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LABOR BUREAUCRAT-STALINIST CONFERENCES SERVE THE LIBERAL CAPITALISTS 

LCdes. Henry·· A. -Platslty and· Davld 
Fender of V ANGUABD' NEWSLETTER and 
Cde. Malcolm Kaufman of Soclal1st 
Forum represented the Com:rn1 ttee for 
Ramr and File Caucuses (CRFC) at 
the Labor for Peace conference 1n 
St. Louls and at the Emergency 
Election Conference ln Ch1cago. 
LThe former was organized by assort

ed liberal and "left" labor bureau
crats, the latter by Trade Unionlsts 
for Actlon and Democracy domlnated 
by the US Communist Party (CP). 
LCde. Platsky was, for several 

Jears, a member of Youth Against War 
anti Fascism (YA1.JF) and the Worlrers 
World Party (WWP). He was a central 
figure ln the attempt to organlze 
a factton in the t.JWP to oppose the 

stultl1'ytng bureaueratlc regime·of 
Sam Marcy and Vincent Copeland, to 
reexam1ne its adaptationist policles 
to Stalinlsm--first,the Soviet and 
then the Chinese varlants--to the 
Bonapart1st leaders of under-devel
oped countries and to the several 
petty-bourgeols radical movements, 
e.g.,the feminists, Black Panthers 
and "Gay Liberation." 
LHaving arrived at poli tical agree

ment with the perspectives and pro
gram of VANGUARD NEWSLETTER, Cde. 
Platsky joined 1t after reslgnlng ~ 
from the NY Revolutionary Committee 
wh1ch he had helped form after leav-
ing the WWP. He is presently func
tioning as organizer for the NY 
VANGUARD NEWSLETTER Commlttee~ 
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St. Louis: Bureaucrats and Revisionists Maheuver by Henry A. Platsky 

, As VAIJGUARD NE\vSLETTEH predicted in June • the Labor for Peace conference 
reflected the hopes of the liberal wing of the labor bureaucracy to "tie 
the American worleers to the domestic and international policies of the 
'soft' win~" of the rulinQ' class. 

The conference was attended by 
some 900 deleQ'ates--that Is, the' 
"official" representattves of un:ions 
--toa;ether with two or three hundred 
"observers," many of them le~it1mate 
rank-and-file union members who were 
allowed,to neither vote nor speak 
at the conference without "delegate" 
atatus. As DaVid Livingston,Secre
tary-Treasurer of the Distributive 
Workers of Americamad-e clear in his , 
report on the ItStructure of Labor 
for Peace. 1/ this procedure to ensure 
,total rei~n by the labor bureaucracy 
would be followed in the new Labor 
tOT Peace organization'! 

The conference itself was devoted, 
for the most part.to speeches from 
the likes of Jerry Wurf, Internation
al. President of the American Federa
tion of State,County and Municipal 
Employees (AFSCi"lE) ,Emil Masey. Sec
retary-Treasurer of the Urii ted Auto 
Worleers '(UAW) ,Frank Rosenblum,Bec
retary-Treasurer of the Amalgamated 
Clothing Workers (ACW) and· others 
of this liberal bureaucratic orien
tation. These spealeers generally 
wrapped themselves in the Amerioan 
flag.proclaiming their interest in 
"peace" to be firmly in the inter
ests of "America." Literature gra
tuitously handed out to all attend
ing the conference by the organiz
ers cited in detail the 'various 
assurances by NLF and North Vietnam
ese leaders that the capi tallst $ys
tem in South Vietnam would be left 
intact. The proceedings had the 
definate air of a McGovern campaign 
rally. Without openly endorsing any 
candidate in particular,the bureau
crats made it clear that "dumping 
Nixon" was a priqri ty for Labor for 
Peace. outstanding McGovern sup
porters Mrs. Martfu Luther King and 
Alaskan Sen. Mike Gravel were the 
two guest spealeers at the conference ,. 
This should hardly come as ',11 Bur
prlse to the readers of VANGUARD 
NEWSLETTER. ' 

Of great interest to us iethe 

response of the various· radical 
tendencies,especially those claim
ing to have' a proletarian orienta
tloh, to this event. Only the Com
mittee for Rank and File Caucuses 
(CRFC},supported by VANGUARD NEWS
LETTER and Socialist Forum,came pre
pared 'with a program designed to ex
pose the nature of the conference 
and to provide whatever ranlc-and
tfite worIc ing, class elements there 
were with a concrete strate~y to 
combat the bureaucrats t phony "peace" 
politics. The failure of every ten
dency to either find agreement with 
our proposals or to provide a viable. 
a1 ternative proves ,theirinabili ty 
to provide the type of leadership 
necessary to build'a:revolutionary 
working class party., 

CRFCsent an open invitation to 
'practically all radical tendencies 
to worle 'r,d th us inorgan1zlng a prin
cipled. united ,intervention at the 
conference. Our 'invitation, need
less to say, went unanswered. At 
the conference itself,only the In
dependent Socialists (IS) and the 
Workers League (WL) had come with 
alternatlve proposals of any kind. 
The WL' as' expected direc~ed its 
intervention solely to, the question 
of-theLlabOr-party. Sellers of the 
WL't S "Bulletin" super-aggressively 
hawked i tslatest 'lssue which pro
claimed in bold headlines on the 
front page' the rather' un'startling 
news that the Minnesota AFL-CIO 
had 'threatened to r\ln its own 
statewide candidates. But this 
threat 'had nothing to do with any 
labor 'party sentiment amongst the 
rank-and-file of JlUnnesota's worlc
tng class. Under its misleading 
headline, the ,article referred to 
a statement by'the top' state bureau
crats that they were unhappy with 
the results of the Minnesota Demo
cratic state convention, mostly 
forreactiona~re~sons. e.g., the 
convention adopted resolutions de
crying marijuana laws and restric-
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· tions on homosexuals,and that they 
wanted a platform more directed to
wards' "labor." They mean by this 
ot course,a pro~ram which ~ help 
the bureaucrats to continue to tie 
the' workers more efficiently to the 
capitalist state and its political 
ma.chinery. One would think that the 
"Marxists" of the,WL would under
stand and expcse the cynical ma
neuvers of the labor bureaucrac.y. 
HCl·:ever, armed to the teeth with 
W(.hl.torth r S JI!~thod. the WL sees 
et.:ery bur';)aucratic maneuv~r to the 
left as a "Workers' V1cto:ry",and, 
of course, every subsequent maneu
ver to the ri~ht as a "Great Betray
al! til Th1s is why' one ce.n. read in 
the very same issue of the "Bulletin" 
(July 3) that "the conferen~e /tabor 
for Peaoil was a struggle between 
those foroes in the labor movement 
moving towards a labor party, ex
pressed consciously by the WL, 
against the labor bureaucrats led 
by Emil I~azey ••• ,David Livingston 
••• ,.Harry Bridges ••• , II and then 
read an art1cle unoritically re
porting the oall for a labor party 
by Albert Fitzgerald, Un:' ted Elec,
trical Worlters union prestdent. 
The WL doesn't even bother to men
tion that Fitzgerald was one of 
those who lent his presence to the 
cause of the Mazeys, et. aI, in 
st. Louis. Come Fitzgerald's shift 
to the right and he too will find 
h1~,self on the list of betrayers. 

As usual,the WL's representatives 
would have nothing to do with any 
other tendency at the oonference, 
not even to entering the same room 
to defend their positions. Follow
ing the tradition of their ideologi
cal predecessors in the Stalinist 
movement, they prefer not to defend 
the indefensible. 

The unsavory amalgam of a tendency 
which is IS, on the contrary,. was 
perfectly willing to argue its pro
gram in the open arena,and in fact, 
did so in a "rank-and-file meeting" 
called on the first day of the con
ference in st. Louis, ostensibly to 
plan a united front against the 
'(,ureaucrats. This meeting was 
attended,in the main, by those ele
ments in the student radical move
ment tha.t had "found" their way into 

"labor," usually via the AFSCME. 
teachers unions, or similar white 
collar, semi-professional unions. ~ 

The IS was thus able to operate in 
its own element. It supported the 
"radical" demand that the bureau
crats call a. one-day general strike 
against the war. To make this de
mand even more, unpalatable to anyone 
serious about fighting the bureau
crats. a date was, attaohed to the 
demand. This "set the date" type 
proposal was thought to be very 
mili tant by its originators in that 
it "pressured" the bureaucrats to 
achieve this goal of a general 
strike. Unable to meet these de
mands. IS argued; the bureauorats 
would expose themselves to the rank
and-file as net being serious about 
"fighting ageinst the war." As does 
the WL. the IS sees' its role as 
proving to the rarut-and-file of 
labor that it oan outmaneuver the 
bureaucrats in the process of ma~ 
neuvering with them. In a similar 
manner,the petty-bourgeois ~adicals 
have operated on campus: outmaneu
vering oampus administrations with 
ever-so "radical" demands whioh 
prov~ ever-so effective in winning 
over the hearts of irate stUdents. 
And in fact, this set of demands was 
originated by members of a Madison, 
Wisconsin "union" of part-time stu ... 
dent employees!! 

The IS betrays its fundamental 
confusion and disorientation. With
out a correct strategy or program, 
the IS can only bank on m&ting the 
bureaucrats look bad in order to, 
gain support among the workers. It 
will, no doubt. have a modest suc
cess with this approach to the ex
tent that the worlting class. whioh 
is increasingly seeking alternatives 
to the bankrupt system that exploits 
them, is not under the leadership 
of a revolutionary vanguard party. 
But this is the historic role of a 
centrist party, a party inoapable 
of leading struggles. In order to 
lead struggles, the IS must go to ~ 
the worlters with the truth. It must .. 
explain to the workers why the 
bureaucrats are maneuvering to the 
left and whose class interests these 
maneuvers serve. 

Within this "rank-and-file ll meet-

-
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In~. the comrades representing the 
CRFC opposed the opportunist 18-
supported demands with its own set 
of proposals distributed to all of 
those attending the conference. 
These proposals (reprinted in their 
entirety in the June issue of VAN
GUARD NEW8LETTERunder the headinfS, 
"Rank and File Program to End the 
War,") called on the st. Louis and 
Chicago conferences to: 

"1) Condemn any labor union or 
labor leader endorsing a candidate 
of any of the pro-capitalist war 
parties. 
2) Condemn any labor leader who is 
si ttinss. has sat or who has .in an.v 
wav offered to cooperate 'td th the 
bosses government's paVboards •••• 
3) Call for the building of an in
dependent workers' party based on 
the rank-and-file in all shops •••• 
4} Build for a p;eneral strike of 
labor by organizing strike commi t
tees in the shops to stop all pro
duction and services until tne war 
assal-nst the Indochine'se workers 
and peasants is ended •••• " 

(original emphasis) 

While the IS-supporte4 proposal 
did have a statement opposing all 
Democratic or Republican candidates, 
any mention of building an indepen
'dent labor or workers' party as an 
alternative ·was omitted from the 
final draft of the "ranlt-and-file" 
prop6sal. M6reover, the difference 
between our call for the building 
of a general strilte and the IS pro
posal should be clear. 

The CRFC's program at every point 
counterposed the organization of the 
ranlt-and-file to the bureaucrats in 
,the stru~~le against the war. We 
refused to foster illusions in the 
bureaucrats among the ranlr-and-file 
workers. Revolutionists must be 
intransigeant in clearly distinguish
ing between the Itind of leadership 
the bureaucrats provide and the kind 
of leadership a revolutionary party 
gives. It is by making this dis.tinc
tion that WQ in VANGUARD NE\.,rSLETTER 
will win workers to our banner. 

The IS, unable to break from its 
centrist petty-bourgeois intellectu
al oTientation--i t has been hi,stori-. 

cally unable to break from it as 
far baclt as its former existence as 
the Worlters Party, Max Shachtman' s 
"lea~ue of retreat""';-wants to expose 
the bu~eaucrats a little at a time 
so as not to upset its rather un
stable constituency. It is the 
ideal counterpart to the WL. Both 
seek to make gains wi thin the labor 
movement by presentin~ an opportun-

. ist pro~ram deliberately designed 
to avoid exposing the real nature 
of the labor bureaucracy. The in
evi table results cah be seen by the 
fate that befell these tend.e.ncie.s 
at the St. Louis conference.· Both 
the IS and WL had ·somehow managed 
to'have a few members or sympathi
zers register as delegates. At 
various times, spokespeople for 
these tendencies managed to get the 
floor to present their demand (a 
one-day strllre in the former case, 
t~e labor party in the latter). On 
the floor, these opportunists ada
mantly refused to denounce the 
"labor lieutenants of capital." In-
.stead, they tried to "reason" with 
the bureaucrats, explaining that 
one or the other proposal was in 
the interest of labor. IS spokes
people even "adjusted" to the point 
of dropping other proposals to which 
the "rank-and-file" meeting had. 
agreed and spoke solely on the ques
tion of the one-day strikew 

The bureaucrats easily managed to 
maneuver out of a .commi tment to both 
,proposals while, at the same time, 
claiming sympathy for their contents. 
Harry Bridge s of the West Coast long
shoreman's union, for example, as 
a "responsible" labor leader inform
ed the conference that he could not 
call or endorse a one-day strike 
rd thout first consulting the rank
and-file of his union. This will, 
no doubt, come as a surprise to rank
and-file longshoremen who had noth
ilip: whatsoever to say about the back 
to-work order given by Bridges a:rur
company when the Nixon Administra
tion moved to break their strllre 
earlier this year. Thus, a real 
opportunity to present a program 
which would have advanced class and 
revolutionary consclousnessln the 
unions. to several hundred unionists 
.was abprted by the wavering and oppQr-
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tunism of the centrist tendencies. ed to the function of a party frac-
A b1t to the left of the IS and tion with1n a caucus, but also the ~ 

WLstands the Spartaclst League 'CaL). fact that it-really has no ser10us ... 
Th1s tendency tries to cover up' 'its strateg1c perspect1ve to offer the 
inability to participate 1n the' workers. An organization which 
struggles of the working class under claims to have the only program to 
a blanket of ri tua11st1c and formal- lead the worlrers in struggle and 
ly correct slogans. The SL came to then when confronted with the si tu
St. Louis armedw1th a leaflet cor- at10n wherein it must transform 
rectly exposing the conference and that' pro~ram into a viable, immedi
its purpose. Its leaflet, however. ate strategy can only offer 1ts own 
was designed to w1n points ~ith. and maximal program, betrays itself as 
SL cadre in,the rad1cal 1ntelligen- an1dle' intellectual sect, not seri
sia. The leaflet inveighed against otisl~' 1nterested in involving itself 
th'i CP, WL. etc. but offered nothing in the 'day-to-day struggl~s to win 
to the workers at the st. Louis ou~ class to a revolutionary program. 
conference. When the qU.eSt!9~~~OSe FfnaJ.lY, there is the role of 
wi thin the "ranlt-and~flle~~"ineetlrtg assortea'petty-bOurgeois oriented 
of supporting ei ther th~ f:CBFCqr or tendencies which have 'discov'ered 
the Madison proposals as 'the basis th~tthe Marxist term "exploItation" 
for further discussiort or amendment, ,cah'be used interchange~blywith 
the SL abstained, nelther:speik~ng i'the broader'term "opprassion" in 
nor voting for either prdpos~):fi;::' 'bestowing upon petty-bourgeois rad.-

After the vote ,had"beell'taltetl;fcal:movements, a role equal to that 
the SL, c spoke onc8:ani claimed tor- ot the worlting class in the. revol u
mal agreement with the CHFC' s f'dur-~lod.· The SOQ~a11st, Workers Party 
point proposal as against the Nadi- 'til1<1 ,the Worka'rsWorrd Party, for 
son proposal except on the II princi-, example, had d~lep;at,es ~t 't;l'le Qon
pled" question of •• • of building ference; 'However, they never' said 
caucuses in the unions on the pro~, one word or distributed lfterature 
gram of the "party" linlred by the describing their attitude towards 
"vanguarCf'Part.Y." When this state-,' the conference--an open confession 
ment met with laughter, the SL dele- of political bankruptcy. 
gat ion walked out of the room, end- The opportunist and unprincipled 
'ing their first and only "struggle" nature of the various radical tenden-
at the conference. cieswas additionally Uluminated in 

The SL betrays not only its com- their further adventur~s ~ter i.n St. 
plete inability to understand the Louis and at the Chlcago conference. 
function of a union caucus as oppos-

Chicago; Stalinists stron~-Arm for McGovern by DaVid Fender 

The reformist line of the Communist Party (CP) is presently hinged on 
the building of "people I s movements" and "anti-monoply coalitions" which 
are deSigned to pressure and hold the bourgeois politlcians in check. 

Without these pressure groups, 
according to the CP line; "you can
not trust bourgeois po11ticians." 

The CF's own presidential cam
paign is in no sense an attempt to 
provide the working class with an 
alternative to the bourgeois candi
dates. It is, rather, a gimmick, not 
just to give the CP a left cover 
but to organize these pressure 
~roups as on-going organizations 
ln an attempt to mrure such liberal 
bourgeols poll tlclans like IvIcGovern 

"more responsl ve" to the people not 
only during the election campaigns 
(when·the truck is "pretty fal-" up' 
the hUl) but also between campaigns 
(when the truck roles "right back. 
to where we started from"). It is 
in this way--by giving the bourgeois a 
liberals their support, even if .., 
baolrhandedly--that the CP sees mak-
ing politics "more meaningful" as 
explained by Gus Hall, the CP' s p;en
eral secretary and candldate for 
president. 
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The People's Coalition for Peace 
and Justice and the Trade Unionists 
for Action and Democracy (TUAD) are 
two such coalitions which are con
trolled by the CPo And controlled 
they are, as can be seen from the 
recent Emerger.cy Election Conference 
of TUAD held in Chicago July 1 & 2. 

In spite of all the references in 
the CP I S rhetoric about independent 
ranle-and-file action, the Stalinists 
proved yet again at the TUAD con
ference that they have no interest 
in any ranlr-and-file ini tiati ve 
toward the real independence of the 
wor!eing class, and that any such 
initiative will be met by some of 
the most bureaucratic maneuvers, 
equal to anything the trade-union 
bureaucracy itself could come up 
with. 

The Stalinists, after all, have 
had plenty of practice--over 40 
years! In the CP, there has not 
been a semblance of democracy since 
Stalin purged Trotsky and the left 
opposi tiona Stalin and his henchmen 
were able to usurp the leadership 
of the Bolshevik party due to the 
backwardness of the new Soviet state, 
compounded by the weakened position 
of the worIcing class following the 
ci vil l'lar and the temporary set
back of the socialist revolution 
in the rest of the world--especially 
in Germany. Stalin personified the 
bureaucratic growth in the Soviet 
Union which turned the first worlcers' 
state into what we call a degenerated 
T.oJ"orkers' state. The degenerated 
worlcers' state, lilee the trade unions 
in the US, is controlled by a self
seelcing bureaucracy whose main 
concern is to protect its own 
prIvileged interest above all. 

Under Stalin's leadership the 
Communist parties around the world 
were transformed to fit the needs 
of the Stalinist clique in the 
Soviet Union. The needs of the 
proletariat in each country were 
subordinated to the narrow interests 
of the Soviet despots. Revolution
ary working class politics l'lere 
replaced with class-collaborationist 

- politics in order to avoid any 
poli tical upheavals which might en
danger its own privileged bureau
cratic positions. This means, of 

course, nipping in the bud any and 
all initiatives from the rank and 
file. It is for this reason that 
the Stalinists have the most sordid 
record of gangsterism of any ten
dency 1."1 the labor movement, an ex
ample of which they aptly displayed 
at the TUAD conference. 

The CP's major concern at this 
conference seemed to be the National 
Caucus of Labor Committees (NCL0) 
of Lyn Marcus who had mobilized a 
major share of his forces for an 
intervention. While the NCLC's 
polt tical orientation is objectively 
a reformist one--refusing to work 
in the trade union and substituting 
instead the building (especially 
amonR; welfare recipients) of mul ti
class" str1lre support coalitions"-
the NCLC, nevertheless, does not 
support bourgeois candidates lilee 
the CPo For this reason the OP 
attempted to bar this tendency from 
the outset of the conference. At 
the registration desks, names were 
chec1ced against a list of lrnown 
NCLC supporters compiled by the OP. 
Those found to be on the list as 
well as those connected with wel
fare unions plus anybody else who 
indicated in any way that they 
miqht oppose the OP' s class-collab
orationist line, were told that the 
delegation from their state was 
challenging their credentials. They 
were then promptly hustled into a 
small adjoining room--guarded by 
some hefty CP strongarms--where a 
credentials committee meeting was 
supposed to be held. In this way 
the CP tried to weed out di ssidents 
and hold them as if in jail. Most 
of those so entrapped were, after 
some period of time, forced to exit 
by a small window in order to 
escape following a melee at the door. 
One can well imagine from this in
cident what the Stalinists would do 
if they had state power, and what 
they have done where they have us
urped state p01-ver. 

In spite of t11e CP' s best efforts, 
about half of the large NCLC con
tingent managed to get into the 
conference undetected. A floor 
fight soon brolce out over the ques
tion of exclusion durin~ the dis
cussion on the proposed set of rules. 
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The chairma:1 recoo;nized two for and 
tllTO a''''·ainst. Those "against," it so 
happened, :'lere supporters of the 
worlcers Lea~ue who, instead of ad
dressin~ themselves to the princi
pled question of the CP r s exclusion 
in general, plea.ded a case only for 
a few of their own members who had 
been denied admission by merely as
sertin~ that their comrades had been 
excluded because they advocated the 
formation of a labor party. With 
this as an introduction, they launch
ed into a speech for the labor party 
which was promptly ruled out of 
order by the Chair. A vote was 
trucen, and the rules were adopted. 

The next item, the agenda, was 
adopted without discussion contrary 
to the rules which specifically 
stated that: 

"In any debate on a procedural 
motion, the Chair will reco~
nize two spealcers for and two 
against the motion." 

The chairman then proceeded and 
ignored the clamour of about a hun
dred dele~ates for a point of order. 
After a series of attempts to be 
reco~nized, the NCLC supporters 
marched to the front and passivel.v 
allowed them.sel ves to be physicall,y 
ejected by the CP p;oons in spite of 
the fact that the NCLC probably 
out numbered them. 

Such unilateral tactics on the 
part of the NCLC made it impossible 
for anybody else, sympathetic to a 
struggle against the exclusion, 
to play a role in preventin~ the 
NCLC's ejection from the conference. 
Onll a uni ted front effort can pro
tect the rights of all working class 
tendencies against the arbitrari
ness of those who utilize undemo
cratic and hooligan measures 1n the 
workers' movement such as the trade
u~ion bureaucracy, the CP and the 
v;:).rkers League. 

'fhe NCLC should have talcen the 
initiative toward a united front 
in the case of the TUAD conference 
since they had plenty of warnln~ 
that the CP would attempt to exclude 
them. The CP had already opened a 
malicious slander campaign, charq;ina: 
the nembers of NCLC with being "po-

ilce" and "CIA agents," had evicted 
them from a public meeting "open to IA. 
debate and discussion from all ideo- .. 
logical points of view," as well 
as physically attaclced, in an un
provoked assault, two d their mem
bers--putting one in the hospi tal--
for leafleting outside the US Com
munist Party Center for Marxist 
Education in New York City. 

VANGUARD NEWSLETTER repeats its 
principled position of being ready 
to bloc with any working class ten
dency in a struggle against arbi
trariness and hooliganism in the 
worlcers' movement. It is in this 
spiri t the VAl'JGUARD NE~iSLETTER 
joined with Socialist Forum, the 
Spartacist League, NCLC and others 
in piclceting the conference. It 
seems the Socialist Worlcers Party 
did not solidarize itself with 
this demonstration in spite of the 
fact that some of its own sup
porters were excluded. The Workers 
League, as well, in consistency with 
its own arbitrariness and hooligan
ism toward other woricing c1.a.ss ten
dencies (see VM'JGUARD NEWSLETTER 
Vol.' 4, No. 3 and page 93 in this 
issue) refused to participate in 
the protest against the CP r s exclu:... 
sion and even crossed en masse a 
large picket line in order to attend 
the conference on the second day. 
This display of solidarity with the 
CP's actions is even more despicable 
in as much as the Workers League 
attempts to pass itself off as 
Trotslcyist--a tendency that from 
its inception was deeply involved 
in the struggle for woriters' demo
cracy. The Workers League and the 
CP alike cannot defend their ideas 
aq:ainst those of other tendencies, 
and therefore, have no choice but 
to deal with their opponents in an 
or~anizational manner. 

It must be noted that this second 
conference of TUAD was about one 
fourth the size of its founding 
conference (does one really have 
to !!o to a TUAD conference to bu1ld a 
support for McGovern?). Nor will ~ 
the future conferences of TUAD show 
any real growth since the Stalinlst
g~ngster tactics of the CP expose 
it for what it is--not an independ-
ent or~an of the ranl~-and-file. but 
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rather a CP front group designed 
to support "pro~:ressi ve" trsde
union bureaucrats and bour~eois 
liberals like McGovern. Needless 
to say, a real independent rank
and-file movement will sweep such 

frauds in the labor movement into 
the dust bin of history where they 
belon~, and it is with this end in 
mi nd that VAl'JGUARD NEWSLETTER helped 
initiate and participates in the 
Commi ttee for Rank and File Caucuses. 

THE WORKERS LEAGUE TAKES OVER A "PUBLIC" MEETING by Jim Hays 

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

About twenty people who had attend
ed the conference showed up for what 
was advertized as a public meetin~ 
called by the UAw Local 25 rank-and
file committee to be followed by a 
period of discussion. However,they 
soon discovered that the meeting had 
been talren over by a WL goon squad 
which sought to phYSically bar all 
WL pol! tical opponents in the worlr
erst movement. 

The previous day, Nat Mosley, 
chairman of the UAW caucus had per
sonally invited representatives of 
VANGUARD NEWSLETTER, the IS.SL and 
SWP to attend the meeting and take 
part in the discussion. In fact, 
the St. Louis VM~GUARD NEWSLETTER 
Committee and a number of other St. 
Louis socialist groups had tween 
part in three, planning sess1Dns wi th 
the rank-and-file auto workers to 
build the June 25th meeting. At 
these sessions, the WL was ,sharply 
attacleed by Black auto workers for 
"i~norlnp;the racial problems" at 
the GM plant and for trying to 
bureaucratically impose an endorse
ment of the SWP presidential ticieet 
on the caucus. The t'1orleer who had 
demanded a struggle aR;alnst racism 
was also ordered barred from the 
June 25th meeting and from all other 
caucus meetings by the WLt 

When it became clear that the hoo
li~an tactics of the WL could not 
ctop the demand that the practice 
of worlrers' democracy be followed 
at the meeting,aWL representative 
cc.lled in the uni verst ty admini stra
tion and the campus police. The WL 
was prevented from using the police 
CYlly because of their neutralization 
when the university administration 
learned that the room had been re-

served for a public meeting. 
This is not the first time the 

Healyi tes have attempted to use the 
bour~eois state a~ainst their oppo
nents in the labor movement. In 
1966; the Socialist Labour League 
threatened suit in a royal court 
against Ernie Tate, an adherent of 
the United Secretariat of the Fourth 
International,for slander after he 
had been beaten up for selling a 
pamphlet outside one of its meetings. 

Most,if not all,of the auto work
ers in the UAW Local 25 caucus have 
now broken publicly with the WL. 
lVlosleyand other ranlr-and-file auto 
'Workers pointedly' boycotted the St. 
Louis Uni versitymeeting after learn
in'S that the WL was seeking to trans
for~ it into a propaganda show for 
itself in order to create a few pup
pets t\rho would parrot their revision
ist line in the auto industry. 
Blaele auto workers refused to enter 
the meeting after another auto work
er from Detroit was barred because 
of his membership in IS. They have 
all declared their renewed determina
tion to continue to build rank-and
file ~aucuses which will meet the 
real needs of the workinS?; class. 

Faced with the threat of having 
its centrist program exposed by 
trade unionists who had attended the 
Labor for Peace conference, the WL 
transferred "its" shrunken meeting 
to a member's apartment. 

The WL's campaign in the UAW has 
suffered a fiasco because the rank
and-file auto workers would not 
accept the WL's bureaucratic prac
tices,its failure to seriously im
plement its "fiS?;ht racism" slogan in 
the General Motors Assembly Di vi slon 
(G}UW) or its openly expressed de-
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sire for a Woodcoclc or some other 
labor-falter to head the labor party. 
Mosley has publicly accused the liL 
of being "reformist." 

The st. Louis University meeting 
was a fitting climax to the WL oppor-1 
tunist and unprincipled behavior at i 
the Labor for Peace Conference. 1 

Despi te the claims of the WL that ~ 
"the conference marked a new step 1 
forward in the struggle for a brealc 1 
ld th the Democrats," Harold Gibbons, 1 
the conference host. and Jerr,V Wurf i 
of AFSCME, a major conference spon- 1 
sor, have now endorsed McGovern. j 
Only a week before the conferel')ce, i 
.Busch Brewery in st. Louis told the i 
Teamsters union that over 200 of its 
members would be laid off as part 
of an attrition plan. Yet, Gibbons 
failed to pose any prol7,ram to fi~ht 
unemployment or the pay board. 

Each delegate who entered Council 
Plaza was greeted by a "Bulletin" 
salesman or woman shouting "Brother. 
this is truly an historic occasion, 
the lUnneapolis Labor Council has 
declared for a Labor Party!" 

The Minnesota call for a -" third 
partyII.as well as the mutterings 
about a labor party by bureaucrats . 
like UAW Paul Schrade or pro-Stalin-l 

League of Canada was forced to admit 
that the NDP is currently conducting 
a witchhunt against even the mild ~ 
socialist oPPosition contained in 
the Waffle caucus. 

In appeal1ng for the National Farm.· 
ers Organization to take part in the 
formation of a third party,the Min
nesota trade union officials are re
turning to the reactionary utopian 
populist traditions of Robert LaFol
lette and Governor Olson. It seems 
that the WL is now attempting to re
peat the error of John Pepper and 
the Foster-Cannon fa-ction of the CP 
which went hog-wild for a two-class 
"Farmer-Labor party" in 1922-24. As 
Leon Trotsky describes it: 

"The representative of the Comin
tern,Pepper, in order to set the 
'auxiliary mass'--the American 
farmers--into motion at an accel
eratedtempo, drew the young and 
r..,eak American Communist Party onto 
the senseless and infamous adven
ture of creating a IFarmer-Labor 
party' around LaFollette In order 
to overthrow quIckly American 
capitalism." (p. 120, The Third 

International After Lenin) 

ist UE president Fi tzgerald must be ~ As the middle . class ·disorientation 
viewed with great caution by rank- j and hysteria of Wohlforth's follow
and-file worlrers. Firstly, they 1 ers becomes more apparent, they are 
must be seen as attempts to apply ! forced to resort to the worst fea
pressure to the Democratic Party, 1 tures of Stalinist ~angsterism and 
often in behalf of the policies of i slander. Every tendenoy in the 
the IIhard" wing of the ruling class, 1 labor and socialist movements must 
jus.t as McGo.vern threatened to sup- j let them knOT.., that this type of 
port a third party in the interests ~ behavior will not be tolerated in 
of the II softll wing if he didn t t get j the future. 
the nomination at Miami. j ........................................................................................................ .. 

But even if the Minnesota labor- 1 Available through 
fakers move toward a third party. ~ VANGUARD NEWSLETTER 
there are great dangers in a party j 
created by the labor aristocracv. i 
which revolutionary Marxists are 1 
required to expose and fight against. 
Although we will, of course; work 
wi thin such a labor party, we cannot 
be jubilant, as is the "Bulletin," 
over the desire of a Minneapolis 
Labor Council dele~ate for a Cana
dian New Democratic Party (l~DP) to 
help in the construction of a sell
out social Democratic party in the 
US. In fact, the most recent issue 
of the newspaper of the Workers 
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~mo CALLED THE COP 81 

e CRFcr s Ch9.1len~e to the Spartacist and Worlcers LeaQ:ues 

James Robertson. National Secretary 
Spartacist Lea~ue 

Dear Comrade: 

10 July 1972 

On Sunday. July 2nd, members of your or~anization distributed copies 
of a leaflet at Packinghouse Center 1n Chica~o, site of the Emergency 
Election Conference of the Trade Unionists for Action and Democracy. 

The leaflet was entitled "CP /TUAD 
Prepares Betrayal with Mass Exclu
sionf" and made the following char
ges and inferences against the Com
mittee for Rank and File Caucuses, 

" ••• While the CP needs no advice 
on how to carry out the Stalinist 
methods of exclusion, at the Labor 
for Peace Conference last week the 
Stalinophobic WL cowardly excluded 
all other tendencies from their . 
alle~edly 'public' meeting. Dem
onstrating further non-proletarian 
means of struggle, and a complete 
misunderstanding of the Leninist 
theory of the state, the WL and 
CRFC called the cops on each other, 
the WL to guard their meeting, 
the CRFC to open it uP. 

" Some groups and militants.frus
trated by bureaucratic treachery 
or simply seeking a qUic!t road to 
power themselves, use the capital
ist cops or courts to enforce 
'democracy' wi thin the labor move
ment. This is an equally grave 
error. The working class must 
malee and enforce its own decisions 
usin~ the police against any le
gitimate part of the labor move
ment undermines the independence 
of the movement as a whole and 
promotes government interference." 

We find these accusations to be 
a misrepresentation of fact. The 
leaflet is apparently m~eing refer
€:nceto Comrade David Fender and his 
brief exchange with a local member 
of the St. LouisWL organization 
and an indi vidual who was presumably 
the director of the student union 
at st. Louis University. This ex
change followed the failure of the 
WL to allow members of other poli ti-

cal organizations to enter a suppos
edly public meeting on problems in 
the auto industry being held on the 
afternoon of June 25th at the ~tu
dent union. The conversation with 
the director was initiated by the 
WL member who was obviously intent 
upon having what the WL saw as "un
desirables" removed from the build
ing. Comrade Fender entered the 
conversation only when it became 
clear what the WLer had in mind 
and only with the intention of de
fusing the situation and keeping 
both the director and the campus 
securi ty guards. who were observing 
the exchange, out of the affair 
altogether. 

The position of the CRFC and its 
component organizations on the ques
tion of police and bourgeois legal 
interference in the worlcers' move
ment is. the same as that of the SL. 
We are quite aware of the role play
ed by the courts and police in class 
rule society. They are nothing less 
than. a weapon wielded by the capi
talist class against the workers 
and their organiZations. It is 
therefore crucial to keep the work
ers' movement free of compromislng 
entanglements ·wl th these forces. We 
thinlc you will find that the record 
of the organiZations participating 
in CRFC bears out these beliefs. 

The SL seems to be using the same 
tactic as the WL which attacked you 
(along with VNLLVANGUAHD NEWSLETTE1!7) 
in the "Bulletin" of 3 July for com
mi tting the very same transgressions 
of which you accuse us. In both 
cases we find these accusations to 
be transparent subterfuges designed 
to avoid direct dealing with the 
political positions of the tenden
cies inVOlved. 
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Because we believe that the char
~es you have raised a~ainst us are 
of the most serious nature, we t'1ould 
lilt:e to see worker-militants have 
the opportunity to hear all sides 
of the que stion. We, therefore, are 
willin~ to answer your char~es in 
a public forum--tlme and date to be 
set at your convenience. If you 

TimWohlforth, National Secretary 
Workers Lea~ue 

Dear Comrade: 

still stand by the char,ges raised 
in your leaflet, we presume the SL ~ 
will accept our challenge. We shall .
also request the WL to participate 
in the same forum. 

Fraternally, 
Malcolm L. Kaufman, Sec'y •• Treas. 

18 July 1972 

We read in the "Bulletin" of J July the article entitled "Worlters 
League Holds Auto Meeting," which dealt, among other things, with your 
exclusion of other political tendencies from a supposedly public meeting 
scheduled for 25 June at. St. Louis UniverSity. 

In addition to your exclusionist: society. never make it a practice 
acts, which constituted a flagrant i of calling that force against ano
violation of workers I democracy. j thersectlon of the worlti ng class 
the WL accuses a COmpQPEmt organiza - ~ movement with which it holds' differ
tion of the CRFC of "calling in of j ences. We seeltto establish a labor 
the campus guards at st. Louis Uni- ! movement independent' of' the state. 
verst ty' to enforce the fright t of l not orie relia.nt on its coercive arms. 
these centrists to enter the meet- j' Since you have made these public 
ing. 'f Thi s is a complete fabrica- ~ char~es a~ainst us we presume, con
tion. It was the Worlters League j siderinQ.' thelr gravi ty, that you are 
who approached the director of the ~ ready to defend them before worlter
Student Union with the specific in- 1 mill tants. 'We therefore propose a 
tention of having us removed from 1 public forum at which both your 
the building and it was a member of r char,?:es and policy of exclusionism 
the CRFC and VAJ.'JGUARD NEWSLETTER l would be discussed. We areamenable 
't'lho entered the exchange between j to su~gestions regarding time and 

, the WL and the director with the : place. We have also extended the 
specific purp9se of Iteeping both same C?hallenge to the Spartacist 
the director and the campus securlv League which raised similar charges 
guards out of the incident. against our organization • 
. The CRFC and its participating 
organizations, recognizing full well 
the role of police in capitalist 

For worlrer's democracy, 
Malcolm L. Kaufman, Sec'y.-Treas. 

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

lAs a member of VANGUARD NEWSLETTER 
Cde. Owens continues a struggle of 
many years duration for the cause 
of Trotsltyism. 
LAfter eleven years of membership 

in the SWP, he was expelled with 
other supporters of the "Reorganized 
Minority Tendency" under Wohlforth 's 
leadership in 1964 for attempting 
to open a discussion on Ceylon. The 
~anka Sarna Samaja Party (LSSP) of 
Ceylon, then affiliated to the 
Unlten Secretariat of the Fourth 

International, had, at that time, 
joined the bourgeois coalition 
government under Mrs. Bandaranaike. 
/Cde. Owens was even more bureau

cratically and hastily expelled 
from the Workers League, which he 
had helped found, for daring to .. 
raise questions concerning the .., 
ultimatistlc attitudes of its 
le9.dershlp towards the worl{lng 
class. This lack of internal demo
cracy matches the Workers League's 
hool1ganismtoward other tendencles~ 
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1. It 1s true, of course, that the workin~ class has no fatherland-
this can be read in the II Communist j1a.nifesto" written more than a. hundred 
years a-so. 

But the comrades of VANGUARD 1st Front led by the proletariat. 
NE~"SLETTER forget that Trotsky 3. The analysis you make of the 
taught wherea.s the imperialist na-Popular Assembly is false. This Bo-
tion is synonymous with reaction livian Soviet was different from 
and oppression, the national fron- the Russian Soviet of 1905 and the 
tiers of the underdeveloped coun- be~innin~ of 1917 in one concrete 
tries defended assainst the imper1- aspect: the po11tical leadership 
alist centers still playa proq;res- ;Ivas assured, that is, through its 
sive role. Your letter mixes up party. This was because it was 
~en6ral formulations which are cor- formed with a clear program that 
rect with concrete estimations which showed it was marchinl?; towards so-
are mistaken because you do not cialism and a workers' ~overnmento 
start with the reco~nition of the All your other thoughts in this 
enormous difference between the regard have no basis. . 
imperialist center and those na- 4. Are you a political party? We 
tions who are subject to it. This are. This should malce clear that 
can be very dan'!:erous for a revolu- . our basic concern 1s to achieve 
tionary from the Yankee imperialist the Ideolossical and orrsanizational 
center. ~</hen we defend Boli va independence of the worIcing class 
al2,"ainst Yanlcee rapacity, we are from bourgeois tendencies and others. 
fulfillin~ a revolutionary role. In Bolivia one Is not dealing 
Clearly, the revolution in our coun- with the united front of the pro
try will strengthen the world revo- letariat but of the anti-imperialist 
lutionary movement. But what weak- front, because the sharpest problem 
ens us is when American "Trotskyistsn is national oppression by the USA. 
want to appl y mechanicall V to Latin In this struggle the appropriate 
America schemas read In the classics. tactic Is the anti-imperialist front. 

2. Unfortunately, VANGUARD NEWS- And to prevent its miscarriage 
LETTER repeats the absurd accusa- through the 'Worlc of bourgeois lead-
tions of the ultra-left and the ers, we desI~ned it to be revolu-
Pabloi te renegades, common 9;0- be- tionary and to' be lead by the pro-
tweens for the counterrevolution, letariat. It is not true that the 
when you maintaIn that we are sowinlZ' Front which the POR forms a part 
illusions about governments of a of includes partIes which call 
bourgeois or petty boura;eois order. themselves Marxist,but have their 
But It is now decades since the POR roots in nationalism. We do not 
wrote of the perspective of aworlc- mix our f la~s, nor do we .. kneel be
ers t ,?;overnment, arising out of the fore others. We malte others kneel--
limi tations and inability of the those not proletariah--before our 
bourgeois governments to cO!I1plete revolutionary strategy. 
boura:eois tasks. Thi s can be read 5. Have you read the wri tin,Q,"s of 
and thus you should setr1g-ht your Trotslcy on Spain in 1931'1 Not his 
false accusat10ns. But this does worlcs about the Un1 ted States. 
not mean that at all times thepartyFollowin~ what he says we hold tha.t 
irresponsibly should raise the slo- in the present condition~ (oppres
gan of taldnss power, no matter what sion of the country by a military 
the cond1 tions are, which seems to dictatorship and destruction of all 
be the position of the ultra-left. qemocratic rights), it is correct 
The problem arises in ralsin~ the to be~in from the struggle for the 
worlrinrs class forward to this task rule of law, of the riQ:ht of as-
so that it can genuinely complete sociation, etc., comblnin~ it with 
it. The stru~gle a~ainst revlslon- the strug~le for modest social eco
lsm, a,?;ainst Stalinism and the ultra- nomic demands •. To remain within 
left are for thi s purpose., as is the democratic frameworlr? Of course 
also the tactic of the Ant,t-IInpe rial- not, but in 'order to mobilize the 
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masses, to help them' transform 
their passive resistance into active 
resistance and thereby brin~ us 
closer to the taking of power. 

6. If you are revolutionaries, 
you are obll~ated to vigorously 
assist the movement of national lib-

OUR REPLY ---
Dear Comrades, 

eration that is taicing place in Bo11-
via under the leadership of the 
Noricing class. We repeat: we must e 
support the Anti-Imperialist Front. 
To do otherwise, would be to end up 
in the counter-revolution throu~h 
the ~lide of the ultra-left. 

Our duty to defend "underdeveloped countries ••• against the imperialist 
centers" and to assist the dolivian revolution is an inte~ral part of 
our struggle as J\merican Trotsicyists to construct an American section 
of an international working class vanguard party capable of overthrowing 
world capitalism in the epoch of imperialism. 

~'- -.-

It is from this perspective that 
we have criticized the line of the 
POR and the Frente Anti-li:n.P-er1al19ta. 
We by no means disdain your mar
tyrs who, subjectively at least, 
fought and died for the ideas of 
TrotslrYism. Nor can we ignore the 
comrades inside Boliva today in
vol ved in a life and death struggle 
in the underground. 

We are not apologists for any 
political group--justifiers and 
nationalizers have no place in the 
TrotsJ.ryist movement. We do not 
doubt that, subjectively, you wantto 
l11a!ee a socialist revolution in Boli
via. W1at we ree lacking, however, 
in your documents, in "NASAS" and 
in your action is any conception of 
the crisis of leadership wi thin the 
working class. Lora writes in his 
boole Boli via, De La Asamblea Popu
lar al Golpe del 21 de Agosto: 

"The forces in struggle: prole
tariat and ri~ht-win~ mili tarv.o • 
ignored the President of the Re
public and limited themselves to 
preparinl5 for the great encounter 
between themselves ••• Torres was' 
more of a phantom than a reality 
•••. Soon t he masses tooir the ini
tiative and fought to utilize 
Torres against the fascist right.,. 
But how did you intervene in this 

process? Did you not also believe 
that Torres could be utilized? I~ 
as you point out, II ••• the political 
leadership {Of the Asamblea Popula!:7 
was assured •• through lts party [fhe 

pfl)R7,"then it bears a heavy, but 
not the only, responsibility for 
the defeat of the 21st of August. 
Your empiricism led you to bow b~ 
fore the moods of the masses and not 
10 lead the march!1l towards socialism 
and a l'rorlrers' government." 
It is too simplistlc to blame 
defeat on a lacIr of Q;uns. More 
important was the lack of a clear 
revolutionary alternative--lacking 
this, with or without weapons,de
feat is inevitable. There is no 
political "guarantee" of anything 
because you arranged that the wors. 
ing class would have a majority in 
the Asamblea Popular. A majority 
of the working class must be won 
for the socialist revolution, but 
this is why it has to have its own 
independent organs of stru.ggle. The 
taslr of the revolutionary party is 
not, as vou: seem to believe, to urge 
the worleinsz; class on to complete 
the historical process or to func
tion as mere ad vi sers to tHe class. 
As such, even in spite of yourselves, 
you become ad vi sers to the CP and 
the PRIN, Lechin's party, in order 
to pressure them to the left. The 
task of the party is to struggle 
against simple trade-union con
sciousness, to struggle against 
every vestige of reformism which 
may be expressed, as in Bolivia, in 
verbal adherence to "socialism" _ 
and to lead the class to ~ower ra
ther than simply merging with the 
class. Lechln, Torres. and the CP 
must bedestroyed polItically. Can 
you use the Frente Anti ... Tmperi,t;tl '.qt:~ 
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to do thi s? \-Ie say you cannot and 
that in the Frente Anti-Imperiallsta 
you become indistinguishable from 
them. 

Even though empirically you may 
be more active than any other ten
dency,political passivity in rela
tion to the historic process can 
only lead to a separation of theory 
from practice. In an interview 
given by Guillermo Lora to Ruben 
Vasquez Diaz in 1967, during Che 
G~evara's guerrilla campaign in 
bc-l.U via, this separation of theory 
8.nd. practice becomes quite clear. 
Lo~·a states: 

:;Guerrillas without the worIting 
c.1assare nothing. The POR sup
perts unconditionally the guerril
las because it is a logIca). con
sequence of the present si tU?tion 
in Bolivia, but we don't believe 
it is the only way of combating 
the pre sent regime •••• The guerrU
las are not our idea and, as a con
sequence we don't want to domin.ate 
them or dictate to them in any 
way. And our help and support is 
completely 1..r1 thout limits •••• " 

Here we have the essence of "pas
sive radicalism" which has cparac
terized the hi$tory of the PORe We 
do not doubt the POR did ever~rthing 
it could to assist the guerrillas. 
But the POR refused to IIdominate or 
dictate," that is,provide an alter
native leadership to Gueyara. To 
let the revisionists "do their 
thing" is the worst kind of histor
ical passivity. It was, of course, 
correct to support the guerrillas 
against the ruling class but also 
to struggle against their revis~on
ist leadership in order to subordi
nate them to the strategy of working 
class revolution. Lora was ab3tract
ly correct in not comi tting the POR 
to guerrilla warfare. At the same 
time, it is clear from the interview 
that politicallY he caved in to 
Guevara's fait accompli. 

For Leni"t1:"the taslts of revolu
tionaries are: 

tI ••• the elucidation of the tasks 
of revolution as distinct from the 
tasles of· reform, the elucidation 

of revolutionary tactics as dis
tinct from reformist tactics, the 
elucidation of the role of the 
proletariat in the abolition of 
the system ••• " (Proletarian Revo
lution and Renegade Kautsky) 

Instead of clarifying, you mud-
dle these questions. The Frente 
Anti-Imperialista, according to 
your Comrade Escobar writing in 
"Politica Obrera," has a perspec
tive of: 

tI ••• the establishment of a workers' 
government supported by other 
oppressed classes in order to 
complete the democratic tasks of 
a transitory nature that w11l lead 
toward socialist tasks." 

The Frente Anti-Imperialista,Es
cobar claims, is different from a 
uni ted. front in an advanced country 
which w1l1 form a workers'· gov01nnent 
to " ••• flAlfill directly socialist 
tasl~s ." Thl sis the theory of sta
ges,rureand simple--the theory of 
Menshevism, not Trotskyism. 

Another leo.der of the POR, .Carlos 
in a letter to this writer st-ates: 

"\ve do not have an imperialist bour
geoisie but a national one inter
ested in fulflliing the democratic 
tasles. When we deal wi th a strug
gle against imperialism ••• there 
is no reason not to form a front 
with the. national bourgeoisie." 

Russia was also an under-developed 
country" in 1917. Yet the Bolsheviks 
did not propose an Anti-Imperialist 
Front which would talee power and 
then, in proper stabes, fulfill the 
democratic ta.sks and then the so
cialist tasles. You cannot carry 
out the democratic tasks, let alone 
take power, on an abstract program 
of democracy that stands above the 
class struggle. Tx'otslty was quite 
clear on this point. As he stated 
"On the South African Theses": 

"The Bolshevik Party defended the 
right of the oppressed nations 
to self-deter!1lination with the 
methods of E!.2!..0tarian cla?s 
struggle, en~lrely rejectlr~ the 
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chariatan 'antl~inperia~' blocs 
wi th the numerous petty-bourgeois 
'national' parties of czarist 
Russia ••• 

"The Bolshevilrs have always merci
lessly unmasked these parties,as 
well as the Russian Social Revo
lutionaries, their vacillations 
and adventurism, but especially 
their ideological lie of being 
above the class struggle. Lenin 
did not stop hi s intransigeant cri
ticism even when circumstances 
forced upon him this or that epi
sodic, strictly practical,agree
ment td th them. 

"There could be no question of any 
permanent allIance 'tdth them 'un
der'the banner of 'anti-czarism.' 
Only thames to this irreconcilable 
class policy was BolshevIsm able 
to succeed in the time of the re
volution to throw aside the Men
shevlles, the SocIal Revolution
aries, the national petty-bour
geois parties and gather around 
the proletariat the masses of 
the peasantry and the oppressed 
nationall tIes." (tiri tings of Leon 
Trotsky, 1934-35. p. 251-2.) 

Can you square your own poli tical 
actIvity with this cornerstone of 
Trotsley's writings? 

You carry out a polemical struggle 
against the "ultra-left," but do 
not struggle against the CP,Lechin, 
Torres or the "anti-imperialist" 
bourgeoisie which they represent. 

The last refuge of imperialism 
is "ant,l-imperlallst"movements 
led by its unconscious arid con
scious agents. In Argentina, the 
PSIN-FIP (a left-wing Peronist 
group) has proposed the formation 
of a "National Anti-Imperialist 
Front." Its program calls for 
raising "the banners of socialism 
and a t'1orleers and peoples govern
ment." The newspaper, "Politica 
Obrera," correctly points out that 
nowhere do the Peronlsts mention 
the dictatorship of the proletariat 
9.nd that, in fact, they represent 
the interests of a section of the 
industrial bourgeoisie. In many 
under-developed nations there are 
sophisticated sections of the bour
creoisle who will "agree" with the 

basic idea of socialism--aslongas 
it comes about after they're dead. 
In the meantime they are quite 
willing to become simple "'anti
imperialist' forces" and cooperate 
wi th reformists and centrists (such 
as Allende) to carry out such bour
seois tasks as creating an internal 
market and limited agrarian reform. 
The sIlence of the POR on the ques
tion of the left-Peronist front is 
very significant. 

IJhere do you stand on the ques
tion of class struggle as the 
weapon for national liberation 
and on the dictatorship of the 
proletariat? You write often of 
"the leadership'of the proletar..!. 
iat" but not of the supremacy of 
the proletariat over the other' 
classes. Are General Torres and 
your other allies in the Frente 
imti-Imperialista in favor of the 
class struggle approach and do 
they support the dictatorship of 
theproletariat? If so, they 
must clearly agitate for the de
struction of the bourgeois army. 
If not, they must be fought. You, 
evidently, cannot criticize the 
Peronists in Argentina for propo sing 
what you actually do yourselves in 
Bolivia. 

There are t no doubt, many things 
~lTe in VANGUARD NEWSLETTER can 
learn from your struggles. The 
Jmerican working class is largely 
ignorant of the working class in 
Latin America.lve, revolutionaries 
in the heartland of imperialism, 
will ,support unoondl,tionally and, 
materially every struggle for na
tional liberation. But in order 
to win in this final epoch of cap
italism, it must be combined with 
the struggle forthe socialist revo
lution. Let us analyze, criticize, 
and struggle so that in Bolivia 
and the United States we do not con
demn the worlcing class to repeat 
the tragic defeats of the past. 

Earl Owens for 
Vfu~GUABD NEWSLETTER 

In response to Wohlforth' s attacks 
in the "Bulletin," our next issue 
will begin publishing the Communist 
Tendency'S historical document. 
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A HORKER RESIGNS FROM THE SlofP 

e To the Oakland-Berkeley Branch Organizer July 10, 1972 

Last December I entered the Socialist Workers Party because through 
reading the "Militant" and the "ISR" Onternational Socialist Review7 
I became convinced that Trotslry along with Lenin knew how to correctly 
apply the Marxist methods. I still feel that ltlav. 

Today I'm even more of a confirmed 
Marxist than when I entered the party. 

I also entered the party (on the 
major1 typrogram) because the comrade 
mo recruited me had a heal thy atti
tude towards workers arid trade-union 
worlt. ' In other words he was giving 
me a good impression of the party 
wi thoutbreaking disclplTrie.' ,'-

Once I was in the party, I'began 
to have my doubts. The perspecti va 
from inside the party is quite ,dif
ferent than the outside view. 

'True--I erroneously accepted the 
party's position of 'not concentrat
ing it's full force on the trade 
union movement and that the polit
ical conciousness was not yet there. 

I was astounded to find out that 
the branch was not the least bit 
interested in trade-union work. It 
was not interested in me as a worlter 
nor my trade-union aotivities. The 
branch didn't even have a trade
union fraction. That is where you 
started to lose me. 

The party ,sold me on Trotslty, and 
Trotsky oold me on the idea that only 
the industrial proletariat has the 
power for overthrowing the state. 

I learned, from him that a revolution
ary party must stay with the workers, 
under any conditions, even' under the 
oppressive weight of fascism. 

This is not Russia of 1917 or 
China of 1949. This is imperialist 
United States of 1972 and it's going 
to be a lot tougher. 

It" the ruling class in this country 
,gets desperate enough to use fascism, 
cbn't expect the workers to automatic
ally rise up and kick the fascists in 
tt'!eir asses. THE WORKERS MUST BE 
TRAINED AND LED BY A REVOLUTIONARY 
TROTSKYIST PARTY, YEARS IN ADVANCE, 
or they will not be' ready.' . , . 

As I've learned from the Socialist 
Workers Party's mistaltes,mydisagree
ments with the party have increased. 

I agree most closely withtne 
VANGUARD NEWSLETTER. After careful 
consideration, I've decided to re
,sign from the Sooialist Worlters Parv 
and aid the VANGUARD NEWSLETTER in 
carrying out its program. 

·There is not Trotskyist party 
which is capable 'of leading a class 
strugg;le in this country--yet. 

Sincerely, fl'I.H. 

REFLECTIONS ON LEAVING THE SOCIALIST WORKERS pARTY by Ed,d.1 Tullio 

The Revolutionary Party 

Do the memberships of organizat~ons like the Socialist Workers Party 
(SWP) still include some who are in real,.ty loyal, not to the so-called 
"Fourth Internationals" of the epigones they formally support, but to 
the Fourth International of Trotslty? 

It is not very llltely. That Inter
national proclaimed the-piOgram of 
proletarian revolut1on, alone rema1n
ing true to its class and its revolu
tionary heritage; it raised an un
stained banner out of the ashes of 
the historic defeats of the 1920's 
and 1930's for new generat10ns of 
revolutionary worlters . to rally to; 
and it was permeated by the intel-

lectual lntegri ty, poli tical clarity 
and revolutionary experience of Marx
ism. But do any still remain in the 
SWP who have at least the possibili-

'ty of finding their way to Marxism 
--or back to Marxism, in the case 
~f some of the older comrades, and 
of overcoming the supineeentrism 
which betrays the Fourth Internation
al and which has been malting trim-
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mers in stead of revolutionists out 
of them? If there are, they could 
perhaps begin as I did and ask them
selves, "What is required in order 
to create a truly revolutionary 
party?"· for it will soon lead them 
to the roots of their confusion. 

Even the choice of words in that 
question may bother comrades educat
ed in the SWP--"created?" ·Revolu
tionists spealc at times of "buUdlng". 
a party. for a stable organization 
is of course necessary, despite the 
conservatizing routine and bureau
cratic tendencies attendant on any 
organizational form--andwhich must 
be overcome at-critical moments in 

. the life of. a revolutionar.1.>party •. 
as Trotsky explained 1n Lessons of 
October. In that aspect a revolu
tIonary party is "butl t. II But it 
cannot be first and foremost an . 
orgaqlzational apparatus,as dul
lards·who owe their po11t1cal edu
cation to c.entrist "·leaders" of 
right and left varietIes thought
lessly assume. 

Trotslcy wrote in In Defense of 
Marxism: 

"In order to create a revolution-· 
ary party, a granite theoret1cal 
base is necessary, a scientif10 
program,a consistency in poli
t1cal thinking and firm organi-
zat10nal principles. II . 

Contrast that with the SWP' B nar-
row view of "party build1ng" as the 
touchstone of Leninist practice; 
wi th the SWP lea~ers patheti9 heart
fel t conviction that, despite appear
ances, they must represent the 
continui ty of revolutionary leader
ship be~ause through all adversity 
they built the SWP up to its present 1 
numeri cal strength, "bri ck by bri clc, " ~ 
in Cde. Novack's phrase; with the, j 
SWP's exhilaration l\Then it counts . 
its new "recruits" at the conven
tions; and with the SWP' s cont1nual 
babbling about the "need" for 8. 

"mass" party! Contrast the S\oJP' s 
preoccupat1on with its organization
a.l "frameworlt," and the Harxi st i n
sistence, instead, on organiZational 
"principles I" Trotslcy explained 1n 
The Onl.1 Road: 

"The revolut10nary party begins 
wi th an idea,· a program,· which 
is aimed against the most powerf~l 
apparatus of class society. It 1s 
not the cadre which creates the 
idea, but the idea that creates 
the cadre." 

The organizational concerns of 
centrism contradict Na.rxism,mis
educate potential revolutionists, 
and worlr against the formation of a 
truly revolutionary party. No appara
tus can defeat the bourgeoisie and 
iheStalinist bureaucracies, no 
matter how many worirers adhere to it. 
It is the parties that put their 
trust· in the1rorganization and; not 
in the ideas and' program of Marxi sm 
·who will be . crushed , or who will· 
capitulate to save themselves when 
the revolutionary period comes. It 
is "Marxist criticIsm, "Trotsky con
tinues, that "is stronger than any 
and every apparatus." 

Reformist and centrist parties, 
not revolutionary parties, malre ' 
organ1zat1on paramount. The.· master 
class in the last analysis deter
mines the direction of their poli
tics; they construct the1r parties 
on the framewo.rk of bourgeois legali
ty already erected for them; they 
are ooncerned withf1tt1ng into 
society as currently· consti tuted in 
ways that are "possibe." Reformist 
parties thus make their way by the 
opportuneness of the patchwork they 
propose. Centrist parties 111re the 
SWP exi st by similar pat chwo rIc , plus 
memories or revolutiorJ,.ary days long 
gone, arid promises·to tne gullible 
of revolutionary action some time in 
the distant future. Unwilling to ab
sol utely reject the theoretical possi
bility that ev~nts might after all 
compel them to l:elieve the time ripe 
to adopt a revolutionary posture, 
someday, the centrists also accom
pany their promise$w1th occasional 
declamations a~ainst pos1bllism, 
drawing their arguments from Marx1sm, 
in order to distinguish themselves 
from open reformists. 

A revolutionary party can in no 
way be like that. Under any and 
all conditions, in whatever country 
and whatever the tempo of the class 
struggle, revolutionary Marx1sm at 
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all times has-one speoific task in 
the epoch of the death a~ony of 
capitalism that is the essential 
determinant of every tactic and all 
practice: leading the workers in 
tnsurrection at the revolutionary 
moment to the seizure of power for 
the socialist reconstruction of 
society. A party that prepares it
self loTi th that sole purpose in mind 
has the possibilIty of proving it
self truly revolutionary 1n the ac
tual shock of revolution. Centrist 
parties may be capable of "taking 
part in mass movements," "doing 
tr9.de union worlr," and even on occa
sion of adopting formally correct 
political positions, but fail in 
singleness of aim on the decisive 
pOint: relating everything to the 
task of preparing to talre the lead
ership of the workers when they have 
arms in their hands. 

A party shows that it intends to 
prove equal to this task only if it 
selects its cadre and especially its 
leading staff "in the light of revo
lutionary action," as we learn from 
the Lessons of October. We learn 
that the party must view "moments 
of direct struggle," "revolutionary 
commotions" and "unpostponable and 
acute questions" 1n pre-revolution
ary periods as "opportunities for 
the testing of the leading party 
mrmbers." How difficult it is to 
make potential revolutionists who 
are under the influence of centrist 
leaderships understand that "failing 
this criterion, the rest is worth
less!" Yet t.he basic lesson of 
October is precisely that: 

" ••• the entire preparatory worlr is 
of value only to the extent that 
it renders the party and above all 
1 ts leading organs capable of 
determining the moment for an in
surrection, and of assuming the 
leadership of it. For the task 
of the communist party is the 
conquest of power for the purpose 
of reconstructin~ society." 

Ri~ht and Left Centrism 

The right centrist SWP leadership 
tends to maintain a strict silence 
when confronted with these ideas, 

avoiding discussion both in the 
party meetin~ and in private, for 
they are not ready to come out open
ly against Marxism and their own 
revolutionary past. They keep sec
ret their doubts about the validl tj 
today of the "Transitional Proq;ra!n" 
of the Fourth International adopted 
in 1938. In particular, they hide 
their doubt, if not disbelief, 
that the world revolution will 
succeed either under the leader
ship of the Fourth International 
or at all. They would not dream of 
expreeslnf:!' their doubts out loud, 
except perhaps among themselves. 
But the doubts emer~e in the form, 
ror·-example~ of their illusions in 
"world-wide radicalizatlons'~ that 
they are "confident" rdll develop 
"objectively" to the point where 
"the workers will ~et a shot at 
power," with hardly a word about 
the quality of the proletarian lead
ershiprequired for the taslr of win
ninp; victory in the world revolution, 
or identification of that leadership 
with the Fourth International.Their 
naive hope in the Cuban revolution 
was the emergence of the same self
doubt in still a!lother form. One 
reason the right centrists can affoId. 
to a~swer Marxism with considered 
silence within the SWP isthat they 
are fairly sure of the continued 
support of the mass of young comrades 
in the party, who were recruited 
from petty bourgeois movements, are 
sent back into the same movements 
after they have joined the party, 
and who respond favorably to the 
"careers" and sense of belonging 
still in the power of the SWP leader
ship to grant. 

The left centrist "leaders" of tre 
opposition within the SWP also try 
to maintain the same silence at 
party meetin~s as the party leader
ship. They, however, tend to speak 
up in private in order to lreep the 
young comrades they try to attract 
from considerin~ Marxist pOSitions 
on their merits and who, thereby, 
!ll1ght develop political independence 
and hostility towards left as well 
as right centrism. "Marxism ca~not 
be applied mechanically", the left 
centrists say, providin~ a left 
cover for the SWP leadership. "Gi ven 
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the present mentalitY' of the masses,: 
there is no social foundation for 
the kind of party these wild adven-i 
turers are demanding"--it is "un- i 
realistic," "purist," "sectarian," 1 
and "getting ahead of oneself" to 1 
try to make "strictures" out of 1 
what Lenin and Trotsky said in i 
different times. But the truth is i 
the opposite of what the centrists l 
say. 1 

It is the Marxists who base them-; 
selves on a secure social foundation, 1 
and precisely centrism that has no i 
independent social support whatever. l 
As Trotsky explained it in What Next?: ~ 

"Both Marxism and reformism have a 
solid social support underlying 
them. Marxism expresses the his
torical interests of the proleta- 1 
riat. Reformism speaks for the pri- i 
vlleged position of proletarian ! 
bureaucracy and aristocracy within 1 
the capitalist state. Centrism,as i 
we have known it in the past,did i 
not and could not have an indepen-l 
dent.social foundation." I 
The ri.a:ht centrists are much less 1 

nervous and more sure of themselves 1 
than the left centrists in the SWP, l 
because they have consciously turned l 
away from the social support of l 
Marxism toward that of reformism. i 
The SWP leadership exploits the petty 1 
bourgeois milieu at present to accum-l 
ulate human and material resources i 
from that source, which they hope to i 
sell to sections of the labor aristoc- i 
racy and its bureaucrats later on, 1 
along with their own services as ex- i 
perienced poll ticians. The left cen-l 
trists are just inept, and do not 1 
understand. They drift aimlessly i 
between the two main tendencies in 1 
the labor movement, Marxism and re-i 
formism, unable to decide between 1 
one or the other. Hence their pro- 1 
pensity for unprincipled organiza- 1 
tional combinations and their re- 1 
liance on personal ties: these serve 1 
both as substitutes and cover for i 
the political bankruptcy. \ 

The leadership of the left cen- 1 
trist opposition in the SWP organ- ! 
1zed the "proletarian orientation" 1 
tendency on the basis of a tactical 1 
proposAl to orient the SWP almost 1 

exclusively toward the trade unions-
on the same pacifist,feminist and 
nationalist program as the SWP leader. 
ship; and 't'11 th the same trade union 
policy, as opposed to a Bolshevik 
policy. They are therefore not" left" 
because they are "closer" to Marxi sm, 
but because they do not move towards 
reformism as openly. They neverthe
less drift in the same direction the 
SWP leadership swims; towards the 
labor aristocracy. The SWP leader
ship saw this. Hence its patience 
with its left centrist opposition, 
in contrast to its need to rid it
self of its Narxists and its expul
sion of the Communist Tendency. 

The influence of the left centrist 
"leaders" has by now lost much of its 
effect on a few of the comrades who 
honestly-thought they were fighting 
for a "proletarian orientation." But 
that does not mean that these few 
have transcended their past experi
ence and will automatically turn 
tOl'1ards Marxism. Their minds have 
been cluttered up with all kinds 
of nonsense--i t tooit t~IJ'O· or three 
months for these comrades to under
stand even the ABC I s of Leninist prin
ciples of organization, e. g., the 
right of organized dissent in a 
revolutionary party! They merely 
see the political ambivalence and 
the unprincipled and high-handed 
organizational practices of their 
former leaders;they still maintain 
their pathetic desire for recogni
tion by and dependence on the party; 
they are unable to stand on their 
own feet and need to search even for 
some other party, anything already 
constructed w'i th a "tolerable" pro
gram, if not in the United States 
then across the sea, in case the 
St-JP leadership I s patience turns to 
scorn. 

The polemics of the past year wi th
in the SHP have resulted in a growing 
recogni tion of the SlVP I s theoretical 
confusion, revisions of Harxism, 
avoidance of class analysis,and fear 
of principled politics;and also of ~ 
its crass opportunism ,which has led .. 
to the self -corrupting tailing of one 
or another variety of petty-bour
geois revolutionism, and even to a 
tender regard for occasional peni
tent liberalism. There has also 
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been an erosion of the pedestrian 
but rosv optimism that discovers 
"objective processes" malting the S\\1p 
bigaer and bl~~er throu~h radicali
zatlons that just go on gettin~ 
deeper and deeper. C~rtainly the 
reenforcement of bureaucratic ten
dencies and deepening conservatism 
of the SWP is becoming more obvious, 
but it is difficult to develop clear 
views in centrist or~anizations, for 
the function of centrism, as Trotsky 
pointed out, is precisely to blur all 
sharp distinctions and to muddy the 
crystal clarity required for prin
cipled proletarian politics. 

Unless these comrades rietermine to ~ 
base themsel ves- squarelY-on Marxism i' 
and, in the absence of first hand i 
revolutionary experience of their own,! 
specificall yon the di stillation of i 
revolutionary experience and the theo-! 
retical conquests of the creative ! 
Marxists, theywill always be at sea.! 
Periods of self-confidence will al- ~ 
ways be followed by demoralization.! 
They should have learned this during ! 
the past year. Brashly confident, ! 
they attempted to beard the SWP lead-! 
ership from what they considered un-i· 
assailable ground: the SWP must ! 
II go to the w'orlrers!" They found 1 
that, far from being an al ternati ve 
to the SWP leadership, 1'IThich had 
some experience in the labor move
ment, they in actuality relied on 
it to take the concrete steps, but 
that they themselves had not the 
foggiest idea how to proceed, and 
had no answer when the SWP said, 
lIyes, in time, but this is not the 
time." Thus even if they realize 
that the SWP leadership in survi ving 
the reaction after World War II leept 
only a shell of Trotsleyism alive, 
and even it they suspect that the 
workers will need the leernal not the 
shell ,they begin to wonder whether 
the shell after all is not better 
than nothing, and that maybe only a 
shell is really possible in American 
condi tions. What can be done when the 
worlrers are_ politically baclrward? 
This is really a big stumbling block 
for these comrades, but needlessly so. ! 
Txotsky's intervention on just this 1 
question in his Discussions on the 1 
"Transi tion~!. Programll with leaders ! 
of the SWP holds good today and may : 

clar1fy a comrade or two. Trotsje,V 
said, 

"It is a fact that the American 
woricing class has a petty bour
geois spirit, lacks revolutionary 
solidarity, is used to a high 
standard of life, and the mentali
tyof the American working class 
corresponds not to the realities 
of today but to memories of yes
terday •••• What can a revolutionary 
party do in this situation? In 
the first line give a clear honest 
picture of the objecti ve situation, 
of the historic tasles which flow 
fro·n this situation irrespective 
as to whether or not the workers 
are today ripe for this. Our 
tasks don't depend on the mentali
ty of the workers. The tasle is 
to develop the mental1ty of the 
workers •••• we cannot gi ve any guar
antees that they will accept our 
program ••• we can only talce the 
responsibility for ourselves. We 
must tell the workers the truth •••• 
even if this working class doesn't 
sufficiently mobilize its mind and 
strength at present for the social
ist revolution--even in the worst 
case, if this working class falls 
victim to fascism, the best ele
ments will say, 'We were warned 
by thi s party; it llTaS a good party! I 

And a great tradition will remain 
in the working class." 

There is hardly a question relating 
to revolutionary politics that cen
tri sm cannot manage to obscure. Here 
there is time only to indicate a few 
that contribute to the confusion of 
comrades in the SWP specifically. If 
these comrades will read Cde Fender's 
speech to the last SWP convention, 
published in the VANGUARD NEWSLETTER, 
the manner in which the SWP obfus
cates the.organizational principles 
of the democratic-centralist inter
national of Trots.ky will be unravel
ed for them: the SWP practices the 
same "Trotsleyism in one country" 
comrade Healy in England is accused 
of. That same speech will also help 
dispel their confusion concerning 
transitional demands: the SWP el~
vates the cult of democratic slogans 
in order to avoid advanCing transl-
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tional demands without appearing to i 
do so, in effect abandoning the 1 
"Transi tional Program" by not applY-1 
ing it in practice. : 

The Terminology of Centrism 

There is also the concept of "cri t- . 
ical support," which has proven very 1 
effectl ve in disguising the unprin- ! 
cipled politics of the SWP from its . 
own membership. Lately it has been 
used most often in chasing after 
petty-bourgeois formations like La 
Raza Unida Party. It is palmed off. 
as a Leninist "tactic." If one pre-i 
tends to be busy applying Leninist ~ 
tactics in petty-bourgeois forma- 1 
tions like La Raza Unlda, which in : 
itself Is not unprincipled , it then 
becomes easier to brush off as "get
ting ahead of themselves" any who 
insist on finding a way to the pro
letarian vanguard of the super:ei
ploited and oppressed minorities. 
The SWP means by the term simply 
" support," but wi th a role for them
selves. The concept of "critical 
support" is a cover for an inability 
to skillf'uUy advance an independent . 
proletarian policy. But what is an i 
independent policy? That is the ! 
real mystery to the comrades in the i 
SWP. Let them ask, for example, whe- i 
ther the Bolsheviks gave Kerensky i 
"critical support" even against ) 
Kornilov, whose success would have 1 
been a victory for the counter 1 
revolution. The Bolshevilcs did 1 
not. They merely decided that Korn- 1 
ilov had to be fought first and i 
that they would not overthrow ! 
Kerensky just then. So they con- i 
cl uded an agreement wi th Kerens!ry ~ 
against Kornilov. But they consid- 1 
ered it unprincipled to support ) 
Kerensky, never wi thheld their cri t- ~ 
ioisms, fought Kornilov under their i 
own banner, and won support for : 
Bolshevism against Kerensky OY-the 
independent character of their fight 
against Kornilov. That was an inde
pendent policy. 

There is another way the centrists 
manage to keep themselves free of 
the Bolshevik taint: they always 
distinguish between "principled" 
and "tactical" questions, though it 
should be clear that strate~y, not 

"pr1nciple" is counterposed to tac
tics. It is a convenient method of 
effectively disposing of arguments 
that are based on principle, that 
is, on Marxism--on the theoretical, 
programmatic,and practical knowledge 
acqu1red in the past by the revolu
tionary proletariat. The SWP sim
ply assures its dupes that prin
ciples have no decisive bearIng, 
the question at hand is purely 
"tactical" and the best thing is 
to rely on the leadership 'S" lrnow
how" in such matters. It is just 
another disguise for unprincipled 
political practice. 

It will be useful to recall what 
TrotsItyhad to say about strategy 
and tactics in Lessons of October: 

"By tactics, in politics, we under
stand, using the analogy of mili t
ary science, the art of conduct
ing isolated operations. By 
strategy, we understand the art 
of conquest, i.e., the seizure 
of power •••• In the epoch of the 
Second International we confined 
ourselves solely to the concep
tion of social democratic tactics 
•••• parliamentary tactics, trade 
union tactics, municipal tactics, 
cooperative tactics, and so on. 
But the question of combining all 
forces and resources--all sorts 
of troops--to obtain Victory over 
the enemy was really never raised 
••• as the practical task of the 
struggle for power •••• It was only 
the 1905 reVolution that first 
pos~d, after a long interval. the 
fundamental or strategical ques
tions of proletarian struggle •••• 
The great epoch of revolutionary 
strategy began in 1917 •••• The 
questions of the trade union 
movement, of parliamentary activI
ty, and so on, do not dIsappear, 
but they now become Invested 
wi th a new meaning as subordinate 
methods of a combined struggle 
for power. Tactics are sub
ordinated to strategy." 

Can the S\oJP centrists finally 
recognize themselves? Their orien
tation is not to a period of capi t
alist crisis, but as if this were 
still the epoch of the Second Inter-
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national, hence their Social Demo
cratic tactics. For them "the great 

for the proletarian upheaval." 

epoch of revolutionary strategy" 'nle SWP will therefore prove neut-
which began "in 1917," when tactics re, deadweight or an obstacle in the 
became "subordinate methods of a coming revolution, just as the Men-
combined struggle for power, II has sheviks '\'ere because they too could 
ended and will not resume in any not foresee a proletarian upheaval 
foreseeable future. Anyone who enda proletarian revolution. Like 
attempts to introduce the ideas and the MenshevIks, the SWP will turn 
policies of Bolshevism and of the ; out to be the unwitting servant of 
"Transi tional Program" into gather- ~ . "the master class and its lieutenants 
ings of these comrades will there- i lnthe labor movement, and risk be
fore be received as if he or she had 1 coming even 'their conscious agents. 
just dropped in from another planet. [ The revolutionists who still remain 
They reject Bolshevism--precisely 1 in the SWP will have to follow the 
because, in Trotslry's words: .;.: example of those who adhered tothe 

Menshevllrs, who, when the actual 
"Bolshevism is not a doctrine (i.e., l shoclr of revolution finally clar-
not merely a doctrine) but a ! ified them, left the opportunists and 
system of revolutionary training i joined the Bolsheviks. ;' 

THE SPARTACIST LEAGUE: "Revolutionary" Trade Union Posturing - Part IV 

As we stated in our May issue, the implementation of Turner's "Memoran
dum on the Negro Struggle" was a . particularly illuminating demonstration 
of the petty-bourgeois student-radical focus of the Spartacist League (SL) 
and a "related myopia toward the workers" which it continues to demonstrate 
by its oPPosition to the Committee for Rank and File Caucuses (CRFC). 

The lo~ic of its orientation to 
the radical milieu,openly declared 
in the 1968 faction fight, forqed 
the majority to trure up a struggle 
against the position long held by 
revolutionary Marxists that the 
speCial oppression of the Black and 
Spanish-speaking peoples tak~s the 
form in the work-place of super
exploitation. 

In opposition to everything lfhich 
the creative Marxists h$.d written 
to call attention to a phenom~nOh 
by which the ruling class improves 
its rate of profit by paying Iess' 
than the "living wa~e,'r less than 
the "average means of subsistence," 
to the "pariahs. II to the worlrers of 
especially oppressed minorities and 
to their women workers in particular 
as well as to women in general,the 
Robertson-Seymour majority contended 
that the super-exploitation of Blacle 
and Spanish;.;speaking worlrers was only 
a figment of Turner's imagination. 

Thus. in his document "Super-ex
ploi tation and All That" (Spartacist 
League Split), in denying that Blaclr 
workers are "super-exploited in the 
technical sense," Joseph Seymour, 

as spolresman for the SL majority 
also felt constrained to at,tack the 
"Turner hypothesis" as follows: 

" ••• if blactr and white workers do 
in fact,have the same rate of ex
ploi tation, actions which increased 
the relative wages of poorly paid 
black worlrers would result in the 
rate of exploitation of highly 
paid white worlrers being greater 
thari that of blacks." 

Irony itself is disarmed by this 
sample of the scholastic school of 
SL "Marxist" political economyt 

At the last NY local meeting which 
the opposition was to attend, Robert
son finally declared that he too had 
come to believe with Seymour that 
Black and other minori ties were not 
super-exploited. 

Lo and. behold! Eight months later, 
a local SL leaflet entitled "Mike 
Klonsky and Brother Stalin" was re
issued by its national office,pre
faced by an official statement of 
approbation, which recognized the 
exi stence of "Black and other super
exploIted minorities'" We appropri-' 
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ately greeted the SL leaflet in our 
July~ 1969, issue as a "grotesque 
exhl bi tlcn of unalloyed opportunism." 
The reason for the SL's flip-flop, 
as we then also pointed out was that: 

"Unfortunately for the SL, shortly 
9.fter our ouster, e'ver,y organiza
tion on the left, with the excep
tion of the WL (Workers League). 
be'?;an to trumpet 1 ts discovery of 
super-exploi tatton to the heavens." 

The SL has since avoided the use 
of the embarrassing term. "super-ex .. 
ploi tation." in its printed material. 
How·ever. it is our understandinp; that 
Ho bert son has recently informed con
tacts who may have read either the 
SL's "abridged" edition of the fac
tional exchanges and/or our oW'n pam
phlet Spartacist Lea!2;ue Split, that 
the SL organization simply "does not 
agree" ldth Seymouron the issue of 
super-exploitation! The SL leaders 
thus clearly demonstrate that ·they 
share the same contempt for honest 
political .accounting with which 
they have loudly, justly and often 
cha.rged the ~vL. 

The petty-bourgeois quality of the 
SL has been amply demonstrated by its 
trade union theory and practice over 
the years, of which its opposition 
to CRFe is only a component part. 

In December, 1971,"Worlrers Van
.'l'uard" carried the SL's considered 
i udgrnent tttat "the merger of the AFL 
and CIO in 1955 was a reactionary 
development ••• " Following as it did 
the "Cold War" and the ouster of the 
Stalinist-led bureaucracy. the mer
ger T~as, no doubt, motivated in large 
part by narrow and essentially reac
tionary bureaucratic interests. But 
M9.rxists, "scient!fic socialists," 
do not assess a merger of trade 
unions as reactlona:!'y or progressi ve 
on the basis of bureaucratic moti
vation alone, but take into prime 
consideration more fundamental class 
criteria based on ob.1ective factors. 

The SL theoreticians forget that 
in orderto secure their union base 
of pOTo\Ter, the "labor lieuten9.Ylts!l 
of the bourgeoisie must also respcnd 
to the pressure of the membership 
for the maintenance and, in "good ll 

times especially, for improvement 

of their living standards. The 
"lieutenants'.' must. in other lfords, a. 
not only resist the "excessive" .., 
demand s of the wor~rers. but al so of 
the bourgeoisie! 

Negotiations for the AFL-CIO mer
ger began in 1954, the year of the 
post-Korean War recession, and under 
conditions of an anti-labor offen
s! ve by the ruling class. In 19 5L~t 
IIstates had already passed "right 
to work" laws outlawing the closed 
union shop with other states read!' 
to follow suit. In these circum
stances, the labor unity achieved 
must be seen, objebt1vely, as a 
progressive development ~ spite 
of the reactionary misleadership. 
-The leaders of the SL are unable 
to comprehend that which is now 
becoming clearto any serious trade 
unionist: the necessity of uniting 
the 't'J"orlring class in its existing 
org'3.rlizations in the ¥rocess and 
as an Inte~ral-Pa~o the process 
of Gtruggle against the bosses, 
their state ~nd their "labor lieu
tenants." I:Cwould seem that the 
metaphysicians who head the SL 
actually oppose such a unity unless 
and unt il the bureaucrat s offel' 
gua.E.~ntees of greater union democ
racy qr are no longer able to dic
tate the terms of unity. But this 
,means postponing the struggle for 
unity to the eve of the socialist 
revolution! 

On a very similar basis, the SL 
also opposed the formation of CRFC. 
As against our conception that the 
woricing class vanguard party is 
buil t in the process of stru~gle for 
ramc-and-file caucuses, the SL in
sists that "first" the party is 
built; only "then" can caucuses be 
given consideration. Of course! 
The objective requirements of the 
working class are "small potatoes" 
comparedto the narrow organization
al outloolr of a student-oriented 
personality cult, t~hich is, evi
dently, what the SL understands by 
the "party". 

Its t:!'ade union meta~hysics 
originated, Significantly, in the 
Social Services Employees Union 
(SSEU), at that time independent. 
The welfare casewo~kers who belong 
to it are recruited from non-
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specializing college graduates. seriousness with which it performs 
Until quite recently. the SL found trade union work. when the SL found 
WOl"l~ in the SSEU quite congenial that it had more important "fish to 
as, in effect, an extension of the fry" on campus, it unilaterally and 
colle~e campus. In 196B-69. it without a word of warning declared 
unsuccessfully opposed the affilia- the Militant Caucus which it had 
tion of the. at that time, approx- established jointly with its Soci9.1-
imately 9,000 caseworlrers to the ist Forum allies in the BSED to be 
130,000 I!lembered Council 37, Amer- disbanded! 
ican Federation of Bt9.te, County The SL insists that the CRFC mited. 
and Mun1.cipal Employees (AFSCME). front organized on a two-point class 
AFL-CIO, with a high proportion of program: the fight against state 
Blaclt and Bpanish-spealring l'Torkers. control of the unions and for an 
According to the SL. affiliation independent worlrers party based on 
would have undermined the more radl- the ranIr and file, is opportunistic. 
cal character. of the isolated SSEU. CRFC, it seems, does not require 
then in contract negotlatioriswi;th : workers' organizations·andworker 
NYC·.' Tlie nature of the welfare i militants to subscribe to the whole 
caseworlr occupation has made it par- ~ "Transitional Program" as the basis 
ticularlyvu1nerable to. the threat : for joining it and is not, moreover, 
by the Lindsay Adminl'stration, not'<T : under the "leadership" (read control) 
being carried out, to eliminate ! of the "vanguard party" (read BL). 
tho1,lsand s of these jobs, and to re- \ It is, of course, necessary for a 
plac~ t1;1.e profeSSional case't'rcrkers ~ revolutionaryMarxistorganizatlon 
by lOl'J'er';'paid clerical workers. The [ ·tofirsht for its entire pro~ram. The 
.sell-out "contract subsequently nego-i necessity lies in the fact that the 
tiated. by the ineffectual end narroW' i prog.ram is not an article of faith 
bureaucratic Morgenstern leadership iwhich its members are called upon 
is seen by the SL trade lmion theore-i to "witness!!, but represents the 
ticians, not as the frJli t of the ~ immediate and historic interests of 
BSED's isolation, wealrness and vu1-! the worlrin~ class in the present 
nerabi1i ty to attaclr, especially in ~ bb;jectl ve conditions •. The working 
a period of economic downturn, but class vanguard party can play a 
rather of its affiliation as Local decisive role in the historical 
BSEU-371: to .bu:reaucrat GotbaUl!l t s process ,but only 1f '-t has carefully 
Council3? and, thereby, also to" anal.yzed and correctly related to 
the we1fareclerlts Local 1549 with objective factors. As Trotsiry has 
a hlghpropoFt1onof Black and often pointed out,the psychology 
Bpanis.h-spealring workers. ,of the work1ng class, its level of 

Appropriately enough for an organi-i consciousness 'and subjective moods, 
zation which had resisted. a t.~x:nto 'e".g. t read1ness for struggle, 1n
the most exploi ted layers of t.he . decision, apathy, 1s an objective 
working class, the Bt had virtuall.y !. factor for the party as the sub-
19nored the thousands of poorly-..:paid . ,ject1ve factor in h1story. 
clericaL worlrers employed along.side It is above all necessary for 
the higher paid welfare caseworkers serious revolution1sts to recognize 
in NYC's welfare centers. It would that no worlring class vanguard party 
seem .that--unlike the si tuationwi th l..rorthyof the name presentl,y exists 
the radicalized post-campus case- and that it must and can only be 
worlrers--concentrat1on among the . constructed 'in and as part of the 
clerical minority worlrers would l . strug~les of the worIcing class. 
have been a lR8,ste of the SL's time.! Tactics are subordinate to strater! 
These are, after all, the l'ITorkers l and cannot be in opposition to it n 
who Robertson had discovered are 1 any respect. As Trotsky points out 
without a "Weltanschauung, "e world-l in The Third International After 
view. and who, therefore, cannot be 1 Len"'i'!i7 
won to "revolutionary!' politics., at !. 
least of the SL's brand. Also ap- ~ 
propriately and a measure of the ; 

"By the conception of tactiCS is 
understood the system of measure s 
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that serves a Single current task 
or a- Single branch of the class 
struggle. Revolutionary strategy 
on the contrary embraces a combined 
system of act10ns which by their 
association, consistency and growth 
must :lead the proletariat to the 
conquest of power." 

; w<;>rld crisis of cap1ta11sm 1s n(:,w 
~ maturing. American and world capi-
.' t;alist e.cnnnmy 1s enmeshed 1n in- a 
i creasingly sharp and insoluble con- .. 
; tradictions which--whatever temporary 
1 stabl1izatlons and even improvements 
~ may yet take place--canonly lead 
~ to its catas~r0I>ht2. decline and, 
i with it, to an exacerbat ion of intra-

CRFC is a tactic which enables j imperialist rivalries and, also,of 
working class organizations andh~he fundamental contradiction between 
mili tants to unite thelr forces in '~~e capi tallst and non-capitalist 
the trade unlpns and wln new forces i:~,SH~'ctors of world ecrmomy. Lenin f s 
outside them q,y transcending craft ~ jst.rategic characterization of the 
and industrial;' boundaries. by uni t- l 'imperialist epoch, wh1chbegan with 
Ing the organized and unorganized, the 1 ,the turn of the century, as an epoch 
employed anq unemployed, the'worlcing '1 cif ~ and revolutions and Trotsky"s-
elass and other oppressed masses iflTransltlonal Program lt reassert . 
under the leadership of the workin~ i their vital importance for the stra-

I class for the task of beatlnll: baclt i tegy and tactics of the revolut1~n
the current ruling class anti-labor ~ ary Marxists against the Impression-
offensi ve. . . 1 iats of all schools, incl ud1ng so-

At the same time, all ,component j called "Trotskyists. fI, . 

organ1zations of CRFC have full i It 1s on the basis of this pers-
freedom to raise their entire:pro- 1 pective that we see the network of 
gram--provided only that 1t do.s .! r~-and-file caucuses, which CRFC 
not oonfliot with the basio. CRFC ~ was designed to promote, as beooming, 
program--and to oonvince the rank- 1 at a revolutionary: moment and under 
and_file that their program should 1 the ~dersl1!l? of the working class 
become the program of the indiv1dual ,! Leninist a.nd Trotskyist vanguard 
caucuses and of CRFC as a whole.! party wh1ch has been constructed in 
VANGUARD NEWSLETTER intends to fight l the process, the factory committees
for its full transitional program I "dual powertr in the. work place-
within a broad-based rank-and-file 1 and workers' counci:t:'s, leadin~ be
movement and, in th1s process, build j h1nd' the.m the councIls of all the 
the revolutionary--Marxlst, Leninist ~ oppressed--trdual p~wer" in the 
and Trotskyist vanguard party. 1 onuntry--which can then proceed to 

Sectarian ul t Imatums to workers 1 the It conquest of power." 
to first accept the full program of 1 Ne1ther the' 8L nor any other 
the socialist organization before l so-.,called: "Trotskyist" organiza-
they can unite their ranlts in strug- 1 ,ti~p . pas {:beenable to present any
gle for immediate and fundalIlentai i thlng-resembltng-a'ceherehtand 
class needs cannot build the party. ! integral revolutirynary strategy 
can only 1solate the revolut1onists i and t~ctics to our knowledge. 
from the workin~ class and 1mpede i Since' rejecting a turn to the 
the growth of the party. The 8L I s 1 wor~lng class in 1968. the 8L has 
tactlcal Qrientat10n stamps it as ! onll been concerned to dazzle the 
an or~anlzation wh1ch 1s not1n the ~ student-radical milieu with bIts 
least serious about acquirlng roots j and~ pt'ece's of "orthodox" Marxism. 
in the worltlng class and is prlma.r11y i The bankruptcy of its trade· union 
concerned with a worlting class pos- ! line beoomes more apparent even 
ture w1th which to 1mpress students. i to 1 ts own members. It is for 

VANGUARD NEWSLETTER helped found 1 this reason that the 8L leadership 
CRFe as a tact1c wh1ch is Inte~ral ~ finds it increaslngly necessal',V _ 
to its strategy for the "conquest of 1 to try to cover its theoreti(',al 
power." This strategy, In turn, 1s 1 and political nakedness by a 
not der1ved from a myop1c concentra- i greater resort to slander and 
tion on our own nat10nal "turf," but \ personal venom aga1nst CRFC and 
rather from an understanding that a j VANGUARD NEWSLETTER. 


