for mass ac
tions like Aprili 25th to demand openly that the
House of Representatives bring articles of impeach-
ment against Reagan. This demand, even though
it represents essentially a democratic demand, is in
today’s situation a bridge for the most class oon-
scious fighters to 1each and embolden the masses
and their opposition to Reagan’s policies.

Outside of such an active process opening up the
crisis to the intervention of the masses, what we
are saying in essence is that there is 7really noth-
ing to be wupset about in the 7revelations that
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have already come forward in this crisis.  This is
after all just business as usual for capitalism, right?

Wrong  Such an -attitude is nonsense, worse it is
dangerous’  Precisely because the -Tuling class has
not been able to close ranks as yet around a per
manent splution o -the Reagan government’s crisis,
important elements of the ruling classes game plan
have been ocompromised. ~One of the more direct-
ly important facts that has come forward is the
renewed and deepened activity of spying by the
FBI on political oppositions in the US. These
domesiic spying activities, and only the tip of the
iceberg has been exposed, are part and parcel of
2 “secret government” that has been developed by
the Reagan -administration to effectively deal with
the revolutionary process opened up in 1979 wilh
the fall of the Shah in Iran and the fall of
Somoza in Nicaragua US imperialism has been
rebuilding itself under Reagan, an open investiga
tion with the goal of destroying this operation, 2
framework that is given by “the demand for im-
peachment, would be an importan! victory by itself.
¥

Adding to this the evident bi-partisan determination
to continue dts “dirty war™ in Nicaragua and
Central America, and it is clear that 2 passive- at-
titude toward the crisis of the Reagan adminstra
tion is -utterly drresponsible. =~ The demand for im-
peachment is direclly connected to the movement
that brought forth April 25th, and more important-
ly, directly connected o its continuation.

Class Unity

Secondly, we mneed to forge a wnited front against
all the attacks of the .ruling classs  This is essen
tialy a omatier of building the wunity of one class
against afiother. Here we are not talking aboui 2
false unity that buries the differences between dif-
ferent fendencies in the working class movement
but 7rather 2 .unity i action of all of the sectors
of 1ihe working class against US imperialism and
its two parties, the Democrats and Republicans.
This wunity can only come from, and be inspired
by, the mosi advanced and <class conscious ele
ments of the working dass the organizations of
the working class vanguard.

The mass action against US intervention that April
25th was, the mobilization of Blacks against racist
attacks, the strikes ©of waorkers against the bosses,
all constitute different battalions of the working
class engaged in battle .against the capitalisti class.
Precisely because ‘these stiruggles are dispersed, and
separate primarily because their Jeaderships have
& parasitical, «class collaborationist policy rather than
2 healthy character -- the overall effect of ‘these
battles are blunted. The wunited front in -action,
uniting these sectors of ‘the working class in a
common struggle 40 bring down the government
they hate and despise, offers the best conditions
for 2ighting the ‘bureaucratim and -class collabora
tion of their deaders.  dn sother -words, the anited
#ront paves the “way dor ‘the ‘program -and the
reality of socialist revoiution.
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Labor Party

In the past period, eour tendency has raised the
united front in different contexts. In the period
directly preceding the April actions of 1985, we
put forward the slogan of & Workers Front to
Defend Nicaragua This demand was directly con
nected to the anti-intervention movement and repre
sented an attempt to forge a working class front
against the policies of concilliators to the
Democratic Party in this movement.

Today, however, with the summits of the bour
geois state in complete crisis, the demand for a
Labor Party is key to all the struggles of the

working  class. And this is our final paint,
which represents as well a central lesson that can
be drawn from the Watergate crisis under Richard
Nixon.

The movement of the working «class and the
youth must have a political expression outside of
the bourgeois parties if it is to go forward. The
present crisis, in  which the ruling  class is
desperately seeking to find a2 way tc channel the
anger of the working «class intc the Democratic
Party (and a greatly weakened and decrepit
Democratic Party we might add) only sharpens
the political alternatives. To fail to meet this shar-
pening of the political struggle with an equally
sharp tactic the demand for a Labor Party

must 7result in adaptation to the other alternative.

Once again, the program for socialist revolution can-
not live outside of the constant initiative of
revolutionaries to develop a bridge to and embol
den the actions of the masses.  Therefore, our or-
ganization has taken initiatives already to forge a
front of other working class political organizations
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who are for a Labor Party, in order
to make this demand a reality in the minds of

workers and youth -~ and a reality in  history.
That is, we have begun to build an Alliance for
a Labor Party (see issue # of Truth) and

have carried out several actions in its name.
This demand can and must be deepened in the
1988 elections by & common campaign of working
class organizations to put forward a presidential can-

didate an alternative to the capifalist parties in
action.
These then are the conclusions we have drawn

from the great mass action of April 25th: -- for
the Impeachment of Reagan and the downfall of
the Secret Government;

-- fsr the Unity of Waerkers amnd Ysuth
against the Capitalists;

-- fer am Alliance ts Build a Laber
Party.

We call on all other organizations of the working
class to take wup this fight as the basis upon
which the program and perspective of socialist
revolution can come alive in the international open-
ing that the crisis of the Reagan administration rep-
Tesents.
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The Secret Government

Under the protection of the Reagan administration
and in direct laison with i, a “secret govern:
ment"  conducts the dirty war against the
Nicaraguan people. Lt Col OQliver Nortb Yas
at best a “junior” to the ex-generals who ran the
secret operations in Nicaragua

Foundations and Corporations

A series of foundations and dummy corporations
were set up to screen the secret government from
the American public The foundations were util-
ized to gain the support of intellectuals, politicians
of both the Democrats and Republicans, capitalists,
and yes, even labor in the defense of the
buichers that Reagan calls the “freedom fighters".

Prsject Demecracy. Umbrella network set up
by the Reagan administration to engage in secret
operations in reality, establishing a secret and il
legal  government. In 1982, when  Project
Democracy was set up, the White issued a
memorandum: “we need +tfo examine how law

and executive order can be made more liberal to
permit covert actions on & broad scale”™ The
Project was bi-partisan and included  many
prominent supporters, Lane Kirkland, president of
the AFL-CIO, and Albert Shanker, president of
the American Federation of Teachers were two of
them.

Carl Charsel and the Natienal Endewment
fer tke Preservatiem of Liberty. Now in
the national headlines after pleading guilty to in-
come tax fraud, Channel and his foundations
provided financial contributions and a link between
the White House and the secret government.  Ind-
dently, they alsc provided Channel and ‘other right-
wing “patriots™ with get rich quick schemes.

The dummy csrperatiems. A number of busi
nesses were established for the purpose of conduct
ing the day to day operations that supplied the
confras. These corporations functioned as an arm
of the White House, which was prohibited by the
Boland amendment from giving aid to the contras

during this period. These corporations included
Southern Alr  Transport (formerly owned by the
ClA),  International  Business Communications (a

public relations firm with security clearance and a
secret contract with the State Department to help
the contras), and many others.

The "Board of Directors®

A core group of three ex-generals and one ex-

CIA agent functioned as the head of the secret
government:
Maj. Gem. Jokm Simglaub, retired. Acted

both in covert and overt capacities as the chair-
man of the “Boaid". Singlaub was a direct
liaison with the Reagan adminstration for the
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private contra funding effort. His history goes
back to secret operations in Vietnam and Laos.

In 1966-68 he was Chief of the Studies and
Operations Group (SOG) in  Vietnam  which
launched cover! operations in Laos. Singlaub was

forced to 7resign by Carter for political insubordina-

tion in 1978 over the withdiawal of US troops
from S. Korea

Maj. Gem. Richard Secerd, retired. Also
worked ai SOG wunder Singlaub. Secord flew to
Iran with Robert McFarlane and North in May of
’86. He heads up several arms sales companies.
Telephone calls from bhis Virginia firm, Stanford
Technology Trading Group, were traced to an EI
Salvador safe house occupied by Eugene Hasenfus

-and his pilot William Cooper.

Thesdere Skackley. CIA station chief in Laos
at the time of Singlaub’s and Secord’s operations
in Indochina He directed anti-Castro operations in
Miami in 1962-72, including the Bay of Pigs in-
vasion of Cuba

Themas Clines. A former CIA officer, refered
to by author Peter Maas (Manhunt) to have
promoted a deal with Somoza, the former dictator
of Nicaragua ousted by the revolution, to create a
search and destroy ~operation against the Sandinistas.
Now involved with the -supply -operation +to the
contras.

The underiings
Rebert Brewn. Publisher of Soldier of Fortune
magazine, formerly associated -with Singlaub at

SOG in Vietnam, he aided in the 7secruitment of
Vietnam wets as mercenaries in Central America

Luis Pesada Associate of Felix Rodriquez,
former CIA agent, in contra supply operations.
He was oarrested for attempting to blow up a
Cuban civilian airliner.

Jerge Ochsa Linked io drug operations of
Southern Afir Transport which were used to fund
contra operations. Personal flight logs of the oo-
pilot of the C-123 aircraft shot down over
Nicaragua show that at Jeast two landings were
made in October of 1985 at the Barranquilla air
port in Columbia, a standard cocaine exit point.

Frank Varelli Worker for the FBI in 1981-84
as an idnformer in CISPES and also fingered
Central American refugees for deportation. Under
oath he 4destified to a House Subcommittee that
the FBI had informed him the domestic spying
operation had been “ordered by the White House™

W alters. The well known mnews
worked as a go-between linking
Ghorbanifar and Adnan
peaddling deal
She delivered

Barbara
anchor-woman
Reagan with Manucher
Khachoggi, prinicpals in the arms
with Iran that funded the contras.

1
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The London Meeting: Still
No Explanation for
Exclusions

By Margaret Gutishall

As many readers already know, the Trotskyist Or
ganization has been very concerned with the
preparation of an international conference to take
up the problems of building the Fourth Internation-
al We see this as essential to resolving the
crisis of leadership internationally and especially in
the U.S Thus we fought for this to be the
central question taken up by the Trotskyist/Revoiu-
tionary Conference in San Francisco, we supported
the British Workers Revolutionary Party’s initiative
in this direction, and when the WRP actually is
sued a call for such a coonference we supported
it, pledged our participation, and wurged others to
do the same.

Our efforts have been part of those of the
Fourth International (rebuilt) as a whole In fact,
the Fourth International and the WRP have been
involved in both discussions and practical collabora-
tion concerning an internationa! conference since
the WRP split with Healy. This has included
numerous meetings in both London and Paris, a
tour in defense of the Polish workers in Britain,
2 tour in defense of British miners in Spain, as
well as other initiatives. After we received and
discussed the WRP’s call in February, a comrade
from the Troiskyist Organization went to London,
both as a spokesman for the International Execu:
tive Commitiee of the Fourth International and the
Trotskyisi Organization, to express our support for
this call and discuss the preparation of this con
ference. He met with representatives of the
WRP  leadership and discussed with them at
length at that time.

Thus, when we received a letter from the WRP
Political Committee (dated March 23, 1987 and
signed by S. Pirani) calling for a meeting to con-
stitute & committee to prepare the international con-

ference in Lendon on April 11 and 12, it was.

quite natural for both the
and the International Executive
Fourth International to participate.

Trotskyist Organization

However, when the Trotskyist Organization’s
delegaie, Margaret Gutishall contacted the WRP
headquarters in London to wmake arrangements for
participation (April 1), Dot Gibson, WRP Political
Committee member, read a letter to her with addi
tional conditions for participation {(dated April 1
and signed “Conference Secretary) At the time
we expressed concern. Comrade Guttshall said:
“What if we accept these conditions, come ‘all the
way to London, then find more conditions.™ Com-
rade Gibson said: “OCh no, don’t worry, this is
the last thing™

Committee of the
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But this is exactly what happened. When Com-
rade Guttshall contacted Comrade Gibson April 7
to tell her that the International Executive Commit-
tee had discussed the conditions and had decided
to accept them, that she was about to leave, Com-
rade Gibson 7raised more questions, said we still
might not be able to participate. When Comrade
Guttshall arrived at the WRP headquarters, April
8, Bob Archer, WRP Political Commitiee member,
and Leon Perez, representative of the International
Workers League (formerly led by the late Nahuel
Moreno), started making more demands, including
repudiating or withdrawing an article written by
one of our French comrades and a statement in
favor of an open conference signed by the
Trotskyist Organization and two American organiza-
tions.

And so it went, from Wednesday wmorning, April
8, until late Saturday night, Apri 11 At each
point that it seemed that we might reach agree-

ment on our participation, another  objection
emerged. Finally, late Saturday night, Dave
Temple, a2 member of the WRP Central Commit

tee, speaking for the Preparatory Committee, said:
“Your application+ for  observership has  been
rejected because we have decided there will be
no observers.”

We wrote a letter to the WRP leadership protest
ing our exclusion and asking for a written explana
tionn. To date, we have not heard a word. In-
stead an article appearted in Hwdes Fress No
70, dated April 18, 1987, that simply says:

". The first item on the agenda of the meeting
was the setting up of the Preparatory Committee
to organize the conference. Applications  from
several organizations were discussed and the composi-
tion of the committee was agreed by unanimous
vote.”

Here everything is turned wupside down. The
WRP n#s  various tendencies to participate in
the meeting, ourssies tbem  after they travel half
way around the world to get there, then declares
that their “applications .. were discussed,” and
rejected! The authors of the articie, Bob Archer
and Leon Perez, Interim Secretariat, Preparatory
Committee, neglect to mention that all organizations
represented at the omeeting, with one exception,
were affiliated 40 the WRP, the International
Workers League (LIT, formerly led by the Ilate
Nabuel Moreno), ©r the Group of Opposition and
Continuity of the Fourth International (GOCQI, led
by Michel Varga) and that there were repre
sentatives of as wany organizations Jleft standing in
the hall all day Saturday as there were participat-
fng in the ‘meeting These included the
Trotskyist Organization of the USA, the Fourth In-
ternational (rebuilt) the International Trotskyist Com-

mittee (with which the Revolutionary Workers
League of the USA is affiliated) the Workers
Socialist League of the USA, the Revolutionary
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Workers Group of lialy, and the Workers Revolu-
tionary League of Belgium (finally admitted Ilate
Saturday night)

In  Warders Fress; No. 71, dated April 25, 1987,
there’s another article on the preparation of the in-
ternational conference called “For an honest discus-
sion! by Mike Howgate.  This article defends the
exclusion of organizations that think the Fourth In-
ternational is dead, like Workers Power, or that
might not be for the construction of Trotskyist par-
ties in all countries, like the United Secretariat,
yet says not a word about the Trotskyist Organiza
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tion, the Fourth International (rebuilt) or
which hardly fit into these categories.

others,

We are still waiting for an -explanation. in the
meantime, we are publishing, in this issue of
7h#  the letters we 7weceived from the WRP,
our reply, as well as our lJetter protesting our ex-
clusion.

In the next issue of 7R there will be a tull
report on the political developments in the prepara:
tion of the international conference and how to
carry forward the struggle

La Verlte (Organ of the Revolutionary Workers League of France)

Rsvaton Fermansnt  (Organ of the Antllies Committee of the Fourth intemnational)

Nouyvelhe Elgpe by Gerard Laffont

Sements un Bfey (pour un Congres Trotekyste) by Danisl Assouline

Les Trolskysies Dans L2 Revollon Fo/are/se , by Alain Cavalier

Polish:
ok Aas

Spanish:
La Cuaria bntsrmacions/

La Aurora (Organ of the Revolutionary Workers Party of Spain)

oy (Organ of the Bolvian Commiitee of the Fourth international)

A Cario by Anlbal Ramos
Ensgyo Gemora/ by Anlbal Ramos

Los Trolsfyisias ey /e Revol/Bon Polecs by Alain Cavalier

For prices and further information, write to us at :

Truth
P.O. Box 32546

Detroit, Michigan #8232
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(Below  we

reprint the initial letter sent by the

WRP specifying conditions for the London meeting)

PO Box 735
London SWe 7QS
Tel: 01-274 7271

2;rd fMarch 1987

To:

Dear Comrades,

On 26th January, we sent you our Call for an International
Conference to Recrpganise the fourth International, Some replies
have indicated that there may be confusion in relstion to the
composition of the Preparatory Committee.

For your information we novw attach a copy of the original
Circuler, and set out below the resolution agreed by our Political
Lommittes: _ S

TIn accordance with the statsment of the Central Committes,
making the call for the international conference, we
resolve: °

(2) To convene a first mesting of the preparatory
committee of all those who declare agreement in
principle with the 10 points of the call;

{t) To re-affirm that sgreement in principle with
these 10 points is the basis of participation in
the committes,*

A meeting to constitute the Preparatory Committee will take
place on 1llth and 12th April 1987 in London.

The WRP wishes to make it clear that once the Preparatory
Committee is #stablished, the Committee will be responsible for all
arrangements, finance, production of the International Journal, and an
International Internal Bulletin to pursue the discussion for clarifi-
cetion of theoretical a&nd political guestions leading to and during the
international Confarence. The WRP will hand over ell correspondence
and statements to this Lommittee,

Yours fraternally,
S, Pirani
On behalf of the Political Committes

*
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(Below is another letter from the WRP making fur-

ther demands on particlpants in the London mest-
ing)

PO Box 7as

INTERN London SWo 7QS
TERNATIONAL COMMISSION Yol 01-274 7271

April 1, 1987

Dear Comrades,

The first meeting of the Preparatory Committee will take
place in central London on Saturday 11th april (starting at 2pm)
and Sunday 12th April,. ;

Further to our letter of 23rd March we would remind you of
the conditions for participation in the Preparatory Committee
agreed by our Political Committee:

"In accordance with the statement of the Central Committee,
fmaking the call for the International Conference, we resolve:

{a) To convene a first meeting of the Preparatory Committee
of all those who declare agreement in principle with the ten points
of the Call;

(b) To re-affirm that agreement in principle with these ten
points is the basis of participation in the committee.”

At its last meeting, our Central Committee passed the following
resolution:

®"The organisations participating in the Preparatory Committee
must be those who recognise themselves angd each other as part of
the continuity of the Fourth International and the struggle to build
Trotskyist organisations.

Agreement on the ten points in the Call is 2 minimum basis
for a discussion among Trotskyists. Our aim must be to set up an
international democratic centralist organisation on the foundation
of principled and programmatic agreement.” '

I1f your organisation agrees with these conditions, please inform
us in writing either by post, or in a letter brought to the
Preparatory Committee by your delegate.

Please notify us at the above telephone number the time angd
Placé of arrival of your delegate.fﬂe will make the necessary
‘|arrangements to transport the comrade to the meeting.

Yours fraternally,

Conference Becretary

T e e

SRRSO —
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(Below we reprint oui response 10 the WRP's
demands)

The Fpourth International! (rebuilt)
April S, 1987

To the WRP
To the Conference Secretary

Dear Comrades:

Our International Executive Committee discussed your letter of April |
during its session on April 4, 1987.

It considers that the conditions posed are. acceptable for participation
in the Preparations Committee and conseguently it accepts them.

A delegation of the International Executive Committee will come to the
first meeting on April 11 and 12 in London. For the rendez-vous, we will
telephone Wednesday, April 8.

Fraternally,

For the International Executive Committee,

Michael Faure

Page 9
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(The statemeni of our international delegation after

participation  in  the London meeting was
refused by the WRP)

its

DECLARATION

We protest against the various barriers that the Workers Rev-
Ooluticnary Party (WRP) has put up, during the last week, to our
participation in _the Preparations Committee. .

There have been only various and successive oral explanations for
these barriers., although written agreements were made. H

In addition, it is incorrect to place the comrade and delegate of
the Trotskyist Organization, who came to London from the USA on
the basis of these written agreements, before an accomplished
fact.

2 delegation of our International Executive Committee came to
london from Paris and found that the Preparations Committee was
closed from the beginning.

This is especially surprising becauss we have been in discussions
with the WRP for more than a year on this guestion {the interna-
tional conference), and our agreement has been based on common

actions on the international level in freat Britain and in Spain.

The WRP must give an explanation for this in writing.

The delegates of the _Internatiohal Executive fommittee
of the urth International (rebuilt)

4
Michael Faure H' ) =
Alain €avalier Wb—'
Edward Wars S Oa—o

and Margaret Guttshall, Wqu‘tl"tuﬂwl

delegate of the Trotskyist Organization of the USA,
fraternal section.

April 12, 1987
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Gorbachev's Promises and the Realities

[Rsorinted from  Ladurors , Februay 577, 18877

After hesitations and postponements, the Central
Committee of the Communist Party (CP) of the
USSR assembled its  plenum on  Gorbachev’s
reforms.  The results neither respond to the expec
tations of bourgeois commentators, nor to the il
lusions of sections of the soviet opposition which
began to believe in the siren songs intoned by
the Kremlin.

Reality can only contradict the illusions of the bour
geosie and the opposition.

The bourgeoisie, whose “democactic™ philanthropism
hardly conceals the eagerness with which they eye
the USSR’s markel, sees the present moment as
one of a struggle between the conservatism of the
apparatus (which aside from bureaucratic has been
“socialist*) and a new St George bureaucrai-siayer
partisan of liberties (for the bureaucracy and the
enterprises) With this summary analysis, which
forgets the ferocious struggle that exists between
the bureaucracy and the expression of forms of
working class organization, they conclude that this
plenum of the Soviet CC has shown strong resis
tences. The ministry of German imperialism,
Genscher, has to ask “Europe and the world
{capitalist it goes without saying) to believe in Gor
bachev.” But the question is not one of “conser
vative resistence.” The important thing about the
plenum is the wunanimity, that is to say, Gor
bachev’s line is less that of a faction struggling
against others, than it is the line of the - Stalinist
bureaucracy itself.- Certainly at
above all when the mass of workers go into strug-
gle, the “reforms™ will lead to factions and confron-
tations in the bureaucracy. but those who specu:
late about this aspect of the problem and place it
above the activity of the Soviet working class,
above its objective interests as a class, are forget-
ting the other half of the truth about this con
crete  “reform™: that its limits, its rhythms and
its methods are determined by the desire of the
cligue making a turn in the Kremlin to keep the
unity, power and privileges of the bureaucracy as
the ruling social caste in the country.  Plainly, it
is this that gives so much energy to the resis

tance of the apparatus to such measures: the
need to remain united.
To motivate Gorbahev’s plenum, professor Popov

has published an aclicle in Pravda presenting the
other side of the resistance, one less interesting to
the bourgeoisic and the opposition with its illusions
in the new face of Stalinism. In Pravda, Popov
less passively accuses the workers themselves of
resistance to the plans of the bureaucracy. Accord-
ing to this, the 7resistance comes from “‘worse
workers,” since the new politics will reduce their
salarty and their social standing * for the benefit
of the better workers” The reader knows such

any moment, and '

‘[llusions have been thwarted again.

language: the capitalists aiso say that the “better
workers® are interested in the system of free
enterprise and competition, and that capitalism only
hurts the wvagrants, the stupid, ignorant, the
debilitated, etc Popov goes much farther and
declares the desire to protect themselves from any
“social tensions,” is illusory, but repeats that the
resistance “could easily be swept away by a move
ment of the masses” But which ones? It
couldn’t be clearer according to Popov, by “the
better™ against the “worse workers,” that is to
say, by the “ambitious technicians, the “aggressive"
executives, the aristocracy of labor, the accommodat-
ing cooperatives and the most “enterprising” farms;
the entirety of the Soviet middle class, who are
touched by the crises of the accumlation of capi-
tal and the alliance with foreign capital, who are
in conflit with the industrial and agricultural
proletariat in the struggle against social inequality.

Popov is the mouthpiece of his boss, but in Prav-
da he can bark longer and louder than Gorbachev
himself. His articles prove that the reforms are
the politics of tbhe Kremlin {and not of "a fac
tion™) but that the Kremlin itself wants to sup-
port certain  factions and social forces openly
oriented to the restoration of capitalism and Z=ff
to t}{e rights of the working class.

On the political terrain, Gorbachev announced
various lists in the slections of the party, and the
cooptation of independents into the administration.
In Vienna the ministry of Justice of the USSR an-
nounced the reform of the penal code.  But that--
an important symptom and an opening to wse--still
doesn’t touch on the problem of liberties. When
the minister was questioned about the political
prisoners, he denied their existence and only ad-
mitted to “200 criminals against the state.” This
same discussion by Gorbachev at the plenum was
a gross amalgam of legitimate national rights of
the soviet republics, and the abuses of Breznev’s
local swindler cronies! .

According to
the reforms, political rights continue to be “crimes
against the State, and national rights are qualified
as “lpcalism, gathering storm clouds, arrogance.. Or
involving corruption”  The workers should not con-
fuse for an instant the Kremlin’s “liberalization™ of
its police tyranny with the aspirations of the
workers and farmers for full freedom of action
This will make soviel democracy flower anew on
the ruins of the bureaucratic apparatus.




THE INTERNATIONAL COMMITTEE

IN THE UNITED STATES

By Kevin FitzPatrick

This is the second in a series of articles on basic
problems of rebuilding the US section of the
Fourth International =~ The first article, “The Origin
and Foundation of the Trotskyist Organization,” ap-
peared in 7&# 8215, December 1986

Continuliy and the IC

This article 1is concerned with drawing a balance
of the political struggle conducted by the Interna-
tional Committee (IC) in the United States. By
this we do not mean the existence of the
Workers League (WL) alone, bui the whole strug
gle to maintain the IC’s continuity -- the or
ganized continuity of the Fourth International -- in
the United States after the break of the Socialist
Workers Party (SWP) from it in 1963

“By continuity we mean,” states the Central Resolu-
tion of the Tenth Congress of the Fourth Inierna
tional, “the entirety of militant reactions against
the attempts to liguidate the Fourth Iniernational,
the successive battles of differentiation, of selection
of cadres and leaders, through which the revelution-
ary program has been maintained and on which
the coonquest of 2a world center, based on the
founding principles of the Fourth International, was
supported.” (/7Ze Fourth imiernationd/ %126, October
1986)

The question of continuity is connected with the
prolonged degeneration of the SWP. The found-
ing of the SWP in 1938 represented a o
reroypmen/ of  the revolutionary vanguard elements
of the American working class from the old
Communist Party (CP), from the militants of the
American Workers Party and the Socialist Party
radicalized by the Depression -- on the basis sf
the fight for the Fourth International Every step
toward thic goal, every struggle of political paosi
tions and groups, had been intimately connecied
with all the questions posed on the international
arena, thus making the SWP mnot just a national
party, but a conquest of the Fourth International
as a whaole.

In turn, it was the SWP, with its “Open Letter
to Trotskyists Throughout the World,” that had in-
spired the formation of the IC as the organized ex
pression of the fight against Pablo’s attempts to
destroy the Fourth International
Today, almost a quarter of a century after the
SWP turned its back on this fight, the Barnes
leadership openly repudiates the permanent revolu-
tion and everything that flows from it

It is the great historic merit of the IC’s struggle
in the US that it analyzed and fought against
this development, fought to maintain the conquest

that the SWP represented. Thus, it stated in
January 1963, in the internal bulletin of the
SWP, the stakes of its fight with the SWP leader-
ship: *“Their theoretical position is a revisionist one,
and if adhered to will lead to the destruction of
the SWp a5 a Trotskyist party" {"Trotskyism
Betrayed,” excerpts teprinted in Oppwruniom and
Bmparsm: LDocumenls fram e Swaabsi Labour
Lagre ; p37)

This prognosis  has been confirmed by the -actual
course of events,

In the situation today, the wvanguard elements of
the American working class, which are con-
centrated in the worganizations cailing themselves
Trotskyist, must fully assume and fully re-establish
the continuity.

Understanding this fight by ‘the IC, its strengths
and weaknesses, as well as its eventual insufficien-

cy, are critical for members of the vanguard
today. If we wish to go forward, we must
Jearn from those who have preceded uws.

The whole -existence of our tendency, wof the
Trotskyist Organization, 7tepresents <the struggle by
the forces ‘who Jmaintained the continuity of the

IC (and thus of the Fourth International) to =7 -
A this continuity in the United States. Our
analysis of what the SWP meant -- and of thke
new defmiive regroupmen/  that must take place
on the basis of all the previous gains -- has
provided wus with a wery rich formula _whuldne
e US sectin af the fourth internationd/ .

On the solid foundation of the Fourth International
and its program, we have to pull together every-
thing sound out of the splintered and scattered ele-
ments produced by the fall of the SWP. Just
2s Trotsky, Cannon and others - had fo build the
US section of the Fourth International through

fierce  political  struggle, so today we have fo
sty it in the same kind of fight, taking up
all the experiences undergone since then. Given
the concreie <circumstances, the organizational con-
clusion of this 7zebuilding will be the Tkl
Gy, the clearcut differentiation of the

Trotskyist forces.
The IC’s Fight

Without the tight by the IC, we would have no
basis today for posing the tasks of the rebuilding.
Let us -emphasize that this fight, which con-
centrated on saving the SWP for the International,
rather than succumbing to the temptation 1o write
it off, was tactically correct and ‘thoroughly prin-

cipled.
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The IC was able, despite an erronesus position on
the class nature of the Cuban state, was able to
draw out the real significance of the SWP’s posi-
tion on Cuba abandoning the task of leading the
revolution {o alien class forces. In turn, this im-
plied abandoning the task of building independent
revolutionary  parties and, therefore, struck at the
very reason for being of the Fourth International

It also strove to find the theoretical roots of this

policy. With all its defects and excesses, the at-
tempt to carry out Trotsky’s plea for study of
the dialectic, this attempt to defend and develop

the theory of Marxism, is in fact largely respon-
sible for the continuation of this discussion today,
for its not being included with the things the
Pabloites sought to throw away.

With its fight, the IC won some of the younger
elements whe were revitalizing the SWP (Tim
Wohlforth, James Robertson), as well as older
militants like the people around Art Fox and
some Minneapolis comrades.

In this context of fighting to save the SWP, we
can discern the significance of the split in the
original pro-lC tendency. Aside from any other
questions, = Wohlforth and  Robertson  represented,
respectively. a desire to continue the IC’s course
versus a desire to abandon this difficult battle
and seek an “independent" existence after making
a fight tbat would, so to speak, “make the record.”

Over the wyears, one of the most important ele-
ments of the attack on the IC's role has been
the nasty little pamphlel, Aeay ZRemnstructs’ lhe
Fourth lnfernatina/ , edited and with an  introduc
tion by the late Joseph Hansen - with the col-
laboration of the Spartacist League (SL), the split
led by Robertson, which saw to it that Hansen
got the documenis and later widely distributed the
resulting product. The name of Harry Turner,
who was at that time one of the key Ieaders of
the SL,is highly prominent in this pamphlet. (Com-
rade Turner is now head of the International
Socialist League, a2 US organization linked to the In-

ternational Workers League of the late Nahuel
Moreno.)
Having later been expelled from the SL, Turner

was able to relate the actual  history of the
events. Writing in the publication of the group
he then  headed, Turner helped to  unmask
Robertson: *“The internal perspectives document by
Robertson and Ireland, ’The Centrism of the SWP
and the Tasks of the Minority,” which precipitated
the break with the IC, has not a word to say
about the relationship and responsibility of the ten-
dency to an memsawsly  organized struggle. Its
focus is narrow and myopic its tactics are
limited to the immediate tasks of the tendency
within a m#wme’ framework. Not an inkling ex-
ists that the tendency in the US, comprising a
tew dozen members at best, was directly con-
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necied to w@x, to the SLL in England and to
then-named Organisation Communiste Internationaliste
(OCl), which 1epresented thousands of Trotskyists
in their own sections, and who in addition, had
the responsibility for organizing a struggle in the
other national sections of the world movement”

The most that Turner oould raise questions about
on this point, as well as on the matter of the
conditions laid down by the IC in response o
Robertson’s  perspective, was that  “Unfortunately,
the tactics pursued by Wohlforth and Healy not
only failed to expose Robertson’s ‘essence’ but in-
stead played into his hands"™ (Pazguard Newsklier ,
October 1970; “Trotskyism Today,” Part II, “The
Split in the SWP Left Tendency™;, emphasis in
original) '

Thus, the IC bad at this juncture, by fighting so
hard for the defense of .everything the SWP
mean!, laid the groundwork for taking up the ques
tion of rebuilding the US section of the Fourth In-
ternational, since it was obvious that its tendency’s
time to pursue its fight within the SWP was
growing short. But, at the wvery moment of its
expulsion, what would become the WL (at that
fime called the American Committee for the
Fourth International) abandoned this perspective.

A Confusion

Aside from any other factors, we believe that this
turn flowed from an erroneous assessment by the
SLL (that is, Healy) of what was at stake. As
sur comrade Anibal Ramos has pointed out, it
was characteristic of Healy and Lambert to decide
that certain centrist betrayals actually constituted
“definitively going over to the side of the bour
geois order™ (7Be Fowrth [Inlernatmnal #127,
January 1987; “Lambert’s Method™) In this way,
it was possible to wue 27 certain organizations
and, while not ceasing to make verbal attacks, to
actually retreat from the political struggle against
them. Healy explicitly called the 1964 entry of
the LSSP (Lanka Sama Samaja Party “Ceylon
Equal Society Party™) into the bourgeois coalition
“the  greatest betrayal in  the  history  of
Trotskyism."™ And it is just at this point that
we can see the tendency in the SWP moving
away from its old perspective, for example, in
demanding a discussion precisely on Ceylon
while being fully aware that the SWP leadership
would seize on this action in order to expel them.

Likewise, the SLL was then finally emerging from
the Labour Party, and Healy may have seen the
gains created by “independent activity® as a
model for the UDS grtroup as well given the
nascent radicalization in the US in 1963, this
would certainly have appealed to Woblforth and
others -- without considering that it was the
SLL’s ftight +for Trotskyist principles, which had
made it into the recognized center of continuity
in Britain, that had really made these gains pos-
sible.




As our comrade Alain Cavalier has put it “.The
Btitish section itself took up a serious political bat-

tle with 2a principled policy on the reunification
question. If one examines the place of each sec
tion of the International Committee in the years

1953 to 1963, it is incontestable that the British
section’s was fundamental and that it permitted im-
portant successes on the national terrain.lt was the
International Committee’s framework that gave this

new sirength to the SLL™ (72¢ Fowilh Inlernation -

& %127, January 1987, “Lambert’s Four Confessions™)

This is the case despite the problem of federalism
within the IC, for example, the passive atfitude of
the French organization on the Cuban question;
the OC! only making its documents on Cuba
public in a 1979 () issue of its magazine, £
But this problem arose all the more with the
growing withdrawal of the WL from confronting
the question of the SWP's continuity. Without
going - into the detailed consideration it deserves, it
is clear that Wohlforth’s pamphlet, 722 Strugek
Jor Marwion r the Unied Stares , was  written  as
a amoiswy  to the struggle in the SWP, not as
@ ocontinuation of it It writes “RIP™ over it
and says, "The SWP is dead, long live the WL
And this document, as Wohlforth testifies is his in-
troduction to the !97]1 second edition, was created

under the direct influence of the SLL: "In fact,
the study which led to writing it was initiated
after discussions in England in February 1964

The bulk of the book
the same year."

itself was completed later

For the SLL, then, the existence of the WL
solved the problem of the SWP. The OCI, on
the other hand, regarded the WL as marginal and
continued to view the SWP as “the Trotskyist or
ganization® in the US while doing nothing
about if. Thic lack of political struggle and
centralization led to the adoption, by the 1966
Third Conference of the IC, of the SLL’s position

on the nature of the WL’s fight Thus, the
Report of the American Commission (in  the
pamphlet, RKebuitiing the Fourth Internabians/ ) says:

“The American Committee of [sic --KF] the Fourth
International must immediately begin work on the
drafting of & perspective for the construction of a
revolutionary party in the USA. This would in-
clude & concretization as elaborated by Trotsky for
the formation of a Labor Party. It must con
cretize demands in relation to our work in the
anti-war in Vietnam movements, the Tade Union
and Negro movements. This perspectives document
would include an  economic analysis of US
capitalism in relation to woild imperialism.”

Al this, but not so much as a mention of the
SWP,

This weakness siannds 27 cazZas/  to the gereneral
dynamic and overall character of the 1966 Con-
ference. Basing themselves on the experiences of

the fight since 1953, and especially in the fight
for the SWP, the members of thic Conference
were able to mark two major advances: the first

was the -self-awareness of being the wouicome of
the long fight -against Pabisism for the ‘main-
tenance of +the Fourth International, the second,

that this step demanded completely overcoming the
past by advancing toward the rebuilding of the:
Fourth International

Thus, the Resolution on the Tasks of the IC -
states: “The historical continuity of the Fourth Inter

national founded in 1938 by Leon Trotsky, re-
formed in the wyears 1943-46, which Pabloism at
tempted to destroy in 1950-53, has been main-
tained since 1953 by the struggle waged by the
Trotskyist organizations grouped within the Interna
tional Committee.”  And, therefores “The Internation-
al Conference stresses that the Trotskyist move:

ment, in the oourse of the struggle to build the
International, works towards the creation of a2
centralized leadership of the world revolutionary
party..The proceedings of the Third Conference em-
phasize the necessity for the International Commit-
tee to prepare within 18 months the Fourth Inter
national Conference, whose aim will be to 7ally all
Trotskyist organizations fighting for the program of
the Fourth International®

Likewise, the Manifesto of the Conference states:
“The Third Conference of the International Commit-
tee.is part of the continuity of the Fourth Interna
tional The IC has become the axis and the
motive force of the rebuilding of the Fourth Inter
national as the centralized proletarian leadership..The
Third Conference of the IC marks the wictory
won against the -attempts of Pabloite revisionism to
destroy the program and the historical -continuity
of the Fourth International It took up the fight
against the groups which tried to wse the cisis
of the Fourth International 1o jeopardize its
program and its method The struggle for the
method and the program of the Fourth Internation-
al carried oui by the IC enables it to undertake
the new dtasks of rebuilding the Fourth Internation-
al as the centralized proletarian leadership. This
is the stage opened by the Third Conference of
the International Commitiee™ (Both documenis are
contained in the pamphlet, ARedbwikding e Fourth
fniznstwma/; the Resolution on Tasks has also

been 7reprinted in JBe Fourts Interneons/ *127,
January 1987)

There is a -contradiction present in the Con-
ference’s work; the overwhelming weight of its

decisions point in a direction that 4 mnot din har
mony with the specific decision on the US. Un
fortunately, it ‘was this specific policy that was ac
tually being carried out in the practical activity of
the WL, criticizing the SWP in words, while real
ly seeking to build iiself “independently,” in a
truly organizational sense.
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The final conclusion to these difficulties would not
be reached until the stage of the movement repre-
sented by the IC had been transcended by the ac
tual rebuilding. Our ability to bhold the Fourth
Conference, and to mark this rebuilding by trans-
forming it into the Fourth Congress of the Interna-
tional, was what enabled us to perceive these past
problems and to overcome them with our perspec
tive of the rebuilding of the US section. Bui
that would never have been possible without the
Third Conference itself, with all its weaknesses.

The WL and ks Probiems

This immense political significance of the Thid
Conference was what. led Joseph Hansen to par-
ticulary attack it in AHeay Rewnstructs. ™ One
of the major aspects of this attack has always
been the sad tale of how badly Robertson was
treated at the Conference, with the SL itself
taking the part of chief mourner.

Here again, Harry Turner corrective.
“Joseph  Hansen, Robertson’s self-appointed defense
counsel, is aghast that an ’exhausted’ Roberison,
who is ‘'near collapse, can be summarily ordered
to return {0 & session of the Conference. W hat
abombinable bureaucratic brutality! = Bui, a careful
examination cf all the facts in the affair
Robertson  presents an  entirely  different  picture.
Robertson, whatever his state of health prisr o
the Conference, s tired, and with good reason.
He bhad lost a night’s sleep in a last minute at-
tempt  at whipping together a draft document
which was fo be the basis upon which the Spar-
tacist and ACF] groups were to be wuniied, and
which should have been completed months earlier.
But that doesn’t end the matter.

provides a

“On the thitrd day of the Conference, Roberison
had presented his divergent views, including his
position on  Cuba, Jar #e srst fZme  before &
world gathering of co-thinkers, But he, evidently,
did not consider it worthwhile to stay for ihe
afiernoon session, in which delegates were able to
react to the reports and exchange wviews. No!
Robertson decided that this would be the ideal
time for a2 nap! When awakened by another Spar-
tacist delegate with a request to attend the Con-
ference session, he bluntly refused tobestitr himself
and returned to sleep.

“Is it any wonder then, that his demeanor was
found to be arrogant and distespectful to the Con-
ference?..

“With the prospects for
glimmering, one could have expected that
Robertson, on returning home, would first have
called a meseting of.the political committee of the
national organization.. But no! Instead, Roberison
called a special meeting of the NYC [New York
City] 4 organization to hear his report.

unity with ACFI gone
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“In the course of a five-part report, lasting almost
three hours, the audience was alsc informed of an
incident of which his attorney, Joseph Hansen,
had not been told.

“It seems that just  prior to his expulsion,
Robertson and the Spartacist delegation had been
called to a special meeting with Healy and Mike
Banda.They had, at that time, offered ’to work
something out’ It was Aderinr who refused to
consider a rapprochemeni, who “just wanted to
get out of there’ Somewhat amazed, and not
quite certain that [ had heard him correctly, |
cross-questioned him and was again informed that
it was, inddeed, Robertson who had made the
decision to break off relations with the IC. Only
after that did Healy call for his expulsion from
the Conference™ (FYanguard Newsktrer , February
1971; “Trotskyism Today," Part V, “The 1966 Lon-
don Conference and Its Aftermath™; emphasis in
original)

Thus, the WL was now, from 1966 on, faced
with a difficult situation. It was a small group
faced with larger competitors (the SWP, and even
the SL), and was & working class group trying
to develop its policy in a period in which the
radicalization especizlly in these first years
would have a markedly petty bourgeois character.
In this situation, the lack ‘of a correct orientation
toward the problems of the Fourth International in
the United States that is, toward the SWP
would critically impede its work.

In his book, 72¢ Ay o Amerar Trofidyriom ,
James P. Cannon outlined the problem that faced
the WL just as surely (even if in a different
manner) as it had ~faced the pioneer American
Trotskyists: “1f the group misunderstands the tasks
set for it by the conditions of the day, if it
does not know how to answer the most importani
of all questions in politis -- that is, the gquestion
of what to do next -- then the group, no matter
what its merits may otherwise be, can wear itselt
oul in misdirected efforts and futile aciivities, and
come to grief..

“Of course, you have to find a road to the mas-
ses in order to create a party that can lead a
revolution. But the 7road to the masses leads
through the vanguard and noi over its head”

But the WL, as we have seen, had in practice
rejected this policy and was directing its wvery
limited efforts to the working class -in general,
regarding the SWP as solely a dead past

Thus, the WL had no real impact on the SWP,
appearing only as a group of fringe critics. in
particular, in the 197! crsis of the SWP - in
which there emerged all the forces that for the
next period, 1971-76, would represent any kind of
working class opposition to the SWP leadership

the WL bad virtually no contact with and no in




fluence over these militants. This went so far
that the WL had to send several of its locally iso-
lated militants into the SWP on the eve of the
explosion, where they played the role strictly of
loyal supporters of the +tendency presenting the
document, “For a Proletarian Orientation.”

The upshot of this inadequacy was that the WL,
with the temporary exception of one or two in
dividuais, gained nothing from this development.
In fact, the SL gained much more in an prganiza-
tional sense, while a whole layer of others fell
into the arms of the old Pabloite majority within
the United Secretariat and were lost forever to
politics with the crushing (by Barnes) and the
betrayal (by Mandel) of the Internationalist Tenden-
cy.

Parallel with this isolation, there developed a sec
tarian behavior toward the radicalizing youth.
This was manifested in two particular ways.

Firsi, the WL made no attempt (ironically, neither
did the SWP) to intervene in the largest radical

student  organization that ever  existed in this
country indeed, one of the largest in the
world -~ the Students for a Democratic Society
{SDS)  Instead, this current was left open to the
machinations of the Maoist-Fosterite Stialinists of the
Progressive Labor Party (PLP) Within a few
years, despite 1its oppotunist and sectarian policies,

PLP was a critical force in SDS. When SDS
blew wup in 1969, once again whole Jayers of
youth disappeared forever from the struggle

Secondly, the WL abstained from a political strug-
gle within the movement against the war in Viet-
nam. Facing the domination of that movement
by radical petty bourgeois forces, ultimately linked
to the Democratic Party, and the important role
played by the SWP in preserving and deepening
ihat character, the WL simply 7reacted with a
policy of denunciation of the movement as a
popular-front type formation. To the mobilizations
of millionsin this mass movement, it counterposed
its own actions and “contingenis™ that literally Iled
the most advanced elements out of the actions
and into self-satisfied isolation. This second paolicy
in particular is directly connected with writing off

the SWP and pretending that all that mattered
was the “independent™ activity of the WL.
Our international tendency long ago pointed out

that one of the weaknesses of the old IC was
the problem of the “historic chiefs™  This wvestige
of the Pabloite crisis -- the overriding importance
of the leader’s prestige -- was intensified by mnation-
al isolation in the period of federalism. This was
manifested in the WL in the wast inflation of the
importance of one such “chief,” Gerry Healy of
the SLL, to the detriment of the development of
2 natural leadership. Tim Wohlforth, the founding
leader of the WL, was himself seriously marked
by this problem. He himself became another
such “chief,” although on ‘a smaller scale At

the same time, this artificial prestige was ultimate
ly dependent on Healy.

Anyone who saw ‘Wohlforth’s public behavior in
that period gecalls it with gzepulsion -- -and this
was the face of the WL, something that oould in
no way inspire ryespect, interest o©r enthusiasm
from critically seeking youth of the #60s This
was ultimately highly damaging to the 1C’s fight
in the US.

Let us be clear; this is not a personal denuncia
tion of Wohlfortb (who was wirtually dragooned
into abandoning ‘his own -positions on the mnature
of the deformed workers states -- “The Theory of
Structural Assimilation™; see analysis in Z&f %3,
November 1974 -- and on the Black gquestion in
the US, for example, by Healy), but the fact is
that there is a2 very dose connection between the
nature of an organization. and the mnature of its
leadership. ;

Thus, when Wohlforth was driven out of the
WL by Healy amid the origins of the slander cam-
paign, the International League {precursor of the
rebuilt Fourth Inyternational) and the Trotskyist Or-
ganization attempted to discuss with him and fo
win him 1o our perspectives. He 1ejected this op-
portunity for the promises of Hansen and joined
the SWP. When this, as we predicted, proved ut
terly fruitless, he left political activity. in the
last period he -has become an -open anti-Leninist,
writing articles entitied “After the Revolution™ {in
the British 7radical -magazine Mew Lef7 Revwew
®230, July-August 198]) and “The Two Souls of
Leninism™ {in Agarssy #he Cuwrzen/ , September-Oc
tober 1986, the magazine of the Amerivcan group
“Solidarity,” composed of Shachtmanites and sthers)

weaknesses, the WL did
make {especially in 1he period 1970-73) wery 7real
and visible advances. By the hard persistent
work of carrying the ICs fight into the American
working class, it had major accomplishments to its
credit. In particular, this involved a considerable
popularization of the Labor Party slogan.

Despite all these great

At this time, the WL began & large recruitment
of youth, especialy among Blacks and other
minorities, and of trade wunionists. In this way,
iyt actually began 1o have an dmpact in the
unions and in the working class communities.
And the -expansion and development of Jae Bu/ -
Af , the WL’s paper, ‘was part and parcel of
this advance.

One particular aspect @of  this should be
noted. in the spring of 1973, the WL held 2
series of public forums around the topic, “Twenty
Years of the International Committee™ {see J72Z¢ Buv/ -
A% trom April 23 through June 14, 1973) In
contrast  to past policy, the SL was -admitied to
these meetings and was actually -given floor-time to
defend its views --Robertson, for example, got a
full half-hour on one occasion. in this way, the
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WL (even with hesitations) began to see that build-
ing a vanguard in the working class demands an
open debate. The fact that this debate can only
help the revolutionaries is illustrated by the feeble-
ness of the SL’s intervention. For example, one
SL member announced: “Marx was profoundly anti-
philesophical That's why Marx wroie a book
called 7Be Faverfy of Fhiasophy ™!

We said al the beginning of this article that the
question of the WL could not be separated from
that of the IC Thus, even in the midst of
thi¢ positive turn in the Us, the WL wa: being
undermined by developments in that sphere In
1971, Gerry Healy organized the split of the IC,
retreating into national isolation ~from the decisive
challenges posed by the 1966 Conference and the
peried itself.

In politics as in nature, the flower can maintain
its blossom even though it has been cut off at
the roots -- for & while Eventually, it withers
before your eyes.

The split of 1971 sabotaged the WL’s advance
Even the public forums were in part aimed at jus-
tifying the split with the OCL What was really
happening was the intensification of the
isolation of the WL, while at the same time it
was under the £ influence of the British or-
ganization. This resulted, in combination with the
advances cited above, in the intensification of the
“independent” fight of the WL, summed up in
the slogan, “Build the Workers League!™

Retreating farther and faster from the IC, Healy
began o see the WL itself (the largest of the
groups outside Britain) as & potential danger to to
his policy. In a pattern thal he would increasds-
ingly follow elsewhere later, Healy let the national
leadership take the blame far the abuses and er-

renecus  policies  increasingly  impesed - in the
name of “IC discipline” - by these Ileaders aon
the WL. In this way, Wohlforth was left hang:

ing in mid-air, blamed by the members for the
policies he was under compulsion to carry out
Following an outbreak of violence at the WL
1974 summer camp, Healy seized on this oppor-
tunity and rapidly drove Wohlforth out of the
leadership and out of the organization.

This was the beginning of the slander campaign
that would extend from Wohlforth and his wife,
Nancy  Fields, +to Joseph Hansen and  George
Novack of the SWP for defending them, to -the
Barnes leadership of the SWP for supporting Han-
sen and Novack - until it became a full-scale sub-
stitute for any kind of political struggle inside and
ouiside the Healy “IC" groupings.

The results of this campaign have been the purg:
ing of the WL, especially, of the painfully accumu-
lated cadres it had won in the past, to discredit
it -- and the whole history of the IC in the

national
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eyes of militants. The WL has turned into 2
group that actually apma7 Barnes & Co. political
ly. If the “real” explanation for their policies is
that they are “spies,  what use couid it possibly
be to argue against their wiews, to fight out the
meaning of the permanent revolution and other
questions today among the oppositionists in the
SWP and other tendencies? To do that would
only be to cover up their role as “spies” So
goes the insane logic of slander.

A Conclusion

But even the WL finds itself under pressure fto
meet today’s demands. Thus, we interpret |its
recent (7%f Buikefzn ; March 27, 1987) characteriza
tion of us as “centrisi" as a & reaction
by the North leadership to. the political struggle
we have already carried out with the WL, We
cannot be turned aside by labels still less by
empty ones. ’

The discussion now involves virtually every organiza

tion.  This article is part of our continuing con
tribution to it and is part of darifying all the
questions of Trotskyism in this country. That is

the 7yoad, supported by common action, that wil
lead 1o once agains cyeating a single, definitive
Trotskyist party in the United States.

Rebudld the US Section of the Fourth inlernsiznsl
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SMOT

SMOT Free General Workers Union Free Trade
Union in the USSR, founded in 1978 in Moscow
5, rue Thomas-Couture 95400 Villiers-le-Bel France
April 1, 1987

Te comrades of the Ligue Ouvriers
Revoiutionnaire De France

Dear Friends and Comrades of SMOT,

A short mmessage to el you that FINKEL and

his family have received authorization to leave the
USSR.

Monday, March 30, FINKEL planned 1o leave a
last time, given his health, to demonstrate before
the Pancoviet Bureau of the OVIR, to demand
the right to emigrate, having been on a hunger
strike since last February 16, Friday, March 27,
FINKEL received a call from the OVIR, inviting
him to come Monday, March 30, ai 2 o'clock

This was the hour planned for the demonstration.
FINKEL decided to go to the OVIR after the
demonstration; the employee who received him indi
cated that it was impossible for him and his fami
ly to leave the USSR since his brother, Vadim
FINKEL, had recently begun his military  service.
That is to say, a meaningless pretext. That eve
ning his telephone was cutoff and we were un-
able to find out the resull of the interview with
the OVIR as we had planned. Then, Tuesday,
March 31, yesterday, FINKEL's phone was sudden-
ly reconnected and the head of OVIR central told
him +to forget what he had said the day before,
that he and his family could leave the USSR.
FINKEL thus ended the hunger strike yesterday;
his sister, Lilia, who was on strike with him, is
in a wvery disturbing state. Coming out of the
bunger strike, she is unable to swallow, to get
anything down, is suffering from spasms of the lar
nyx; she was hospitalized on an emergency basis
today, and finds herself fed intravenously.
FINKEL cannot eat normally, for he also has
spasms, bul of the stomach (which is less disturb-
ing), and can only drink juice for the moment

authorities have thus waited to the
Many of you have

The Soviet
last extremity to give in.
sent telegrams and aerograms.

We thank wyou with all our heart for having
reacted, Thank you for bringing around you
people that we might not have reached.

We ask you at the present time to concentrate,
with  respect to SMOT, on Viadimir GUER-
CHOUNI, who said (a telephone conversation,
Friday, March 27) that he would like to go to
the West, on the invitation of a union, to one of
its Congresses. (We r1emind you that we have
for your disposition the formula issued by the Con-
sulate of the USSR, which could be sent directly
to the psychiatric hospital to which he has just

been transferred.) We
KOUKOBAKA’s request, who is
VITEBSK prison, and ask that an invitation be
sent directly to him at the prison. {Events are
changing rapidly at the moment in the USSR, we
think that bur esmrades know better than we to
what extent their demand is real) Finally, we
ask you not to forget two comrades, SKOBOV
and SITYNSKI, tecently  trancfered from =
psychiatric nhospitall fo a psychiatric nprisonl in

remind you of
now in  the

Leningrad. They ask that we do mot forget
them. Send aerograms. And do mot -forget
KLEBANOV either. -

We propose to you to remain in close communice
tion.

Thank you for your ﬁdeli‘ty and effectiveness.
Fraternal greetings,

¥. Borisov

V. Fainberg Representatives abroad of SMOT

O. ‘Raynaud Secretary of the SMOT Association
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Class Siruggle in America
March 28
On March 29, 5,000 young people, militants and

workers marched through downtown Detroit demand-
ing that the US stay out of Central America [t
was the largest demaonstration in years in Detroit;
certainly the largest against US policy in  Cnetral
America Particularly interesting was the presence
of numbers of high school students from suburban
Detroit high schools such as Plymouth, Southfield,
Troy as well as from Detroit Renaissancee Hligh

school

In addition to the Trotskyist Organization, there
were at least three other organizations advocating
Reagan’s impeachment Women for Impeachment,

the US. Pezce Council. the Ann Arbor solidarity
group, Latin American Solidarity Commitiee who car-
ried individual letters that read “Impeach Reagan®™
on one side and “For His Crimes” on the other.
We sold over 150 Impeach Reagan butions.

In spite of endorsements, the absence of UAW con-
fingents or other union contingenis indicates whai
we have said many times before: the ranks must
be mobilized.

and continue to insist that it is
only with a working class front all waorking
class organizations fo join in a common front to
stop US intervention in Central America "and mobi-
lize the working class around this goal This still
remains the only means by which the contradic-

And we insist

tion between the mobilization of the workers, the

endorsements of wunion leaders and ocals, and the
absence of any mass organized  working class
presence in the anti-intervention actions can be
resolved.

The Chicago Elections

Harold Washington was re-elected mayor of Chicage
on April 7. At the last minute, Thomas Hynes,
a racist Democrat running against Washington,
withdrew from the race increasing the possibility
that Ed  Vrdolyak, the aother racist Democrai,
would win. But it failed to work.

The working class struggle did not advance in
this election. The SWP campaign was formal, a
candidate, without even the ballot effort ( a write
in). There was no mobilization at all for a
Labor candidate for mayor by the working class or-
ganizations. An opportunity for intervening decisive-
ly in the crisis of the DP was missed.

And this crisis is real The open question posed

by even bourgeois political reporters, hardly the
brightest people around, was, “no matter who
wins, what will bhappen to the Democratic Party

in Illionois?" Dan Rostenkowski, an important Con-
gressman from Illinois, went out of his way to en-

dorse Vrdolyak only 2 few weeks before the elec
tion.

In spite of this, the opportunity to advance exists.
In the upcoming presidential eiections, the existing
fractures in the Democratic Party will be gpened
even more sharply. A struggle for Labor Can-
didates can really advance in Chicago.

UAW Bargaining Convention

Speaking of Chicage, the UAW top leadersship, in
fear of  having its Bargaining Convention over
whelmed by autoworkers, went o Chicago to dis-
cuss the upcoming contracts with GM and Foid.

The convention was ‘-replete with its wusual bluster-

ing calls for “war" with GM and tough talk;
demonstrations for the slogans of the bureaucracy.
And of course, no real strategy for winning in
the fall

Nevertheless, the splits in the leadership were evi
dent. There was a demonstration for & national
strike of GM, certainly something that the top
leadership would love to avoid. A national strike
of autc opens up the possibility for the
autoworkers fo advance against the corporations and
against the collaborators in their own wunion.

The top leadership has endorsed a number of
local strikes in order to vent some steam and to
test how far the ranks want to go against GM.
The leadership s develeping its support = for
Democrats in the wupcoming elections Finally, the
UAW as a whole endorsed the April 25 March
This action was positive. But, from the point of
view of the ieadership, it represented an attempt
to maintain control over the anti-intervention move-
ment and prevent its linking up with the move:
ment in the working class against plant closings,
the attacks on immigrant workers, etc

Right now, all efforts must be concentrated on:
the national strike of auts, for control of the
strike and its demands by the ranks; and, the
struggle for a Labor Candidate in 1988 This is
the struggle that can link the anti-intervention move-
ment and the struggle of the workers.

US Supreme Court Ruling

The US Supreme Court, in its most vicious attack
on Blacks in years, sustained the death sentence
for a Black, even though the Court admitted that
Blacks are much more likely io be sentenced to
death than whites.

Each individua! will have to prove that racial dis-
crimination played a 7ol in his case And, if
none of them do, (and it will be very difficult
for them) then we will be confronted wiith the
reality of a racist sentencing system bui no single
Black person was discriminated against! Truly Or
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wellian  doublespeak. Racial  discrimination  in
general, but equality in all the individual cases.

This decision shows the racist character of the cur
rent Supreme Court and the Reagan administration
that appointed its majority. It also shows that
Black people will less and less be able to seek
redress of their grievances through the courts
The class struggle is deepening in the US, and
the courts are revealing the true face as hangmen
for the bourgeopisie.

Jim and Tammy

All the hullabaloc around Jim Bakker from PTL
{Praise the Lord, People That Love and now Pass
the Loot), is a further evidence of the current
crises of the radical rightt  The ministers Swag-
gert, Falwell, Bakker, Roberts -- have been wunable
to keep the revelations of their mansions, big cars
and exotic life styles out of the pages of the
newspapers. They have had to carnry out =
“hely war" with each other over money, director-
ship of PTL, etc The scandal associated with
this has already 7resulted in decreased contributions.
Bakker and his wife Tammy may be washed up
for good. Bui the others 'will continue with their
poisonous  docirines. Nevertheless, it has been
refreshing to see their decadence spread all over
the paper. It wil, to be sure, have a salutary
effect on young opeople and that is worth its
weight in gold.

Hoffman-Carter Trial

Abbie Hoffman, famous zradical from the 60’s (one
of the original founders of the Yippies) and Amy
Carter, daughter of former president Jimmy Carter,
were arresied and later acquitted for attempting to
biock CIA recruiters on Amy’'s campus.

What is importani here is thaf, in spite of all
the publicity, they were acquitted and no defense
of the CIA was forthcoming from the Democrats,
or from her father This serves to further isclate
the government from students and young people,
and further emboldens their actions.

LA 8

The eight Palestinians arrested in Los Angeles for
violation of the McCarren-Walter Act (belonging 1o
an organization that advocates the wviolent overthrow
of the government, in this case the Front for the
Liberation of Palestine) has entered 2 new stage.

First, a position paper of ‘the Immigration and
Naturalization Service (INS) was leaked to the
press. As reported on National Public Radio, this
document outlines preparing such a ftest case as
this in order to wmove against political immigrants
in general Secondly, and this pertains directly fo
this case, if it appears that a mobilization to {free

them may develop around prosecuting them with
political  charges, that is under this McCarthyite
law, then the INS is to move tc prosecuting

Pape 20

them for passport wislations. This is a technical
charge which i hardly ever enforced except when
its wuseful to the INS; #t is mnon-political as well
And this is exactly what the INS has done.

This case should 7emain in the spotlight particular-
ly wiih these maneuvers by the government. All .
charges must be dropped immediately!

FRENCH STUDENT
LEADER SPEAKSIN -
DETROIT

On  Wednesday, Apri 22, David Assoulinethe
elected msationa!l spokesman of the French student
strike of dast fall, spoke in Deiroit at Wayne
State University.

The event was significant in that it was financed
by the Student Council, in ordes to help bring
the 1lessons of the French studenis’™ wmovement to
American students in their struggles -against cut-
backs and other attacks. Earlier in the day, As
souline spoke to the Student Council iiself, getting
a ‘warm reception, and several members of that
body attended the evening talk.

As we have often stated, David Assouline is 2
leading member of the French section of the
Fourth International  Thus, our organization inviied
all the political tendencies claiming to be Trotskyist
to come to this meeting, to speak and to have a
literature table. The Revolutionary Workers League

(RWL) and the Workers League (WL) accepted
this offer, while a number of %  supporters
also came to the meeting. All together, there

was an audience of well over thirty persons.
The presentation produced a greai deal of en
thusiasm, and @a lively period of gquestions and dis-
cussion followed.

In particular, the representative of the WL inter
vened tfo denounce our international organization as
“centrist,” on the grounds that since Stalinism was
the great danger in France, we were covering up
for it by mnot denouncing the Morenoist MAS in
Argentina, which is in an alliance with the Com-
munist Party there. The 7weason for this silence
was that the Britsh WRP was moving close to
the Morenoist current internationally, and we were
trying io 7veach an -‘agreement with the WRP;
thus, “centrism™: L&D .

Comrade Assouline sesponded on the actual strug
gle against Stalinism and Secial Democracy that his
sole in the student strike yequired <and pointed
oul the zather strained logic of the WL interven
tion, as well as its dack of a method that
facilitated open discussion.



A Response to

Weinsiein's

"Anti-Vietham War

movement gives viial lessons for today"

In the March issue of S;walds/ Actan, — newspaper
of Socialist Action, a group of expelled SWP op
positionists, there is an  important article called
“Anti-Vietham War movemeni gives vital lessons
for today.” It is sub-titled “The wunited front in
action

The lessons of the anti-Vietnam war movement
and the attitude of organizations claiming to be
Trotskyist to the nascent movement against US in-
tervention in Central America are obviously linked
The policy for this movement, that is, for the anti-
imperialist movement in the world center for im-
perialism, is a fundamental question for the rebuild-
ing of the US section of the Fourth International
Because of this fact, all' the oppositions from the
Socialist Workers Party (SWP), Socialist Action(SA),
the Fourth Internationalist Tendency (FIT),
Solidarity, are defining themselves in relation to
the policy of the SWP in the anti-war movement
which, more than any other question, trained
SWP militants of the 60's.

Nat Weinstein, a leader of the Socialist Workers
Party for many years and currently a leader of
Socialist Action, writes this article as a polemic,
without mentioning names, of all the organizations
that claim Trotskvism and are to the left of the
Socialist Workers Party.

It is an aitempt at claiming the positive heritage

of the SWP in the 60'. But the positive
aspects of that heritager -~ the principled struggle
for a single concrete principled demand - Qut
Now! -- and a mass mobilization against the Viet
nam War - are not fought for in today's move:
ment by either Socialisi Action or the Socialist

Workers Party.

The struggle for this positive contribution, along
with overcoming the weaknesses of that struggle,
is an essential part of rebuilding of the US. Sec
tion of the Fourth International

What Policy does Weinstein advocate?

The policy advocated by Weinsteinm and imple
mented by Socalist - Action today is nol policy of
the SWP in the &0’ It is, rather, the weakest
aspects of tha! policy as they were developed by
the SWP through the late 60’s and ’70s. It is
a policy more akin to the policy of the SWP
today in the anti-intervention movement.

The wpolicy of the SWP in the early 60's, was
in part a political battle in the movement against
the pacifists and Stalinist attempts to limit the
movement, to weaken its mass character. Some
of this comes out clearly in the book "“Out Now™
by Fred Halsted (an SWP leader, especially in the
anti-Yietnam war movement)

This agreement between Socialist Action and the
SWP’s current policy is the reason that there is
no discussion of the SWP’s r1ole in the movement
today. This, in spite of the fact that SA split
from the SWP over its rejection of Trotskyism.
But i the fundamental gquestions of Trotskyism
have any meaning today, than it is in the move-
ment against US intervention in Central America

As we stated in our series on the Halsted book
(72t  Nos. 130-131, May 1981y “The policy of
the SWP in the 1960's was a policy of pressure
on imperialism, of ’peaceful protest, of reform, of
nationa! isolation from the world revolution.”

This is why, in one of the few places: when the
policy as a policy was discussed, it is advocated
as a change over the Trotskyist policy of the
SWP in the 40s. (Political Commitee report
6125165, 1eprinted in Aevalimnary Stategy n e
Fpbt Agamnst lthe Fretnam War ).

This pelicy is completely different from the
Trotskyist policy. A Trotskyist policy fights for a
powerful mass - mobilization of all sectors of the
society against imperialist war. And above all a
mass mobilization against imperialism bases itself on
the mobilization of the working class in an inde
pendent manner. And the movemeni can build it
self only to the extent that the working class par-
ticipation grows, to the extent thal the working
class. participates independently. Thus, the move:
ment against imperialism is based on a fight in
the working class for a Labor Party.

In the anti-intervention movement today, the SWP
is deepening its anti-Trotskyist turn of 1980 It
seeks, more than ever, accommodation with the
liberals, pacifist and religious organizations, the or
ganizations most isolated and antagonistic tc the
working class in the movement In other words,
in the name of revolutionary Marxism, the SWP
carries out a wvery similar policy to that of the
Communist Party (CP), the advocates of Stalinist
policies in the American working class.

The examples are humerous. When the Cleveland
Conference was held, it was the SWP among the
revolutionary  Marxists who opposed the  only
democratic conference held in years and one with
a strong response from the trade wunions {as did
national CISPES and of oourse the CP) The
SWP did not fight the lack of any mobilizations
during the election years of 82, '84, 86 wilh
any united front policy, with any effort to mobi
lize the activists that supported such actions.  The
CP argued that the working class and the anti-in-
tervention movement should support the Democrats
as a “lesser evil" Along with the CP, it gave
intc national CISPES, the pacifists and religious
groups.
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The Communist Party is the most accommodationist
to the anti-working class forces, even establishing
front groups such as the US. Peace Councl to
operate in these milieus. And precisely because
the CP was against a powerful mass mobilization
in the 60's and remains against it in the 80%, it
opposes a Labor Party.  The CP’s principal policy
-~ one that it has consistently maintained since
Roosevelt - is subordination of the working dass
to the Democratic Party, one of the twin parties
of imperialism.

The results of this accommodation? The bourgeois
liberals remain in control of the wmovement; the
movement remains undemocratic; - the wunions remain
poorly  mobilized against  intervention in  Central
America

Not only is there no counterposition between the
strongest,  broadest  mobilization  against US  im-
perialism and the independent mobilization of the
working class, but # is increasingly clear that
only with the indenpendent mobilization of the
working class can the movement really deepen its
strength and support.

What Happened to the Anti-Vietnam War
Movement?

The movement of the youth and the working
class, coupled with the wictories of the NLF,
forced the US out of Vietnam. As Weinstein

says, “the rest is history”

But what was “the rest? Weinstein points  out
that the ruling class averted a serious crisis by
pulling out of Vietnam.

“This move to make the workers begin paying
for the war had profound potential consequences, ul-
timately threatening to bring the bheavy batialions
of the working class, despite the bureaucracy, into
the struggle. Had the US. capitalist government
not withdrawn from Vietnam, its crisis could have
grown to near-revolutionary proporticns.

“But the developent of mmass conscicusness was
only slowed down.'

How could the US ruling “avert a serious crisis™
by handing the workers and oppressed of the
world 2 powerful victory? What situation ex-
isted in the working class leadership that a vic
tory became not a step from which to advance
but an obstacle to be overcome?

It must be stated first, in disagreement with
Weinstein, that the working class did enter the
field of Dbattle the GM strike of 1970 (67 days
long);, the wildcat strike of postal workers; the sit-
down strikes in  Detroit; the formation of the
League of Revolutionary Black Workers.

It was the political policy of the SWP, principal
ly, as the 'main party claiming Trotskyism, that al-
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lowed the opportunities that flowed from this vic
tory to slip through the working class’s fingers.

The SWP Oppositions in the 80°s and 70's

The struggle against the accommedation to Stalinism
by the SWP played a key rmle in the develop
ment of oppositions to the SWP leadership in the
jate 60s and 70s, and, in light of their own
development, is important to SA militants.

First, the anti-war movement provided new forces
tc the SWP. The SWP in the early ©60's had
just broken with the Fourth International (the Inter-
national Committee) and reunited with the anti-
Trotskyist Pabloite forces. It had attracted fto it
in the 50’s some of the finest youth of that
generation. Its break with the Fourth International
provoked a split in its 7anks {see article on the
IC in this issue)}

Despite Trotsky's discussion with the SWP leader
ship on the need for a fight for a Labor Party,
the leadership did no! conduct such & struggle in
nThe Militant,] - it did not make any effort
toward reaching the trade union ranks and opposi-
tions; #t did not develop any orientation toward
the radicalizing Black workers.

As the movement grew, youth were attracted to
the SWP by its place in the anti-war movement
and its Trotskyist banner, both vestiges of its ties
to the International Committee. In the late 1960’s
at a certain point in the struggle it became pos
sible to lead large sections of the wyouth and the
working class away from the Democratic Party
toward a Labor Party. (See series on Ow/ New
in 7 ) The SWP wused its political position to
subordinate the struggle for working class inde-
pendence to one wing of a split ruling class, the
liberal bourgesisie that had become against the Viet-
nam war.

The growing mobilization of the working class had
raised the need for working class independence fo
z imperious demand. This situation was echoed
in the ranks of the SWP by the development of
three opposiiions: the Communist Tendency, the
Proletarian Qrientation and the Internationalist Tenden:

cy.

The oppositions to ihe SWP’s policies all contained
planks in their platforms opposing the anti-war
policy of the SWP and linking it to the absence
of a struggle with the working class. “Cut Now"
versus  “Negotiations™ and “Single Issue™  versus
“Multi-Issue®. Thus, Weinstein’s avers that the
most important lessons for the movement today con-
cern the struggle between *“Out Now™ and “Negotia-
tions,” and “Single Issue™ and “Mulii-Issue.” But
these debates miss the question of the working
class.

First, it is necessary to say that the SWP today
defends “Negotiations™ as a2 slogan. Second, that
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the siogan “Cut Now"™ concentrated a struggie
against pacifist and Stalinist elements which wanted
a place for US intervention in Vietnam with the
slogan of “Negotiations." Today we see all sorts
of slogans raised which are concessions to im-
perialism in  the same way - “Stop the War"
and “Peace” in Central America, “Support the Con-
tadora Process,” etc

But, fundamentally, the dispute over slogans does
not answer the question posed by the evenis that
followed. Namely, that when the Vietnamization
of the war began in 1973, the movement disap-
peared.

As Fred Haisted wrote in Ows Non: “Virtually
all the local anti-war coalitions also folded uwup

In the two years following the signing of the
[Paris Peace] accords, then, the American anti-war

movement was no longer involved with  mass
mobilizations.”
Why did the movement “fold up"? A section

of the bourgeoisie became defeatist on the war in
the late 60’s and early 70’s The political subor
dination of the working class and thus of the anti-
war movement to the liberal bourgeoisie meant

that it was unable to define itself independently
of these bourgeois defeatists. Without a policy of
revolutionary  defeatism, -~ ihat is, in essence,

being grateful that the US  government  was
defeated in Vietnam and figuring out how to uiil
ize its defeat for more victories -- -the movement
folded wup.

For the bourgeois defeatists, it was necessary to
protect the US government from further attacks

Blacks at home, the trade wunions, etc, by dissolv-

ing the anti-war movemeni. instead of taking ad-
vaniage of a splii in the ruling class {0 advance
the workers, the working class found itself subor
dinate to one wing of the bourgeoisie.

The  other  struggle considered  fundamental by
Weinstein is  “multi-issue™ wversus “'single issue™ (the
war). We think too that a powerful mass
mobilization around the demand of US out of
Central America or even end al support to the
contras requires & struggle against the Stalinists
and pacifists who want to tie the movement fto
the Democratic Party often times through the tac
tic if diluting the issue. And whenever and
wherever SA wishes to make this fight, we will
join them wholeheartedly.

But, the more fundamental question is: should
those opposed to US intervention be making the
link between the imperialist plans of Reagan and
the union attacks, between the racist war abroad
and racist attacks at home, that 1is, the struggle
for a Labor Party? That question, in practice,
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Weinstein has answered “no
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In the 60’s there could have been candidates of or-

ganizations  independent of the Democrats and
Republicans among working class organizations,
coupled with opening up a fight in the trade

unions for supporting these candidates especially
among Blacks, and in the new working class
centers of the 70°s such as Lordstown, Norwood,
and the Chrysler plants in  Detroit. The oppor-
tunity exists again today.

And Weinstein’s position, that such a fight in the
working class, or among the radicalizing vouth, in-
evitably leads to support for Democrats, is only
true if there is no fight for a Labor Party in
the working class. In other words, it is & defen*
sive position in today’s political situation. It is
the Stalinists and the Democrats who cannot advo:
cate electoral politics openly in the undemocratic

coalitions, the wmovement 1is already thal sophisti-
cated among the youth - the Democrats are so
bankrupt in the society "as 2 whole And, in

spite of this situation, SA resists any wunited front
effort among working class organizations to mobilize
the working class against US intervention, any
united front effort to struggle in the working
class for a Labor Party. ’

The International Meaning

Finally, it was the self-imposed mnational isolation of
the SWP that prevented it from grasping what
was at stake in the late 60’s and early 70%s.
There was a pre-revolutionary situation in Europe
the French events, the Prague Spring, eic The
American ruling class is more intimately linked to
defense of imperialism around the waorld than any
other ruling class. A  pre-revolutionary situation
was beginning here as well Even Jack Barnes,
as Organizational Secretary of the SWP, admitted
it (Report at May 14, 1970 National Committee
plenum}).

Every blow against US imperialism at home has 2
double effect -- it weakens it here and internation-
ally, and spurs the peoples of the world to fur
ther attackd their own ruling classes, all depend-
eni, to a pgreater or lesser degree, on US im-
perialism,

This means that today, the anti-intervention move:
ment is watched from around the world. There
is a new generation in America coming forward
against US imperialism. For it, just Lke fthe
generation of 1968, the success, the political strug-
gles of this movement are critical

We are confident that this generation wil not
make the mistakes of the ast generation. It will
provide the energy for the rebuilding of the US
section of the Fourth International It will learn

the lessons of the 60’s - & political struggle
against imperialism and its supporters zrequires the
independent mobilization of the working class - a

Labor Party.
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‘Nicaragua

At the end of Apri, Benjamin Linder, an
American civilan working as an engineer on a
hydroelectric  project in Jinotega province, northern

Nicaragua, was ambushed and killed by a contra
raiding party. The attacks mounted by the
Reagan government on the Nicaraguan people and
their 7revolution have now found thelr first domes
tic victim this is what is called “bringing the
war back home™

There is every indication that Linder was killed
precisely because he was working sn a project
that would belp relieve the poverty of Nicaragua
he had, indeed, obtained a&n engineering degree for
the sole purpose of wusing it in Nicaragua

The death of Benjamin Linder anti-intervention
activist, internationalist wvolunteer will clarify for
many the 7teal nature of what Reagan presents as
the “national security”" of the United . States.

israsel

On February 17, Zionist police closed down the of-
fices of the Alternative Information Center and ar
tested its leading figure, Michel Warshawsky, a
well-knowrn  supporter of the “United Secretariat™ in
Israel This organization was attacked and sup
pressed because it published wseful. independent in-
farmation used even by the pro-lsrael Western
news agencies -~ on the situation of Palestinians
and on other struggles inside the Zionist siate.
That ‘Warshawsky was charged wunder the oid

“prevention  of  trerrorism™ act, the legacy of
British colonial rule, shows both the *“democratic”
reality of Israel and what the Zionist authorities

regard as ‘“terrorism™ -- the dissemination of the

truth about their rule.

Canada

In mid-March, at its national convention. the New
Democratic Party (NDP), the Canadian labar party,
made a major <change in  policy. After many
years of  hostility - and even English-Canadian
chauvinism toward the r1ights of French-speaking
Quebec province, it came out firmly for the

defense of the rights of that province and the op
pressed Quebecois people.

advance, which will heip to unite
all of Canada, came just as the
NDP was registering in the public sopinion pells
as the second most popular party, thus ending
the previous political domination of the two
capitalisi parties, the Liberals and Progressive Conser-
vatives.

This important
the workers of

China

In the 1last week of March, the Chinese govern-
ment announced the <conviction of a mnumber of
wombs for their 10l in  leading and organizing
the mass student protests of late 1986 and early

few smonths +4n South -Africa has been

‘dians and
“powerless legislature set up .over them)

One important development
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1987. This fact shows all the more clearly the
gevolutionary -and anti-Stalinist <character of these ac

“tions, @as -well as the -energies that are accumulat-

dng for the wpolitical revolution in China

“Yugosiavia/Hungary

In early March a series of strikes broke out in
Yugoslavia, involving wover 10,000 -workers. The -
government 1threatened 1o call out the army, but
100k no actual steps to do so On March 15,
in Hungary, meanwhile, a wmarch of 1,500 op

positionists ook place against Russian -occupation
and for democracy, on the  anniversary of the
defeated Hungarian Revplution of 1848 -- and
zeminding everyone of the defeated Hungarian
Revolution of 1956. Large numbers of police

waiched, but made mno arrests.

What * is significant in ‘both cases is that 1these
iwo countries are the models and forerunners of
the “economic reforms” and  so-called  “‘market
socialism™ already  existing in China and now
being introduced dnto the USSR by the Gorbachev
deadership. Far from lessening bureaucratic rule

-and Jeading to peaceful development, such capitalist
‘measures exacerbate the class struggle and 1lead to

growing opposition 1o ‘Stalinist yule, the ftransmission

-belt for ‘these influences.

South Africa

In gecent 'weeks the fense equilibrium of the Ilast
broken.
The -apariheid -aegime 'of Botha -sought to con-
-solidate ‘the -qule of dts Nationalist Party by hold-
ing an -election for the whites-only legislature. {In-
“Coloureds™ have a collaborationist -and

The organizations of the oppressed Black majority
(80% of the wpopulation) which has no wvote and
no 7vights whatsoever, undertock a mass campaign
of opposition to this wicous fraud. In this cam-
paign, it was the Black working dass and iis
trade union movement that decisively took the lead

tc the point thai even the most obtuse
reporters could see that the struggle was taking
shape as a working class movement.

The wictory of the WNationalist Party, larger than ex-
pected, shows that the Afrikaners are embarked

-on a suicidal course that -will mean greater repres

sion, conflii and wiolence in the coming -months,
as ‘the South African Revolution matures.

was the call by the
African National Congress for whites to “vote
against apartheid," a call specifically made by Win-

nie ‘Mandela, avife of dimprisoned ANC deader Nel

son  Mandela This act of support to the
“liberal” while -opposition parties failed -wretchedly,
demonstrating at one <@and the same ‘time the
tutility of the ANC’s reformist course and the na
ture of its Stalinist-created program of democratic
zevolution first, social revolution..later.



