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WAR ~~D REVOLUTION IN INDOCHINA 

The shoddy pretense that the Nixon Administration is "winding down" 
the Indochinese war has been exploded by the US resumption of massive 
bombing in North Vietnam, its increased-, also maSsi ve, . bombing "support" 
to its South Vietnamese puppets and its precipitate dispatch of aircraft 
'carriers to the Gulf of Tonkin and of additional fighter and B-52 bombing 
squadrb~s t~ its bases in Thailand and elsewhere in Indochina . 

. ' .. 

As a result;·; the Apr!l 22nd demon
strations against the war which had 
been ':'organized earlier by the Nation
al Peace Action Coalition (NPAC)1n 
Nel'1 York City and Los Angeles will 
probably see a larger turnout of 
anti-war marchers. 
"Once again, the NPAC, oriented 

around the Socialist Workers Party 
(SWp)- w1ll use a large turnout, wi th 
perhaps a sizeable labor cont'ingent, 
to justify the liberal-pacifist pro
grammatic basis on which it and the 
demonstrations have been organized. 

The Communi s t Party's (cP) People I s 
Coalition. for Peace and Justice 
(PCPJ), organized on a s1m1lar bas1.s, 
has decided' hot .to supp'ort the NPAC 
demqnstrations on April 22nd. 

The. liberal wing of the AI'4erican 
r\lllng cla:ss came to the concl1.t1.on 

'_ ... _. r . 
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years ago that a satisfactory deal 
could be worked out with .. world 
Stalinism to enable American' and 
worlq capitalism to retain their 
remaining imperialist preserves, 
1. e., their "right" t.o .co~.tinue to 
explo1.t and oppress the masses in 
Southeast Asia and the rest of the 
world. 

. U~ ,imperialism' ~ new escalat10n 
. of.1 ts "p~~p.~ tory, war agai~s~. the 
Indochinese peoples demonstrates 
the complete val1di ty of our.judge
ment in the July/August 1971 issue 
of VANGUARD NEWSLETTER that: .. 

. , 
"Despite the split in the rul1ng 
.class ... --which had encouraged 
the I!la~chesand demonstrations in 
the first-"place~-thri dominant 
section which controls the execu-. .. _,' . , . . ,. . ~ .. 

" : .... 
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tive machInery of the capitalist 
state, has not changed its stra
tegy, and had only responded to 
the popular hue and cry with tac
tical maneuvers. 

American cap1talism's basic 
policy is still fixed on a com
plete military and political vic
tory over the NLF and North Viet
nam. It intends to fulfill its 
role as ~endarme for world capI
talist property relat10ns in those 
parts of the world where the 
masses threaten its overthrow." 

For the f1rst time s1nce the Tet 
offensive 1n 1968, North Vietnam 
an~ thEL .NJ.I~ J1ay,~ ,mounted a lar~e
scale and coordinated offensive 
a~ains,t the 'farces of US, 1mperialism 
and the Th1eu comprador re~1me 1n 
South V1etnam •. ' :'," . 

In our January/February 1972 issue , 
we again made 'clear thlit: ~VANGUARD 
NEWSLETTER stands for "the military 
victory of all forces of an under
developed country which struggles 
against imperia11st oppression." 
We have also often stated our con
viction, and aga1n 1n our July/ 
Au~ust issue, that US imperia11sm 
can only be defea~ed in Indochina 
through a coordinated and revolu
tionary struggle of the 1nternational 
workIng class for the victory of 
the Indochinese'revolution as an 
integral part of the v1ctory of the 
internat10nal soc1alist revolution. 
We proposed then and continue to 
call for a world-wide campaign: -----"." - '. 

tees to the , nat 10nal' cap 1 ta11sts 
and concess10ns to the landlords 
in a government of nat10nal 'con- ... 
cord,' but the program of the .. 
Permanent Revolut10n--the over
throw of cap1ta11sm, soc1a11zation 
of the means of product10n and 
the land by the workin5 class at 
the head of the peasantry. Work
ers·-pQWert The 'd1ctatorship 
of the proletariat!' 
4. We call upon the revolut10nary 
Marx1sts in this country to bu1ld 
a network of rank-and-f11e cau
cuses 1n the trade un10ns on our 
trans1tional program, which unites 
the rac1ally di v1ded working class 
1n the struggle against special 
oppress10n,and wh1ch 11nks the1r 
daily struggles, not only to the 
struggle against the American 
imperialist war in Indochina,but 
also, to the soc1alist revolution." 

'The ~~rlcan working class has an 
'Efspec1ally important role to play 
in the struggle against the Indo
chinese war. It is clear at this 
point that a majority of American 
worlters are opposed to the continu
ation let alone the re-escalation 
of the Indochinese war by the Nixon 
Adm.in1stration. "Vietnamization"-
chang1ng the color of the corpses-
was introduced in order to manipu
late this growing opposi~~o~ and 
lreep it from interfering wi th the 
US imperialist program in Indochina. 
Now, with a cle~r majority'tif the 
ruling class ins~~nt on an agree
ment with world Stalinism to main

"1. boycott American products and tain the international status quo 
blacklist all cargo which can be and with presidential elections 
used by the Amer1can imperialists only months away, Nixon hesitates 
a~a1nst the Indochinese. to order US ground forces back 
2. demand that the Soviet Union into combat. 
and China give the Indochinese However, the American and inter-
sufficient military assistance national worlring class will only 
for defensive and offensive begin to take class action against 

- aotions against US forces there. the Indochinese war when they under-
}; call upon the masses 1n Indo- stand that their immed1ate and 
china for a revolutionary struggle,; fundamental class interests are 

.wh1chalone can end their quarter-: 1nvolved. It is th1s level of con
century of bloodshed and' suffer1ng.; sciousness for wh1ch the Marxist 
A coordinated mi11tary offensive, . revolutionists strive and wh1ch will 
in all Indoch1na~not the limited produce po11tical job and strike 
defensive actions which wait upon :, action aga1nst the war. 
a Soviet and/or Ch1nese counter-· ,The 1ncreased military effort of 
revolut10nary deal t Not guaran- the North Vietnamese and NLF forces, 
-' ":' 
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however,does not have a revolution
ary purpose. ~is directed solely 
toward forcin~ the representatives 
of US imperialism to resume the 
"peace" negotiations in Paris which 
they' had brolcen off and to pry 
"more generous terms" from them,as 
the April 9th "NY Times" put it. 

As we stated in our July/August 
issue, the "fundamental betrayal" 
of the Indochinese revolution had 
been codified in: 

fl ••• the 10 point NLF pro~ram,ori
ginated in 1960 and reaffirmed by 
the PRG /Provisional Revolutionary 
Government of South. Vietnam7 •.. in 
1969 ..... The earlier NLF and PRG 
programs guarantee~ the mainten
ance of a capitalist and neutral
ist South Vietnam under a govern
ment of 'national concord.'" 

We also stated at that time that: 

"The program of the NLF and North 
Vietnam, the deal with American 
imperialism, blessed not only by 
the Soviet Stalinists but also by 
their Chinese counterparts, pre
pares greater misery, death and 
destruction for the masses in 
Indochina and Southeast Asia." 

Only the revolutionar.v road leads 

WAR AND Tllli SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY 

LThe following are two more sec
tions of the counter-resolution of 
the Communist 'rendency (CT) in the 
Socialist Workers Party (SWP), 
"Historical Roots of the Degenera
tion of the Fourth International 
and the Centrism of the SWP--For a 
Return to the Proletarian Road of 
Trotslryism." (Photocopies of all 
the CT's documents are still avail
able from VANGUARD NEWSLETTER for 
$1.50 .. ) 
/These sections concern themselves 

wIth the obll.Q.'ations of a v6.nq:uard 
party of the proletariat in the 
stru~~le a~ainst war. They do not 
represent the first salvos a~alnst 
the SWP's class-collaborationist 
and essentially pacifist polit1cs 
in tbe antiwar movement, its main 
area of activity since 1965. Cde, 

to genuine peace in Indochina and 
throughout the world. It 1s 
necessary to end capitalism to 
end imperialism and war. The peren
nial "peace" parades organized by 
the liberal and social reformists 
to put pressure on the Nixon Admin
istration serve only to disarm and 
demoralize the anti-war forces. It 
is necessary to win the American 
working class to the revolutionary 
defeatist position of Lenin and 
Trotsl<:y. It is necessary for revo
lutionary Marxists to work in the 
trade unions to build the Committee 
for Rank and File Caucuses (CRFe) 
and to win the working class for 
the comprehensive and consistently 
revolutionary anti-war program which 
VANGUARD NEWSLETTER alone upholds. 
The maturing crisis of American and 
world capitalism causes the ruling 
class in every country to attack 
the 11 ving standards of its working 
class. It thereby prepares the way 
to unite the anti-war struggle to 
and as an inseparable part of the 
class struggle at home. 

It is in the process of struggle 
for the perspectives and program of 
VANGUARD NEWSLETTER that an American 
section of the international van
~uard party of Lenin and Trotsky 
will be built. 

Fender, the CT delegate at the SWP 
convention (see Vol.4, No.1, of VNL 
for Cde. Fender's speeches) had, 
at the two previous conventions of 
the SWP in 1967 and 1969, carried 
on the polemic against the SWP's 
reformist approach in the stru~~le 
against war. (VNL plans to publish 
these docQments at a future date.) 
/Except for a few added details, 

Cde. Fender's documents were the 
basis for the CT's positions out
lined below. However, one of the 
added details deserves some com
ment and correction. The first 
section below maintains that the 
SWP used the "sin~le-issue" ques
tion as "a cordon sanitaire to ex
cl ude alien class influence" of, the 
bour~eoisie, but that the ~lmmick 
failed and the" sin!?;le-lssue" busl-
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ness was finally dropped. Aotually 
the opposite 1s true. The "single
issue" approaoh is only the other 
side of the same ooin of nonex
clusion under whioh the SWP justi
fies the inclusion in the ·antiwa.r 
movement of a section of the liberal 
imperialist bourgeosie and their 
representatives. While the SWP's 
nonexolusion is designed to allure 
and proteot the petty-bourgeois 
pacifists and. liberals, "single
iss~i~m" i~ d.esigned to repel and 
muzzle any tendency who might raise 
political issues that would drive 
these same paoifists and liberals 
away. The SWP had no trouble 
conveniently forgetting about 
"single-issuism" when the liberals 
or the paoifists raised issues 
such as anti-draft campaigns, when 
during the lulls--and the liberals 
were.not around--the SWP needed an 
extracurrioular aotivity to tide 
them over to the next peace parade 
or when, in response to a ourrent 
vogue, it was more opportune to do 
so as with women's liberation. 
L'i'fot only does "single issuism" 

provide a cover under which the 
SWP leadership can avoid any poli
tioal struggle that might frighten 
its bourgeois allies, but it also 
provides a oonvenient excuse to 
hide the SWP' s own lack of poli tical 
struggle. 
LThe SWP's chase after this will

o'-the-wisp of respectability is 
nothing new. To ingratiate them
se-I-vea-wi th those influenced by the 
Cuban revolution as well as with 
Castro and Co., the SWP leaders 
have oont inually apologized for the 
petty-bourgeois Cuban leadership 
and kept any political oriticism 
they might have had, strictly to 
themselves for fear of soaring off 
all the spontaneously developing 
"unconscious Trotslcyists" such as 
Fidel himself. The telegram of 
oondolences to Mrs. Kennedy was 
only one more of many similar step
pingstones touched by the SWP on 
its way to today' s outright blatant 
opportunistic moves to gain favor
able acceptance in the petty-bour
geoiS and even bourgeois milieus, 
such as the women's "liberation" 
movement, where even the fight for 

free abortion on demand was con
sidered too risky and t therefore, 

.. 

dropped in favor of a campaign ~ 
against abortion laws--much more 
palatable in .bourgeois circles. 
[The SWP "Iike the Cp of yesterday 

and today thinlts that people can be 
fooled or tricked irito playing a 
"progressive" or even "revolution
ary" role and that the capitalists 
can be maneuvered into involun
tarily forfeiting their "rights" 
to the "people," or more correctly, 
to "the vanguard mass movements." 
This objectivist approach permeates 
the whole of the political activity 
of the SWP and is tied in method
ology to the guerrilla war and ter
rorist approach so prevalent today. 
All think that due to the "new" 
reality,the methods of class strug
gle and the building of a vanguard 
party,modeled after the Bolshevik 
party, can be disoarded without 
compunction. \vhile the guerrilla 
advocates substitute for the party 
a small group which is supposed to 
arouse the masses to revolutionary 
activity wi th their daring exploits 
and super-revolutionary calls to 
aotion, the SWP substitutes action 
and action alone by the greatest 
number possible and,therefore,or
~anized strictly on the 10west--1.e., 
~n a purely reformist--basis. The 
SWP sees its role as a mere coordin
ator of all the "mass vanguard move-. 
mentsil and as a centralized informa
tion clearin!:!: house for these move
ments. - Both-appro~~hes ~re united 
in methodolo~y in that they see 
their role as merely a teohnical 
one. The revolution is left to the 
spontenei ty of the masses or perhaps 
to some divine inspiration. In 
reality, the revolution is abandonErl. 
LIn the antiw~r movement--as well 

as in every other movement--the SWP 
maintains that it is not necessary 
to struggle for a conscious appre
ciation of capital1sm or imperial
ism on the part of the masses. The 
antiwar movement is objectively ~ 
anti-imperialist, as the women's .. 
liberation movement is objectively 
anticapitalist, merely because it 
ls. The Stalinist NLF and the 
Stalinist re~ime in Hanoi are no 
longer considered to be Stalinist, 
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but objectively as revolutionary 
merelv because they actively defend 
themselves against imperialist 
a~gression. And those l11re Hartke, 
t'1ho identify with the antiwar move
ment, are unconsciously betraying 
their own class and objectively 
helping to advance the world revo
lution. From the early days of 
Fidel and the Cuban revolution, the 
"unconscious Trotslryists" have mul
tl12.1ied in geometric progreSSion. 
/In sacrificing the conscious 

element,i.e., the Bolshevik party, 
in the revolutionary process, the 
S~.jP has turned its bacle on the 
last half-century of history, from 
the defeat of the 1925-27 Chinese 

The Stru~gle Against Imperialist War 

revolution through the rise of 
Hitler and the smashing of the 
Spanish proletariat to today, with 
the massacre of the Indonesian 
masses and the sellout of the 
French revolution of May-June 1968. 
In so doin~,the SWP as well as all 
its political bed-fellows have sac
rificed their own capabili tyof lead
ing a revolution. They satisfy them
selves instead with the shabbiest 
organizational maneuvering,the old 
poli tical shell games and preten-. 
tious diplomatic wheeling and deal
ing. But for this, all that is 
required is money, technocrats, 
cannon fodder and, above all,' 
respectability.7 

The struggle against imperialIst war has always been the great test of 
a revolutionary party, and some of the mos~'important writings of the 
great Mar~ists have outlined the correct strategy for this task. 

The SWP.despite its smug teeling 
of self-congratulation. has failed 
the test. 

From the beginning the party's 
po~itionwas inadequate. Despite 
this, due to the totally wrong cha
racter of all other alternatives, 
the leadership has been able to con-' 

. vince its members .and the best of 
the radical youth that the party has 
been wholly right. The party has been 
advancln~ the idea aflmmedlate td th
drawal--correct In itself,. but not 
enough--as the basis for the "object
i vely anti-imperiallst" character of 
its"s~ngle-issue united-front-type 
COalition." These propositions 
deserve a little investigation. 

The " single-issue" character of 
the .coalition has been the backbone 
of the leadership'S argument that 
the movement was not an evasion of 
revolutionary duty. If the program 
of the bloc was limited to the de
mand of immediate withdrawal, then 
everything was perfectly legitimate 
--no reformist demands were being 
smuggled in. \~hat the" single-issue" 
business really was, only became 
gradually clear as the other "mass 
movements" began to develop. It 
was an artificial barrier which a 
centrist party erected to keep it 
from falling into the swamp of open 

reformism. Due to its total inab111-
1 ty to 'project and carry out a revo
lutionaryprogram, the SWP needed a 
cordon sanitaire to exclude alien 
~!ass influence. With the influx 
of petty-bour.~eols elements into 
the partv, the l2'immick was bound to 
fail. Soon the antiwar movement 
took positions on everythin~ from 
the draft to the BlacIr movement and 
union stru~~les. But instead of 
takin~ these pOSitions on a class 
basis, the party merely went along 
wi th a totally reformist outloolr, 
and objectively, bV abandoning the 
pro9:ram of l1arxism, subordinated 
this movement to that "soft" wing 
of the exploiters, which wanted out 
of the Vietnam misadventure. 

Several other pOints are connected 
with this evaluation of the nature 
of our participation in this move
ment. The movement obviously is not 
a "type" of united front, by defin
ition, since this involves only the 
participation of worlr1ng-class or
ganizations, but neither is it for
mally a "Popular Front" as it 1s of
ten called. This phrase poses the 
question too narrowly and too specif-
ically. The most exact description 
of the essence of this formation is 
best q;1ven in Trotslr,Y' swords. "The 
Matter at issue in all cases concerns 
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the political subordination of the 
proletariat to the left winp-: of the 
exploiters, regardless of whether 
this practIce bears the name of co
alltion or left bloc (as in France) 
or "People's Front" in the language 
of the Comintern." (our emphasis-
"China and the Russian Revolution") 

Closely connected with this is the 
question of nonexciusion. Origin
ally thi s pollcy was used, correctly, 
to fight against red-baitingagainst 
us and as a justification for bloc
ing w1th anyone who would agree on 
a oommon action. It has gone far 
beyond this now and is used as a 
principle to demand the inclusion 
of liberal bourgeois speakers and 
representatives, at all times, as 
spokesmen for peace. This only le
gitimizes the deceit of the ruling 
class and furthers the illus10ns 
they perpetrate. Nonexclusion has 
beoome the means by wh1ch the lead
ership has cemented an all1ance wi th 
the liberal imperialists. As a oon
cequence the party is unable to cor
rectly handle the union bureaucrats 
who have followed their capitalist 
masters into the antiwar movement. 
Instead of utIlIzing the opportun1ty' 
to reach workers and destroy the falt
ers,as in a real united front, the 
tactI0 has been to build them up 
and actually strengthen their hand. 

Just as all the so-oalled "radi
cal" programs to end the war are 
in reality based on students,etc., 
and thus are just so much hogwash, 
so must a "rEfal; program for revolu
tionar1es look to the proletariat. 
The Transitional Program shows the 
way. The party, rooting itself in 
the proletariat, in the factories 
and the armed forces,must struggle 
to win the proletariat to a "subjeot
ively" anti-imperialist conscious
ness. Only revolution can end war 
for good, and if this war is ended 
on the terms desired by the liberals 
then the next war is already near. 
A prol2:ram for struggle would include ~ 
in addi tion to immediate withdrawal: 
Workers' control of war industries, 
confiscation of war profits and the 
expropriation of war profiteers, 
public worlrs to employ war worlrers, 
open diplomacy and other appropriate 
slo~ans. Factoryantiwar committees 

would be the organizing base for 
such a program, as well as for the 
polit1calmobilization of f!he ~lass 
Inopposition to the capitalIst 
olass and its war. Suoh must be 
our perspeotlve,and not the futIle 
pacltistaotions we are now engaging 
·in--like the April 24th "Youth Fes
tival-cum-Rites of Spring." 

Proletarian Military Polley 

Along with the abandonm~nt of the 
rest of our program on the struggle 
against the war has gone the Prole
tarian Military Policy (PMP),whioh 
was a concrete expression, under 
American condit1ons,of the Len1n1st 
pol1cy on mil1tary tra1n1ng and 
conscr1ption. 

This po11cy was counterposed to 
the paoifist program of ending .the 
war by end1ng the draft,and to the 
control of conscr1ption by the 1mpe
rialist government by demanding that 
the government finance train1ng 1n 
the military arts in camps wh1ch 
would be under the control of the 
trade unions. The 1dea was to try 
to make a bridge between the level 
of·the masses who saw the neeQ for 
learning how to wage war in an epoch 
of violent upheaval,and the future 
possibility of turning the army 
against the imperialist government. 
It was designed,as well, to ensure 
that no repetitIon of the disaster
ous policy of draft resistance, which 
isolated the radioals of WWI,would 
occur, and had theaddit10nal bene
fit of 1ncreasing the prestige and 
strength of the trade unions as or
ganizations of the working class. 

The present party leadership, 
which would very much like to forget 
that there ever was such a policy, 
has concocted several stories to 
justify its rejection of prole~ 
tarian methods for pacifist ones. 
These stories can be summarized as 
follows: 1) WWII was basically an 
"inter-imperialist war," a.nd con
sequently that tactics of Marxists 
in the period of counterrevolu
tiona.ry colonial wars must be dif
ferent; 2) the party made an adapt
ation to the backwardness of the 
worlrers; 3) there was no movement 
agalnst conscription, so we simply 
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adjusted our tactics--today things 
are different. There is a certain 
division or-labor on pOints 2 and 3. 
The slicker advocates of the present 
line combine them in a sort of 
"times-have changed" routine,while 
the more vulgar peace-nik elements 
simply olaim that the stupid workers 
led us astray. All these arguments 
and all their variants are false to 
the oore ,. The first is simply the 
grossest kind of petty-bourgeois 
moralistio breast-beat1ng. Even 
when we exolude the question of 
Russia in WWII, we are faced with 
the interest1ng case of it be1ng 
alright for American workers to' 
fight German and Japanese workers 
and peasants, and not alright to 
fight Vietnamese worlcers and peas
ants. Maybe we fought WWII to "de
fend Democracy?" The reality of the 
s1tuation, of course, is that the 
party1s abstentionist policy of 
having comrades at Columbia rather 
than Khe Sanh,has left the sponta
neous GI revolts largely leaderless, 
and has hindered the defeat of US 
imperialism. 

What, was the reality of the situ
ation on conscription in 1940? The 
party did not in 1ts propaganda op
pose the introduction of conscr1p
tion before its adoption, despite 
Significant opposition to a peace
time draft from the "America-First
ers," the radical movement in gen
eral,John L. Lewis and his section 
of the bureaucracy and many plain 
citizens. The draft law of 1940 
passed £Z ~ vote. The OHIO (over 
the hill in October) movement , which 
encouraged mass desertions, spread 
rapidly at first. The party, how
ever, stood firm against all those 
who wanted to go along with the 
crowd, despite the ravings of the 
Shachtmani tes who called our policy 
"social-patrlotic." The party based 
its stand on the clear and lrrecon
cilable posl tion of Trotsky f who was 
largely responsible for the inspi
ration of our position. Trotsky 
sald, "We can't oppose compulsory 
military training by the bourgeois 
state just as we can't oppose com
pulsory education by the bourgeois 
state." This is not an isolated 
quotation but is a good example of 

his thoughts on the question during 
h1s last year. (cf. tvr1 tings of Leon 
Trotslcy: 1939-40). The party leader
ship,of course, not being formal-

. ists, are not at all troubled by 
their departures from Trotsky. 

The Proletarian Mi11tary Polioy, 
nonetheless, was not just dreamed 
up by Trotsky in 1940. It was the 
oontinuation of the line laid down 
by Lenin in his polemios against 
the centrists and reformists ot the 
Zimmerwald movement. Prior to WWI 
the Social-Democraoy had proposed 
the establishment of a people1s 
militia as a means whereby mil~tar
Ism and war could -be prevented •. 
This fantasy of peaoeful substitu
tionalism was destroyed by the shoclc 
of the war. During the discussions 
among the Zimmerwaldists,an alter
native was proposed to this now 
discredited theory. This alterna
tive was--"disarmamentt" Lenin re
reacted Violently to this form of 
pacifist hogwash and in two arti
cles--"On the 'Disarmament r Slo.gan" 
and "The Military Program of the 
Proletarian Hevol ution" ,--demol1shed: 
these idealistic oonceptions of the 
nature of war and sooiety. He 
pointed out that imperialism, not 
weapons, was the oause of war, and 
that the only way to end war was to 
end the system that produced it. 
Consequently proletarian mili tarism 
had to be opposed to bourgeois mili
tarism. As conorete steps to this 
end he proposed the drafting of 
women, the election of officers, 
and, espeoially, the setting up of 
mili tary training under the oontrol 
of workers ,. organizations, as well 
as full civil and economic rights 
for soldiers. He fieroely fought 
against draft-dodging, whether in
div1dual or "mass." Th1s is the 
root of the 1940 adopt10n of the PMP. 

There is no great gap between 
1915 and 1940. This outlook was 
oontinued in the theses on "War and 
the International" in 1934. It was 
clearly stated as a transitional 
demand in the Transitional Program 
of 1938, which says nothin~ about 
"abolishin~ the draft," "capital
ist" or otherwise. What the 
Transitional Program does say 1s 
crystal clear; " ... we must tear 
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from the hands of the greedv'and 
merciless imperialist clique ... ' 
the disposition of the people's 
fate. In accordance with this we 
demand: ... military training and 
arming of worlcers and farmers 
under the direct control of workers r 

. and f9.rmers' committees." In 1940, 
in the "11anifesto on the Imp~rialist 
War and the Proletarian Revolution," • 
this positi9n was further· enunci
ated. Nor was the Pl~ abandoned 
after tpe war, to which it was 
supposedly a subjective reaction. 
In.a 1946 polemic against the 
Worlcers Party (International Infor
mational Bulletin, Vol. VIII,no. 10, 
AU,Q;ust 1946) it was described as ; 
a major difference between the SWP : 
and the Shachtmanites. Even in ~ 

.1948 when conscription was reintro- . 
duced. T!Te advocated the PMP al
though in a rather abstract waVe 
It was not until 1953 that we aban-: 
doned this policY,but we would not . 
vote on this question until 1969. 
(It seems that this puts an inter
esting light on the question of 
"adaptationism." When was the 
working class more social-patri
otic--in 1940 when we adopted the 
PMP, or in 1953 when we abandoned ; 
it? When was the party more suscep-: 
tible to petty-bourgeois pressure--l 
on the eve of WWII t or in the period 
of "NcCarthyite-Fascism?") 

The question of a correct po11cy 
on conscr1ption is no longer a 
quest10n of great urgency for our 
movement. Thebourgeois1e 11ter
ally hungers and thirsts for a 
voluntary army. They must demobi
lize the present army which every 
day threatens them more and more. 
The Gates Commiss10n has shown the 
ruling class that it can be done. 
When they say they want "no more 
Vletnams," they are not lyinp-.". They 
do not; they want more Santo Do-

m1nlSOs t And with a relat1 vel y small, 
cheap, elite, cadre-type army they 
can have them. This,is the signlfl-e 
cance of the experimental TRICAP 
(triple capability) divisions which 
combine armor, airmobile infantry 
and helicopters into juggernauts 
wh1ch are not des1gned for use 
aga1nst students. The ruling class 
says "volunteer army." We say 
"abo11sh the draft." The juxta
position makes it clear that our 
present policy objecti vely supports 
the bourgeoisie in its desires. The 
situation now, as well as all our 
tradItional analysis, demands the 
adopt1on and implementation-rof: the 
Proletarian Military Policy. 

All the party's documents state 
that members will enter the armed 
forces if drafted. What actually 
happens Is something else. A com
rade about to be drafted sends a 
letter to his draft board informIng 
it of his political beliefs and 
affiliations,supposedly to provide 
future legal cover. If this does 
not have the desired effect, then 
it is followed by a press conference. 
and then by a demonstration. After 
all this,if a comrade is indUcted, 
he enters the army as amarked man. 
Evervthing is done, short of any 
illegality,for SWP'ers and YSA'ers 
to avoid their revolutionary duty. 
Trotslry once said. "If the leaders 
seek to preserve themselves,that is 
what they become--dried preserves." 
This practice of the SWP shows its 
total unwillingness to leave behind 
a comfortable milieu and to pene
trate into an arena where the pro
letariat is to be found. The hard 
and difficult work is avoided,just 
as with the unions. It is another 
manifestation,more hypocritical and 
despicable, of the party's w1sh to 
turn its back on the working class. 

THE STALINIST-GANGSTER TACTICS OF THE WORKERS LEAGUE 

LWe publish below the "Open Letter 
to \~orkers' Organizations" of, the 
Commi ttee for Rank and File Caucuses 
(CRFC), its letter to the Nat10nal 
Secretary of the Workers Lea~ue 
(WL), Tim Wohlforth, and the le~f
let, "Youth and the Labor Movement" . 

whose distribution precipitated the .A 
gangster-like behav10r of the WL ~ 
toward CRFC members. 
LThe o;rowing rise of poli tical and 

physical gangsterism by tendencies 
within the broad American revolu
tionary movement, against their 
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political opponents on the same 
side of the class line, should be 
a matter of deep concern' to all who 
consider themselves to be revolu
tionists. 
LAfter the vicious assault on WL 

"Bulletin" salesmen by members of 
. the Movimiento Pro Independencia 

(HPI), armed with knives and lead 
pipes a year ago, the WL appealed 
to "working class, minority and 
youth organizations" to oppose 
"physical attaclrs" on other "work
ing class" tendencies and to sup
port their right "to present their 
views and to sell their literature" 
a~ainst "government or hooligan 
attacks." Its appeal also called 
for the defense of the WL from the 
MPI's charges that it and "Trotsky
ists" in general are "agents of the 
CIA or FBI." We answered its appeal 
by stating our agreement in our 
April, 1971, issue on " ..• the need 
to prevent and condemn- the Stalinist 
gangster tactics, which pWI has 
resurrected from the '30's ..• " 
Lwe then went on to state our con

viction tha.t, " ••• the use of threats 
and physical violence by any mrking 
class tendency against another such 
tendency" is "a confession of poli
tical bankruptcy ••• " 
LThe \'1L had been informed by letter 

of CRFC' s intention to rally support 
for the demonstration at Foley 
Square on March 29th and its desire 
for a CRFC representati ve to address 
the assemblage--a request that was 
ignored. At the demonstration, not 
overly zealous ranIr-and-filers, but 
leaders of the WL not onl.y used the 

. threat of physical violence against 
CRFC members, but in fact did use 
it. Cde. Lowy was twice seIZed by 
the arm. He and others 1-1Tere inform
ed that their leaflets would be 
"torn up" unless the distribution 
was stopped. CRFC members and the 
supporters whom they had brought 
and who had been welcomed until 
then were at this point "expelled" 
from the demonstration. . 
LHaving failed to intimidate the 

CRFe comrades, who calmly continued 
their distribution, the WL leader
ship had its cadre inform the Young 
Socialists (YS) and the polItically 
unsophisticated youth--the majority, 

it seems, had never even heard of 
Trotslcy--that the CRFe leaflet was 
opposed to the demonstration, that 
they were not to read it and even 
went 3:) far as to knock the leaflets 
a.wayt The SWP was similarly treated. 
/The WL, in fitting accompaniment 

to its hooliganism, thus cynically 
continues its "deliberate policy of 
decei vlng the workers movement when
ever it seems convenient or profi t
able," as we pointed out in June, 
1971. Our readers'will recall that 
at a meeting with our delegationat 
the WL headquarters a year ago, 
Wohlforth had threatened one of our 
members "at some distance and in 
the language of the gutter" with 
having "his nose broken if he ever 
returned" there and then denied 
that the incident had occurred. 
/The WL also continues thepractice, 

whi ch we reported 1n our April, 1971, 
issue, of determining "the norms for 
discussion or the rules of conduct for 
meetings" on the basis of its petty
bourgeois' property ri~htst" e.g., 
its headquarters, its demonstration 
The exclusion from-sLdemonstration 
or open meeting ofa T'lorking class 
tendency which supports the purposes 
for which it has been called and, 
even more so, attempts to prevent 
it from distributing leaflets or 
selling literature a.re unprincipled 
acts directly borrowed from the 
arsenal of Stalin's anti-Trotskyist 
campaign. 
/The WL's decision to use Stalinist 

methons against opposing tendencies 
in the revolutionary movement was 
clearly foreshadowed in the third 
installment of Lucy st. John's 
series, "Toward a History of the 
Fourth International" in the 
"Bulletin" of December, 1971, 1n 
which she inveighed against, 

"the rat groups like Spartacist, 
Fender, Marcus, Turner, Treiger, 
IS,. va, etc." (our emphasis) 

/The WL, in using the language of 
hooliganism, serves notice on its 
opponents that it has read them out 
of the revolutionary movement, has 
stamped them, as the Stalinists did 
the Trotskyists in the '30' s, II ene
mies of the working class" and for 
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the very same reason. By ere'oting 
a wall of hatred and physioal vio
lence against other tendenoies, it 
hopes to "proteot" 1ts newly gathered 
"floolr" --reoru1 ted to the YS and v/L 
on the shallowest po11t1cal basis-
from its opponents I 1deas. 
L~arx, In,The 18th Brumaire of 

Louis Bonaparte, corrects Begel's 
remarlt that histor1cal events ocour 
twic.e by adding, "the first time as 
tragedy, the seoond as faroe." The 
Stalin1sts of the ')O's and '40's 
oould hold their members in the 
objeotive condit10ns which then 
obtained, by utilizing the banner 
of October along l>1ith politioal 
and physi oal violence aga1n'st the 
Trotsk.yists. The WL, inattempt1ng 
to use the International Committee 
(IC) and dialectical materialism as 
fetishes along w1 th Stalinist-gang
ster methods, will only repeat its 
hi~tory today as "farce." 
/By aping the conduot at Essen of 

the SocialIst Labour League and 
the Or~anisat1on Communiste Inter-

nationaliste--member organizations 
of the IC now at odds--the WL oon
fesses that it 1s polItically bank- e 
rupt·, that its erratic poli tioal 
line cannot wIthstand a searohing 
examInation, that its members and 
supporters are not able to cope with 
th~ pos1t10ns of 1ts opponents. 
LIt also confesses that the beat1ng 

of Ern1e Tate, of. the Internat10nal 
Narxist Group in England for selling 
a pamphlet orit10al of the SLL and 
its secretary, Gerry Healy, was by 
no means acoidental, Healy to the 
oontrary notWithstanding. 
/We also serve notioe' on the WL 

tFiatwe intend to defend our right 
and that of all other politioal 
tendencies on our side of the class 
line to distribute leaflets and 
sell literature at demonstrations 
in front of its and others head
quarters and at public meeting places. 

/We offer a un1ted front to all 
other working class tendencies 
against the use of gangster tactics 
in the worlrers' movement.7 

CRFC Letter to Worlring Class Or~anizations 

Dear Comrades: April 17, 1972 

Enclosed please find a oopy of a letter sent by our organization to the 
Workers League after an incident on Maroh 29 in whioh members of the CRFC 
were threatened by the leaders of the WL for distributing leaflets at their 
Foley Square youth unemployment demonstration. 

We would appreciate a statement 
of support if you arsree 1dth our 
commitment to a free dissemination 
of ideas between socialist organ
izat10ns. We also enclose a copy 
of the leaflet found so object10n
able by the WL. 

The CRFC is a un1ted front of worlr
ers' organ1zations and worlring olass 
mili tants ooncerned to build ranlr
and-rue caucuses in the trade un10ns. 

The addresses of presently part1ci
patingorganizations are as follows: 

New York Revolutionary Committee, 
98 3rd Ave •• NY, NY 1000) 

Socialist Forum, GPO Box 1948, 
NY, NY 10001 

Vanguard Newsletter. PO Box 67. 
Peck Slip Station, NY, NY 100)8 

Fraternally, 
Malcolm L. Kaufman, Secy-Treas. 

CRFC Letter to Worlrers Leal.!ue National Secretary, Tim Wohlforth 

Dear Comrade: April 2, 1972 

The absolutely barbaric and un
called for behavior exercised by 
your organization arsainst members 
of the Commi t tee for Hanlt and F11e 
Caucuses at your Foley Square dem
onstration last Wednesday, March 

29th, requires on my part an ex
pression of the strongest possible ~ 
objection. .. 

The CRFC supported the general 
goals of your demonstration and 
participated in the march. When 
we sought to distribute copies of 
the leaflet "Youth and the Labor 
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Movement" in a peaceful and non
disruptive manner, a WL marshall, 
on your instructions, harassed and 
physically intimidated Comrade 
Thomas Lowy. Other members of the 
CRFC were similarly menaced and 
were told that they were barred 
from the demonstration. Th1s, 1n 
sp1te of the fact several of those 
threatened belonged to Soc1al Ser
v1ce Employee Union local 371 and 
had accepted an open invitation made 
by Ronold Roberts, a member of your 
organ1zat1on, at a membersh1p meet
ing of that union on 11arch 2 3rd. 

This type of political crime dem
onstrates the sheerest hypocrisy. 
Following serious assaults on sev
eral of your members by the MPI 
(Puerto-R1can Pro-Independence 
Movement) last year, you wrote the 
following in an open letter dated 
12 April and addressed to all "worlt
ing class, minor1ty, and youth or
ganizations," 

"The Workers League proposes ... 
that all organ1zations reject and 
denounce all physical attacks on 
other tendencies in the working 
class movement: that we specific
ally affirm the ria;ht of all ten
dencies to freely present their 
views and to sell their litera
ture; that we oppose all govern
ment or hoo11gan attacks on these 
rights." 

In my capacity as corresponding 
secretary of the then New York 
Branch No.2 of the Socialist Recon
struction I responded to your open 
letter, commenting in part, 

"We stand with you in the be11ef 
that all working class organiza
tions must have the right to 
openly espouse their views, sell 
and distribute their literature, 
and conduct any number of forms 
of a~itational activity. Only 
open discussion and dialogue can 
lead to the development of theory 
and program that can take the 
working class to victory over the 
moribund capitalist system." 

Unlike yourself, however, Comrade 
Wohlforth, we mean what we say. We 

do not support workers' democracy 
for cheap organizat1onal advantage. 
We support 1t as a matter of prin
ciple. The same cannot be said for 
the Workers League; otherw1se the 
Q.rganization would not have engaged 
in cr1m1nal acts sim1lar to those 
that 1t condemned less than a year 
earlier. 

In the same letter quoted above, 
I discussed the origins of po11t1-
cal hooliganism, 

"It 1s hardly acc1dental that most 
of the groups engaging in gang
ster1sm are dom1nated by Stal1n1st 
ideology. The Stal1n1sts' theo
retical bankruptcy and their h1s
tory of betrayal of the interna
t10nal working class leaves them 
w1th a pos1tion that cannot be 
defended through argumentation 
but instead only throug;h physical 
intimidation. Needless to say, 
there is no better proof of the 
shallowness of Stalinist politics 
than their refusal to partiCipate 
in political d1scuss1on and the1r 
frequent resort to v101ence as a 
subst1tute." 

If you object to port1ons of 
our leaflet then the pr1nc1pled 
th1ng to do would have been to cr1 t
ic1ze us publ1cly in your press or 
to have at least engaged us 1n a 
pr1 vate conversation that afternoon. 
But your act10ns can lead us only 
to the same conclusion drawn when 
you were attacked by the Stalinist
influenced MPI. Hool1ganism can 
mean only one thing--confession of 
political bankruptcy. 

It is up to you, then, to clear 
your record and remove any doubts 
as to the integrity and character 
of your organizatIon. An immediate 
apology would demonstrate a return 
to the principles outlined by the 
WL in 1971. We await that apology. 

For workers' democracy, 
Malcolm L. Kaufman, Secy-Treas. 

The continuat1on of the article 
on Ireland will appear in our May 
issue. 
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YOUTH AND THE LAI30R MOVEMEfVT 
Someone once said that you can judge the quality of a society by ~ 

the way it treats its youth. The truth of this can be seen in our own 
country. American society is rotten to the core. And so is its treat
ment of youth. Lousy schools. Education unrelated to real needs. Poor 
recreational facilities. Filthy neighborhoods and housing. Little 
opportunity for advancement. Very high unemployment. Low pay and dog 
worle when jobs can be found. Forced servitude in the war machine. Such 
are the conditions of life of working class youth generally. For blacle, 
puerto Riyan, and Chicano youth, who suffer a special oppression, the 
problems are even more intense--wi th unemployment conservati vel.v estim
ated at sot and higher. .. 

Out of the alienation and despair of such deplorable conditions has 
come an even greater evil--the massive drug addiction of so many brothers 
and sisters. What can be said about a·society that drives its children 
to heroin as a temporary (and often fatal) means of escape? Nothing 
good. There are many reasons for condemning American society, but there 
is no stronger one than what it has done to its youth. 

Condemnation, however, is not enough. The American system must go. 
We must build a new society that will give young people all they need to 
live happy, meaningful lives. But how can we do this? 

The Committee for Hanle and File Caucuses (CHFC), an organization 
of militant trade union workers, believes that the labor movement is the 
key to such a change. The working class has the power to crush the 
American system, talee control of the country I and begin build.ing a new 
society. But rank and file worleers are being side-tracked from this 
power. The trade union bureaucrats (many of whom make as much money as 
corporation executives) tell workers that unions are only concerned with 
the narrow interests of their members--not the working class as a whole. 
These bureaucrats pit blue collar worker against white collar worker, 
employed worker against unemployed worker, black worker against white 
worker, female worker against male worlrer, and young worker against old 
worker. All this is designed to preserve the so-called "American way of 
life". which means the system of oppression and explOitation. These 
bureaucrats are our enemie.s. The labor movement is the key to a new 
society, but these bureaucrats must be driven out of our ranks before 
the key can be used to unlock the door. 

This 1s what the CRFC is stru~glin~ to do. Our ~oal is to build 
rank and file organizations within all the unions and in all the major 
workplaces of the nation. A struggle against the special oppreSSion of 
black, Puerto Rican and Chicano workers is needed to unify the working 
class as a whole. Racism must be driven from the labor movement and 
society. Decent jobs for all. equal pa.y for equal work, and equal 
opportunity for every worker is what the CRFC is fighting for. By 
organizing the rank and file within the labor movement around these 
demands, we can begin to transform this movement into a force for change • . . . . ., ............................... , ................................... . 

I want to hear more about the Comm"tttee for Rank and File Caucuses 
PO Box 30). New York, N. Y. 10001 e 

1J AME. • • • • • . . • . • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

STREET .............................................. ':II ••••••••••••••••••• 

CITY .......................... STATE ... .................. . ZIP CODE ..•..... 
voluntary labor 
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THE SPARTACIST LEAGUE: 

4t Adaptation to the Radical petty-Bourgeoisie - Part II 

The character of the Spartacist League (SL) as a petty-bour~eois 
formation has long been clear in its continuing failure over several 
years "to meet the criterion of revolutionary practice," as the present 
series demonstrates. 

As we have shown, the January 25th 
meeting at which the Committee for 
Rank and File Caucuses (CRFC) was 
initiated produced additional con
firmation of the SL's nature. It, 
at -that time , rejected the proposal 
of V Ai\lGUARD NEWSLETTER and SOCIALISI' 
FORUM for a transitional organiza
tion to unite workers on the objec
tively necessary class program for 
"the independence of the unions 
from the state" and "an independent 
workers' party based on the ranlt~ 
and-file" in which all organizations 
having agreement with these goals 
would be free to fight for their 
entire pro!Sram. 

Incapable of developing a strategy 
and tactics for the construction of 
a working class vanguard party, the 
-SL responded to our proposal with 
the subjectivism typical of the 
petty-bourgeois milieu, as we have 
shown, concerned solely to pursue 
its "organizational interests in 
the narrowest organizational manner." 

We stated in our -last issue that, 
in correspondence with its petty
bourgeois practice, the SL's theory 
is '" adjusted r II at "critical testing 
points. " 

The issue of Bangladesh and the 
Indo-Pakistani war was one such 
point. At the January 25th meeting, 
the SL's representatives villified 
VANGUARD NEWSLETTER for hav1ng de
ceived its supporters in stating 
that it alone had presented: 

"a consistently revolutionaz:-y 
Marxist position in preparation 
for the 'interbourgeois Indo
Pakistani war." 

" f Worlcers Vang;uard' called for 
revolutionary defeatism" before 
VANGUARD NEWSLETTER, W3 were indig
nantly told. "You are engaging in 
the same sort of fraudulent misrep
resentation 9.S the Worh:ers League!" 

What are the facts? 
A review of our several articles 

on Bangladesh and the Indo-PakiS
tani war from April to December, 1971, 
will prove thatTfle never claimed to 
be the first to raise or to have 
held a monopoly on the slogan. 
fIr-evolutionary defeatism." What 
THe- dld sa.y in December should be 
clear enough except to the willfully 
blind. It is not enough simply to 
raise a slogan! It is necessary to 
prepare the revolutionists and the 
working class beforehand for a ~ 
revolutionary defeatist policy, i.a, 
the proletarian revolution which 
seeks the overthrow of domestic and 
international capitalism. 

We were, of course, aware that 
not only the SL, but also the Inter
national Socialists (IS) and even 
Tariq Ali of· the British Interna
tional Marxist Group (IMG) had 
called for the "revolutionary" 
defeat of both India and Paltistan. 

The IS and lNG, however, were, 
at the same time, calling upon the 
revolutionary Marxists to desert 
the workers for the peasant-guer
rilla Mukti Bahini controlled by 
the Indian army and its bourgeois 
dependents in Bangladesh. The IS's 
"Workers Power" considered the {vlulcti 
Bahini to hold "the key to a revolu
tionary solution." Tariq All raised 
the banner of a "united 80cialist 
Bengal" to be achieved, it seems, 
in a re-edition of the Maoist v1c
tory in China through the peasant
guerrilla struggle. 

And how did the SL respond to the 
d1sorienting voices of pseudo "revo
lutionary" defeatists? By silencel 
The 8L's "Workers Van~uard," it 
seems, was unable to find any space 
in its October and November issues 
to discuss the Paldstani oppression 
of Bangladesh. In December, while 
raising the slogan "revolutionary 
defeatism" for the Indo-Pakistani 
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war, it maintained a dip~omatio 
silenoe on the Mwtti Bahini and 
thus avoided posing the responsi
bilityof revolutionary Marxists to 
remain with the proletariat and to 
win the largely peasant national 
liberation movement to its program. 
The SL's two-paragraph-s£atementcn 
the front page had to be-oompressed, 
it would seem, to malte room for the 
evidently muoh more important photo
~raph of· Indian tanks and troops I 
ts ~rtiole in January 1972, after 

India's viotory over Palristan and 
its oooupation of Bangladesh, took 
an equivooal position toward the 
"loosely knit"MuktiBahinl.,· 

We believe our statement made in 
Deoember 1971, and whioh we now 
repeat, to be entirely valid: 

" ~ •• we have been alone in publioly 
opposing the separation of -the . 
Bangladesh revolutionists from 
the proletariat~ their submer
genoe in the peasant-guerrilla 
movement .••• We instead oalled upon 
them to work to win the national 
liberation movement to their 
banner." 

We Imow of no other organization 
whioh advanoed this position. If 
a more knowled~eable reader should 
find to the contrary, we will be 
pleased to print a oorreotion. 

Our a.rtiole continued, as follows: 

"We oalled for' revolutionary frat
erniZation' and for the use of 
'the a.rtillery of the land ques
tion' against the Pakistani 
'''peasants in uniform.'" 

" We raised the Leninist position 
on the national question, the 
unity of the masses of the oppres
sor and oppressed nations. We 
oalled upon the revolutionary 
Marxists in Pakistan to fight for 
the right of Bangladesh to inde
pendence and to unite it to their 
own 'olass struggle and to the 
land question 1n overthrowing the 
milltary dio-tatorshlp in a social-
1st revolution.' We oalled upon 
the revolutionists 1n Bangladesh 
to raise the need for a 'sooialist 
federation of the entire sub-oon
tinent united bV the international 

sooialist revolution to the ad
vanoed oountries.' We oalled for 
an international work1ng olass 
campaign against the maneuvers of 
both the imper1alists-and the 
counterrevolutionary Stalinists. 

," We oalled, in other wordS, for 
'the Permanent Revolution, a 
so01alist revolution under the 
leadership of the working class 
at the head of the peasant masses 
••• linked to the 1nternational 
sooialist revolution.'" 

We believe that our SLcritlos 
attempted to vulgar1ze and misrepre ... 
-sent our position 1nthe hope that 
they -would thereby obscure the SL's 
political Sy1rielessness toward the 
Muktl Bahin. To have oalled upon 
the revol ut toriary Marxi st s in Bangla
desh, as 1n Pakistan and India. to 
seoure, preserve and restore their 
roots' in the working olass would, 
no doubt, have seemed too "prosaic" 
a task to student radicals as a~st 
the If stirring" siren song of social
opportunists for everyone to ~et 
into the "loosely knit" Mukti Bahini 
~uerr1lla "pool." 

But perhaps the SL's silence was 
not "diplomatic" after all, but only 
a regrettable oversight? An SL
partisan might wrathfully demand, 
"Why do you insist on plaoing the 
worst 1nterpretat10n on the SL's 
unfortunate "omission?" Beoause we 
have wi trtessed other such opportun
istio "omissions" for the "benefit" 
of the student milieu! 

·On the guerrilla struggle led by 
Che Guevara in Boli via, for example. 
In preparation for an article in 
the March-Apr1l 1968 "Spartacist," 
the theory and praotice of the 
ill~tated operation whioh ended in 
Guevara's murder was discussed in 
the SL's politioal bureau. Cde. 
Turner, then a member, had inslsted 
that the prefaoe-to the "Theses on 
Guerr1lla Warfare" state that Guevara 
was an important oomponent of the 
privileged Cu'ban Bonapartlst bureau
crat10 oaste which had risen to 
power on the baoks of the peasants 
over the workers, in addition to 
the other points then be1ng made--' 
the need for "MariI'Sts ... to remain 
... wi th the proletar1at," many guer-
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,rlllasbelng "dedicated, and coura
geous f1ghters." 

James Robertson refusedl Turner. 
it seems, wanted to make it "impos
sible" to reach student radicals, 
T,oTho were at that time--l t is true-
deeply immersed in the cult of 
Guevara. 

ExactlY as in the case of Bangla
desh" the SL avoided saying what isl 
In both cases, it would seem. it
"~djustedll its principles--only a 

LABOR PARTY, OR WORKERS' PARTY? 

"little bit," to be sure--on the 
grounds of the peda12;ogical require
ments 0 f the oh-so important student 
radical milieu. "Adjustments" of 
this sort t no d.oubt, occasion little 
conflict in the SL of today_ 

Another example? The 1968 st 
internal struggle over the imple
mentation of Turner's "Memorandum 
on the Negro Struggle~" 

(to be continued) 

The Committee for Rank and File Caucuses (CRFC), as our readers are 
at'lare, 1s a united front against the anti-Ia.bor offE!nsi ve of ·theruling 
class on a two point progra.m.:, the "independence of the unions from the 
state" and .. }I an independent workers' party based on the rank-and-file. 

VANGUARD NEWSLETTER, one of CRFC's 
founders, ha$'regularlyand often 
called before for a "labor party 
based on the unions." Some of our 
readers may have conol uded that the 
change in the form of this demand 
also represent~' change in its 
essence. Have we not shifted away 
from an independent party based on 
the trade unions to one independent 
of them? We hasten to assure them 
that the "workers' party based on' 
the rank-and-file'" holds exaotl.y 
the ~ meaning for us as the 
"labor party based on the unions." 

Why then was the form of this demand. 
altered? We believe with Trotsky 
that pedagogical adaptation, e.g., 
modification of a slogan to meet 
the psychological requirements of 
workers~ on the basis of a firm 
adherence to principle, is not only 
entirely appropriate, but also 
essential to win them to the revolu
tionary Marxist program and party. 

It has become necessary to change 
the form of the ~abor party slogan 
in order to restore ,and re-emph~e 
the original revolutionar~ quality 
which Trotsky hasimparte to it, 
to differentiate his and our concep
tion of the labor.party from that 
of social-oPP0rtunists, of right and 
left centrist organizations, e.g., 
the Socialist Worlters Party (SwP) 
and the Workers League (WL). 

It should be clearly understood 
that, as a master of the dialectical 
materialist method, Trotsky would 

not and did not conceive of the labor 
party slogan as timeless and eternal. 

, The'main question for him was, would 
the formation of a labor party be a 
step fOT'J'lard for the working class to
ward the. socialist revolution or not? 

In 1932 t Trotslry meant by a "labor 
party," as he stated, a "party of 
·the Tflorking' class," not "a labor 
party in the specific British sense. II 

At that time, he was concerned with 
the poss1b1l1 ty that an "intermedi
ate" party m1ght become a barrier 
to the development of the vansuard 
party. In 1932, 1t shOUld be re
called, the Trotskyists, the Left 
OppOSition, considered themselves 
expelled members of the parties of 
the Commun1st Interna.tional. The 
Communist Party (CP) 1n the US, 1n 
sp1te of the stupidit1es of the 
"th1rd period," numbered several 
thousand. In addition, Trotsky 
foresaw the world crisis of capit
alism maturing at a d1fferent and 
slower rate 1n the US, w1th 1ts 
powerful productive plant. The 
possibility therefore ex1sted that, 
under correct leadership, the CP 
would have had time to w1n the Amer
ican worlring class to its banner. 
Under these c1rcumstances, the labor 
party would have been a backward step. 

In 1938, Trotsky called upon the 
American section of the Fourth 
International to actively work for 
the creation of the "1ntermediary" 
labor party. Why? Because, as the 
influx of workers into the CIa and 
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also the Aft had demonstrated, the 
depression had succeeded in awakening 
the class spirit of the American 
workers, which the CP was to chan
nel into the- "New Deal." 

The movement of the class--the 
objective factor in respect to the 
revolutionary Marxist party, the 
subjective factor--was, however, 
proceeding at a rate far exceeding 
that of the vanguard party by then 
organized as theSlvP. It was nec
essary for the Trotslryists to fight 
for a new form in which revol ution
ary consciousness could be acceler
ated, as required by the objective 
situation-,'if they were not tof·lnd 
themselves in "splendid" sectarian 
isolation. 

What if a labor party in the "Bri t
ish sense," i. e., under the control 
of the labor bt.n-eaucrats, had- elOOrged 
at that time? Would the Trotslryists 
have entered it? It is necessary 
to pose this question in relation 
to the concrete conditions, but as 
Trotsky posed the situation, it 
would have been necessary to be 
"part of the movement." The Trotsky
ists would, therefore, have fought 
within it for a revolutionary per
spective and for a program which 
would enable the' workers to be won 
to a revolutionary vanguard party. 

The growing crisis of world capital
ism is making clear that the present 
epoch is one of "imperialist decay." 
The whip of the capitalist anti
labor offensive under these condi
tlons',in1ieftslfies the- class struggle 
and once again makes the opening of 
a political avenue of struggle, 1. e., 
an "independent party of the working 
class ," a particularly acute question. 

In his discussions on the labor 
party, Trotsky called for the strug
gle for the Transl tional Program as 
the basis for the program of the 
labor party. As Is clear from an 
unfinished article published post
humously, "Trade Unions in the Epoch 
of ImperialIst Decay," he also sa11 
it as the program for "the act i vi ty 
of the trade unions" in ma!ring them 
into "revolutionary trade unions." 

But, as James P. Cannon and Max 
Shachtman also made clear in their 
discussions with Trotsky, neither 
understood how the struggle for a 

labor party could be conducted on 
a revolutionary programmatic and 
nota reformist and parliamentary e 
basis and, therefore, were not able 
to understand how the labor party 
slogan could be' reconciled with the 
struggle for the Trans1tional 
Program in the trade unions. 

For the SWP, even in its revolu
tionary period, the labor party 
based on the trade un!ons~-the slo
gan has been abandoned "at this 
time" for petty-bourgeois Black and 
Chicano nationalist parties-~could 
only come into being through the 
mediation of the left-wing of the 
labor· bureaucracy. The- WL, -which 
~ actively rai se the labor party 
slogan today, also understands it 
in the exact same way as does the 
SWP, as our article,-"War and the 
NPAC Convention" in the July/August 
1971' issue has shown. 

In posing the labor party question 
abstra:ctly, without proposing a con
crete form such asrank-and-file 
caucuses on which to build a labor 
party, this slogan can only be an 
appeal to the labor bureauoracyto 
carry out this task. And in fact, 
the "Bulletin" has euphorically hill
ed all bureaucrats who demagogically 
talk about a labor party in the "Brit
ish," 1.e., in the reformist "sense." 

For ourselves as for Trotsky,the 
struggle for the special transi
tional demand, an "independent 
party of the working class," an 
"independent workers' party based 
on,·the rank-and ... file" or a" labor 
party based on the trade unions"-
whatever formulation is chosen--is 
a constituent part of the struggle 
for a transitional program in the 
trade unions in order to transform 
them into "revolutionary trade unions. " 

We no more seek, than Trotsky 
sought, a vehicle for the labor 
party in one or another wing of the 
"labor lieutenants of the capitalist 
class." We and the other partici
pating organizations of the CRFC 
base ourselves solely on the "rank- a 
and-file" of the trade unions 1n _ 
creating a~ransitional organiza~n 
linked to all the "exploited masses" 
and able to conquer state power 
under the leadership of the revolu
tionary Marxist party. 


