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A CONTRIBUTION TO THE DEBATE ON INDOCHINA.
THE SWP'S ROLE IN THE ANTIWAR MOVEMENT

by Geoff Mirelowitz, Brooklyn Branch, New York Local

In the course of the present discussion leading up to
the next world congress of the Fourth International, sev-
eral leading comrades in the world movement have raised
serious criticisms of the work carried out by the Socialist
Workers Party and the Young Socialist Alliance in de-
fense of the Vietnamese revolution. Primarily these crit-
icisms revolve around our orientation towards building
a mass action antiwar movement in the United States.

Comrade Germain in his document entitled "In Defence
of Leninism: In Defence of the Fourth International” says,
"... . we wonder whether e. g. in the mass antiwar move-
ment, which the SWP has helped to organize in such an
exemplary way, it wouldn't have been necessary to com-
bine a general unjted front approach toward mobilizing
the maximum number of people for an immediate and
unconditional withdrawal of U.S. troops from Vietnam,
with a more specific propaganda directed to a more limited
vanguard . . . which, incidentally would have helped re-
cruitment among vanguard elements too." (IIDB Vol. X,
No. 4, emphasis in the original.)

Comrade C. Howard, a central leader of the Inter-
national Marxist Group, goes much further. In a report
given to a meeting of the IMG National Committee, Jan-
uary 25-26, 1973, Comrade Howard says, among other
things:

"In our opinion its [the SWP's] primary thrust should
have been to attempt to win over the leftists to revolu-
tionary Marxist positions. (It would be totally incorrect
to imagine that the Weathermen development was. inevi-
table. In our view it was an impatient response to the
political weakness of the antiwar movement.) This would
have strengthened the antiwar movement. Why? Because
without doubt the SWP was the largest. organized force
on the extreme left to participate in the mass mobilizations.
A correct political orientation on its part would have
drawn to its ranks the best politically conscious militants
within the antiwar movement and would have projected
the movement on a broader anti-imperialist trajectory. . . .
. "If large sections of the antiwar movement did not as-
cend from a simple antiwar  consciousness, part of the
blame has to be laid fairly and squarely with the com-
rades of the SWP. Thus their inability to politically ed-
ucate the antiwar movement (except in a wrong and to-
tally negative way against the 'ultralefts') meant that
after the heaviest bombing of the war in December 1972,
NPAC was incapable of an immediate and emergency
mobilisation." (SWP Internal Information Bulletin No. 3
in 1973, emphasis in the original.)

Finally, the most thorough and serious criticism comes
from Comrade Sterne in his document entitled, "The De-
bate on Indochina" (IIDB, Vol. X, No. 7).

This is a wide-ranging- document which covers many
sides of the debate on Vietham from the character of
the Vietnamese leadership, to the nature of the January 27
Paris accords, to the orientation of the organizations of
the world Trotskyist movement towards building the anti-

war movement in the United States, in Europe and
throughout the world. I do not intend to take up every
point raised by Comrade Sterne in his contribution. He
raises many points in which his position is at odds with
the established positions of Trotskyism, in my opinion.
However, I would like to concentrate on a section of his
document in which he criticizes the orientation of the SWP
and the YSA towards, the antiwar movement, entitled,
"Four Criticisms of the SWP.” )

Let me briefly recapitulate the four criticisms raised
by Comrade Sterne.

The first criticism is that the SWP advocated what Sterne
calls the extension of our "NPAC policy" to ‘the entire
world movement.

In his -second criticism Comrade Sterne argues, "The
slogan 'Out Now!' not only became the main slogan
but virtually the only one." (Emphasis in original.) Fur-
thermore, he says of the other demands raised by NPAC
relating to the nature of the Thieu regime, political pris-
oners in South Vietnam, etc., "This theme was present
in the activity of NPAC but was completely overshadowed.”
(Emphasis in original.) ‘

.The third criticism is that the SWP and the YSA aligned
their activity completely with NPAC and carried out no in-
dependent political campaign of socialist explanation
about the events in Indochina. "This" says Sterne about
the SWP, "has generally led it to present the Indochinese
revolution more as a mere struggle for self-determination
than a social revolution, a permanent revolution."

The fourth criticism has two sides. On the one hand
Sterne writes of the SWP, "It did not advance more rad-
ical slogans of its own, and more particularly it has
not advanced a slogan of open solidarity with the Indo-
chinese revolution." He then gaes on to say, "Finally
it has not initiated activities of its own based on its slo-
gans that would have enabled it to draw in part of the
more advanced layers of the antiwar movement. .

The Strategy We Advocated

Comrade Sterne claims that we advocated an "NPAC
policy" for the entire world movement. What we advo-
cated was, and for that matter still is, the general strategy
of building united front coalitions that could organize
mass antiwar actions on a consistent basis. In other
words, we favored an application of the general strategy
of the united front developed by Lenin and Trotsky with
modifications to adapt it to the concrete realities of today.

We did think that all the sections and sympathizing
groups of the International should attempt to carry out
work in defense of the Vietnamese revolution. We did
favor a general approach for the entire world movement
that consisted of three basic parts.

First, we thought antiwar work should be done con-
gistently. In some of the European sections following the
May '68 events in France and the October '68 antiwar
demonstration of 100,000 in England, Vietnam work



was given a low pnorlty for over two years. We opposed
this.

Second, we favored an apphcanon of the general united
front approach described above. -

Third, we favored an orientation towards the masses,
an orientation of trying to build the antiwar actions in
such a way as to involve the largest possible number
of people in action agalnst the war policies of U.S. im-
pehahsm

"In arguing for this basic orientation we specifically
had to argue against the ‘kind of thmkmg put forward
by Comrade Germain in the political report to the De-
cember 1969 meeting of the IEC. In explaining why the
antiwar movement outside the U.S." could not reach and
involve the masses Comrade Germain said, "But ‘in the
reést of the world . . . the antiwar movement in these coun-
tries is not a product of the immediate needs and de-
mands of the broad masses, but a result of a process
of political radicalization of the vanguard. For French
revolutionists, Ttalian revolutionists, German revolution-
ists, there does not exist any possibility of making an
immediate direct contribution to the victory of the South
Vietnamese revolution, except by making an immediate
victorious socialist revolution in their own country. For
them, the key question is' therefore one of inserting them-
selves in the general trend of political radicalization, and
contributing to the maturing and political clarification
of the vanguard.” (International Information Bulletm No
1in 1971, emphasis in original.)

We disagreed with this. We argued that in France, Italy,
Germany and other countries, antiwar actions would make
"an immediate, direct contribution" to the struggle of the
Vietnamese, right now, before the "victorious socialist rev-
olution" in these countries. We said that the key question,
all over the world, was attempting to mobilize the largest
possible mass actlons in defense of the Vletnamese revolu-
tion.

However, we did not attempt to "impose an NPAC pol-
icy" on the world movement, in the sense of mechanically
applying tactics used in the U.S. to other countries. What
we did say was that tactics in each country should be
aimed at building the antiwar movement to be as broad
drid 'massive as possible m the given situations in dif-
ferent countries

Some Factual Errors and Distortions :

Some of the criticisms raised by Comrade Sterne are
either factually incorrect or a complete dxstortmn of what
the SWP and the YSA actually did.

Comrade Sterne says that we did not carry out an
independent campaign of socialist explanation of the events
in Indochina, and explain the dynamic of the permanent
revolution there. That charge is simply false. Throughout
the course of the revolution in Indochina the Socialist
Workers Party has put forward a consistent socialist anal-
ysis every week in the pages of The Militant, International
Socialist : Review, . and- other publications. ‘We have con-
sistently explained the permanent revolution in Vietnam,
that the struggle is both a struggle for national liberation
against imperialism, for the completion of :the democratic
tasks such as land reform, and for socialism. We have
explained that the struggle cannot succeed without over-
throwing capitalism and establishing a workers state.

. Anyone reading the pages of The Militant could not
possibly draw any conclusion other than this: The So-
cialist Workers Party stands completely behind the vic-
tory of the Vietnamese revolution and in support of the
struggle of the Vietnamese masses for national and so-
cial liberation. Nothing about The Militant's coverage
was neutral: It has been a consistent socialist analysis
that continues today and will continue until the complete
victory of the Indochinese revolution.

In the course of analyzing the struggle in Vietnam dnd
putting forward our socihlist position, we in the §WP
have had to polemicize with the Stalinists and othei;s
who claimed that the Vietnamese revolution would’ be
a two:stage revolution. For eéxample, these forces claimed
that the Paris accords represented the victory of the first
stage of the Vietnamese struggle. We had to polémicize
against this view. In opposition to it we explained once
again in the pages of The Militant, of the International
Socialist Review and of the ‘Young Socialist, the dynamlc
of the permanent revolution in Vletnam

This campaign of socialist explanatlon has permeated
the ‘work  of the SWP and thé YSA for many years. In
addition to our regular' publications we have published
several pamphlets on Vietnam. ‘At the inception of the
antiwar movement we sold over: 20,000 ‘copies of "War
and Revolution in Vietnam." Recently; "The Meaning of
the Vietnam- Accords" has been published: For many years
our election campaigns have all addressed themselves
to the struggle in Vietnam as the central issue: In the
past as well as recently we have conducted tours of lead-
ing spokespeople of the SWP and the YSA speaking on
the struggle in Vietnam.

The Nature of the "Out Now" Demand :

In the other criticisms raised by Comrade Sterne there
are several substantive political ‘differences over how to
build a mass action movement in defense of the Vietnam-
ese. One of these differences is over the nature of the de-
mand that we raised in the United States..Although Com-
rade Sterne does not reject the "Out Now" demand com-
pletely, he obviously feels that it is inadequate. He says,
in criticizing our approach, that the SWP "did not advance
more radical slogans of its own . . ." (emphasis in orig-
inal). - -

Perhaps 1t would be - worthwhlle to review the SWP's
analysis of the "Out:.Now" demand: in order to answer
Comrade Sterne's criticisms.

.In the antiwar movement in the U S it is definitely
correct -to say that the SWP and the YSA raised "Out
Now" as the central demand -that should be raised by
the antiwar movement, and as the central demand sup-
ported by revolutionary socialists in concretizing ‘oppo-
sition to the imperialists' war here in the U.S. What are
the reasons for this?

First, the "Out Now" demand is a principled demand
that recognizes the right of the Viethamese to self-deter-
mination. It is clearly aimed directly at the lmpenahsts
in Washington.

Comrade Sterne is correct when he says that we fought
for "Out Now" to be the central demand of the move-
ment. One reason we favored it as the central demand
is because it keeps the fire on imperialism.

Comrade Sterne is also correct when he says in re-



ferring to the political prisoners in the South, "It is the
U. S. however, that in the last analysis bears the respon-
sibility for their fate." That is exactly the point of the
centrality -of the "Out Now" demand. It points the finger
of responsibility clearly at the imperialists in Washington
in such a way that the masses in the United States can
easily understand, and therefore act. That is why, while
raising other .demands such as "release the political pris-
oners,” this was done in the framework of the centrality
of the "Out Now" demand.-

Second, the "Out Now" demand is not a neutral de-
mand. It clearly and unequivocally places all the blame
exactly where it belongs: at the doorstep of the impe-
rialists. It completely rejects the idea that the North Viet-
namese workers state or .the liberation fighters in the
South bear any of the blame. Its thrust is in defense of
the Vietnamese revolution.

Third, the "Out Now" demand is. completely defeatist
in relation to U.S. imperialism. In so many words it
says that the U.S. government should give up its at-
tempt to dominate Indochina in any way. Certainly there

can be no question that if the "Out Now" demand was

met (and it has obviously not been met), that that would
be a defeat for U. S. imperialism.

Finally, the "Out Now" demand was.capable of mobiliz-
ing masses of people in action against U.S. imperialism.
We are revolutionary - politicians. We do not formulate
our slegans according to some abstract schema. In build-
ing a movement against imperialist war we attempt to
tailor our.demands so that they are directed against im-
perialism : and so that they can. mobilize people in action
against, imperialism. The "Out Neow" demand did this.
The fact that hundreds of thousands of people are not
demonstrating today against continued U.S. involvement
in Vietnam is not due to some weakness of the "Out Now"
demand but is rather due to the objective situation that
can not be overcome through changing the demand.

During the course of the antiwar movement we in the
SWP have been involved in many debates over which
demand -the movement should raise. Many of the ultra-
lefts. in this country insisted that we should raise some
other "more radical” demand rather than, or along with
"Out Now." We rejected that proposal. Other demands,
such as "Victory to the NLF,” would not have had the
same radicalizing. effect as "Out Now." The "Out Now"
demand did have a radicalizing effect precisely because
it was capable of bringing people into action against
1mpenahsm

"Victory., to the NLF" expressed a correct sentiment.
However, . it. could not mobilize masses of Amerlcan people
against the government's war policies, and thus would
not actually help the Vietnamese the way the "Out Now"
demand did. )

We supported the "Out Now" demand because it was
effective and principled. We supported it as the demand
of the broad _coalition and we supported it as the de-

mand of the revolutxonary party and youth organiza-.

tion. "Out Now" is the slogan of the SWP and the YSA
just as during World War I "Peace” was Lenin's slogan.

During World War I Lenin and the Bolsheviks had
a defeatist position in relation to the imperialist war be-
ing waged by Czarist Russia and later by Kerensky.
In speaking to the masses of Russian workers and peas-

ants Lenin concretized that defeatist position in the slogan
of "Peace." "Bread, Peace and Land" were some of the
key demands of the Bolsheviks at that time.

_Lenin of course knew that it was not enough' to simply
have the correct political position of defeatism. He rec-
ognized that it was necessary to commumcate that po-
sition in such a way that the masses could easﬂy under-
stand it and therefore be mobilized in action. In order
to moblhze the Russian masses it was necessary to trans-
late the pohtlcal positions of the Bolsheviks into demands
and slogans that were understandable to the masses.
"Peace” was such a slogan, at that time under those con-
ditions. .

Just as the Bolsheviks had a complete program for
the Russian revolutlon, the SWP also has a complete
program for overthrowing 1mper1alism and estabhshmg
socialism in colonial countries such as V1etnam as well
as in the U.S. However, we do not ralse our entlre pro-
gram as an agitational demand. Just as "Peace” was an
appropriate and correct demand for the revolutlonary
party to raise in mobilizing the masses in 1917, "Out
Now" is such a demand at this time.

What Kind of Actions Should We Have Orgamzed?

In addition to questioning the demand supported by
the SWP to mobilize masses agamst the imperialist war,
Comrade Sterne also charges that the SWP has carried
out no independent activities to . draw .in.the "advanced
layers.” What is really behind this charge?

What Comrade Sterne presumably i, gettmg at, is that
the SWP and the YSA should have been building "Support
the NLF" contingents or independent "Support the NLF"
actions. For example, to take an.instance which would
be the most favorable from Sternes point of view, the
contingent .of 10,000 people on November 15, 1969, who
split off from a demonstration. of several hundred thou-
sand and rushed the Justice Department armed with NLF.
flags. This presumably is the kind of action that Com-
rade Sterne, and other leaders of the Mandel Maitan-Frank
tendency think that the SWP and the YSA should, have
organized.

Had we adopted this orlentatlon we would have made
a serious political error that would have affected the entire
development of the mass action antiwar movement in
the United States. Had we put the efforts of the SWP and
the YSA into building these contingents there would have
been no mass demonstrations to. build contingents in!
Comrades Sterne and  Germain do not seem ta grasp
this basic fact. They .think that we could have combined
these two. approaches. The two are mutually exclusive.

Anyone. who is. familiar with the history of the Amer-
ican antiwar movement knows that it- was the interven-
tion of the. SWP and the YSA which kept the movement
on the track of building mass actions. Comrades Sterne
and Germain admit this in their documents. But, this was
done through a fierce struggle against those who attempted
to foist "Victory to the NLF" or. other "more. advanced”
slogans on the antiwar movement, or attempted to divert
it in other ways.

It was no accident:that those who supported the ultra-
left "Victory to the NLF" actions also opposed building
mass demonstrations for "Out Now." Comrade Sterne's
idea .of presumably building both "Victory to the NLF"



actions as well as mass demonstrations is wrong. We
opposed building these kinds of actions whether they were
separate from or "contingents"  .in ‘mass ‘mobilizations
against the war, In either form they were of no value
in building a mass. antiwar movement—they were ob-
stacles to doing that.

These actions or contmgents had no effect other than
to tend to isolate the antiwar -movement from the masses
of Americans. They were of no value at all in drawing
in the millions of working people, Blacks, Chicanos, and
others that the antiwar movement was trying to reach.
They were not even of any value in drawing in Amer-
ican students.

Had we adopted the orientation suggested by Com-
rade Sterne and others there would have been no No-
vember 15, no May events, no April 24, no April 22
as ‘we knew them, as nonexclusive mass actions inde-
pendent of the capitalist parties. There would have been
no consistent mass action movement had it not been for
the intervention of the American Trotskyists fighting to
build and maintain such a movement.

How to Involve the Advanced Layers and Who Are They
to Begin With

Despite the fact that we rejected the orientation sug-
gested by Comrade Sterne and others of the Mandel-
Maitan-Frank tendency, ‘we did involve the most polit-
ically advanced elements in the antiwar movement and,
Comrade Germain's' tactical advice notwithstanding, we
also recruited many of these people to the YSA and the
SWP. -

It is necessary to start by determining who makes up
these "advanced layers" ‘as Sterne refers to them. Appar-
renfly, what we in the SWP have understood to be the
advanced layers of the antiwar movement and the ad-
vanced layers that Comrade Sterne is presumably re-
ferring to, are two different things.

As far as we're concerned, the advanced layers of the
antiwar movement have been those activists who worked
consistently to build mass demonstrations to defend the
Vietnamese revolution. These activists, who numbered in
the thousands, in their ‘overwhelming majority” were for
the victory of the Vietnamese liberation fighters. They
were no less radical or revolutionary than the advanced
layers that presumably Comrade Sterne refers to, those
who split from mass actions and waved NLF flags.

However, the advanced layers that built April 24, that
built April 22, that were the real leadership of the May
events, these real advanced layers understood that the
most effective way to defend the Vietnamese revolution
was to build a mass action movement that could work
to -draw in the masses of Americans who had the power
to reverse the imperialists' war policies. These advanced
layers were those who wanted to involve the masses in
antiwar actions.

But who does Comrade Sterne see as the advanced
layers? Presumably, he sees the ultralefts who had to
be fought tooth and nail every step of the way in the
fight to maintain the antiwar movement. He sees the ultra-
lefts who disrupted mass demonstrations, attempted to
seize the speaking platforms and who then split off from
these mass actions when their attempts were repulsed by
the marshalls who were organized by the action coalitions

which built the demonstrations. He sees the ultralefts who,
as has been clearly proven by the Watergate revelations,
as often as not were infiltrated and sometimes led by
agents-provocateurs. We have had some experience with
these people. They were not in the vanguard. They were
the rearguard. They were obstacles to bulldmg the anti-
war movement.

However, we even involved. the advanced layers that
Sterne is talking about. By fighting against these ultra-
lefts in a consistent and uncompromising way and working
to build the mass actions which they opposed, we even
brought these "advanced‘layers" into many mass actions,
albeit kicking and screaming. We involved the advanced
layers that Sterne sees by fighting them politically, not
by adapting to their incorrect ideas.

We -also recruited from among the real advanced layers
Over half of the present membership of the SWP and the
YSA came from the advanced layers that were made
up of the most consistent fighters against the war. We
also recruited many people from ‘among the advanced
layers that Sterne is talking about, people who initially
dlsagreed with our strategy for building the antiwar move-
ment.

We recruited these advanced layers, of both types, by
winning them to our antiwar perspectives. and to our
revolutionary ‘socialist program. Not by bending our
program or our line in the antiwar movement to their
"concerns" and incorrect-ideas. We do not have one pro-
gram for the masses and another program for the ad-
vanced layers. We have one program. It is oriented to-
wards the masses and based on their needs. On the basis
of that program we win the most advanced elements to
our organization and train them in the Leninist method
of reaching the masses. The intervention of the SWP and
the YSA in the antiwar movement has been an exemplary
example of how to do that.

Did We Tailend or Did We Lead?

Comrade Sterne concludes his section of criticisms of
the SWP with the following paragraph: "Finally, while
the SWP took a leading role in animating the antiwar
movement;, it has remained politically in its wake, in-
capable of meeting the needs of the advanced layers of
the movement.” (Emphasis in original.) oo

Comrade Sterne evidently has difficulty in distinguishing
between the head and the other end of the antiwar move-
ment. The Socialist Workers Party and the Young So-
cialist Alliance have consistently been in the leadership
of the left wing of the antiwar movement. At every step
of the way from the inception of the antiwar movement
we have been in the leadership of those fighting to main-
tain the movement as an independent, mass action move-
ment built around a principled demand. This wasa fight
that continued throughout the course of the antiwar move-
ment. All along the way our strategy’ was challenged
by one opponent after another. All of them at times re-
flected one or another of the arguments raised by Com-
rade Sterne.

We had to fight against those who, from the left, claimed
that the antiwar movement's demands and actions weren't
radical enough. Against these forces we argued that the
antiwar movement was objectively anti-imperialist and
in the interests of the masses of Vietnamese and the masses



' the

of Americans, and that to be effective 1t had to involve
masses of people.

At other times we had to’ ﬁght against those who, from
the right, insisted that the:meovement should call for "Sign
Now" or should support the 7-point negotiating position
of the PRG. (Often thede were the same forces who had
claimed " that the antiwar movement was not radical
enocugh.) Against these forces we argued that U.S. im-
perialism has no' right to"hegotiate anything in Indo-
china and ‘that the antiwar movement has an obligatlon
to point that out and fight-for that concept.

“We also fought against those who wanted to turn the
movement into a vehiele of ‘support for some Democratic
Party politician, ‘who wanted the movement out of the
streets and into . the "mainstream” of capitalist politics.
We fought against those who wanted: to:-substitute small
individual acts of civil disobedience. for mass actions.
We fought against.those, who said the movement could
never invelve GIs. The list. could .go on and on listing
the different battles we waged with political opponents
of -every variety to maintain the antiwar movement as
a mags, action movement that could attempt to involve
the masses of American people.

We -were not left politically in the wake of the move-
ment, . .we were in the leadership of. ‘the movement. We
did not tailend the movement. Tmlqndmg would -have
meant doing what Comrade Sterne suggests we should
have, adaptmg our position to his; "advanced layers
This we refused to.do. We fought . the "vanguard" that
Sterne orients toward every step of the way and the his-
tory of the. antiwar mevement bears out the correctness
of our strategy. ~

We maintained our principled political position because
we had bigger game in mind than Comrade Sterne ev-
idently had. We built the antiwar movement in the way
we did ‘becduse we wanted to ‘involve the masses, the
millions of American working péople with’ the power to
end the war. That's what the SWP was out to accomplish
in the antiwar movement. Not to simply "win over the
leftists" as 'Comrade Howard suggests (although we did
that too as “a result of orienting towards the masses).

‘We were able to help organize some very large ac-
tions involving hundreds of thousands of people although
we did not yet accomplish our ultimate goal of involving
masses of American workers.” However, this prospect of
tens of millions of American people joining the anhwar
actions is part of what hamstrung the ruling class.

" Almost all of the actions the antiwar movement orga-
nized were basically vahguard actions. Even the May
events of 1970, which were mass actions of American
students and did begin to involve other forces, were only
a taste of what we were out to accomplish. Because of
the change in the course of the war, due to the monstrous
betrayal of Méscow and Pekmg, we did not get a chance'k
to actomplish that goal.” However, we think that it was

possible. We think' that it could have happened. However,:
the only way it could have happened was through ‘the
correct political intervention of revolutionary socialists.

In the end this is what the difference with Comrade
Sterne is' all about. We were out to build'a mass anti-
War movement. Comrade Sterne and the other leaders
of the Mandel-Maitan-Frank tendency seem to be onented
in another direction.

June 27, 1973

AR AN’INITIAL EVALUATION OF THE "BREAKTHROUGH" STRATEGY

by Jun Rousey, San Franclsco Branch

‘At the Ppresent the Fourth Internahonal faced ‘with
two roads to chgose from, one of which holds great po-
tential for - senously expanding ‘the mﬂuence of cadres
of the Fourth International over the class struggle on a
world scale, whﬂe the other holds a possrbﬂlty of sendmg

,,,,,

the proletariat to selze power The first is expressed m
the strategy of constructing Leninist parties by use of
transitional method. The second ‘finds ‘expression
in’ various get-rtch-qulck" ‘schemes, most notably the
§ﬁ'a’tegy of guernlla warfare and the tirh to the "few
mass vanguard The present policies of the Europeah
sectiohs of the - ‘Fourth Intematm;nal ‘and’ the majority
of the International Executive Cominittee tend*overwhelm-

ingly' toward (the second directiou.f

Origiris of the Strategy

‘The tendency toward the "breakthrough" solutlon o the
historical problems " of European Trotskylsm, whlch is
faced with the task of overcoming the mass Communist
parties' hegemony in the European working class, was
first expressed in Livio Maitan's "An Insufficient Doc-
ument” where he explained: "But it is only by successesy
or revolutionary struggles at’ the head of a mass move-
ment in one or several countriés that we will be ‘able’to
surmount our difficulties and preseht. contradlctlons (In-
ternational Informatron Bulletin, Discussion on’ Latin
America, page 15:) Weé were 'thus presented with the idea
that ‘all that world Trotskyism needed to solve it§ world



problems . and its organizational difficulties was to break
out of its isolation by suceesses in "one or .several coun-
tries.” We were even informed that "It is a question more
prec1sely of determining in what countries we have the
best chance of a breakthrough and subordinating every-
thing to the elementary necess1ty for a success in these
countries, and even, if necessary in a single country.
The rest will come later.”" (Ibid., p. 15, emphasis added.)
But why was this method necessary? According to Com-
rade Maitan, "The explanation must be sought in the
following direction: on the one hand certain present move-
ments . which are being unleashed, by their very scope
g0 beyond the present possibilities of our restricted or-
ganizations; on. the other hand —and above- all —these
new movements, which are breaking through or passing
over every 'traditional' organlzatlonal framework and
in which the militants often dlsplay a tendency to con-
sider us, too, as a part of the ‘traditional' left, exercise
a powerful attraction in circles where formerly we were
alone or almost alone in speaking a ;evoluttonary lan-
guage.” (Ibid., p. 15.) We are thus urged to place all our
efforts behind a breakthrough in Latin America, or to
be more specific, Bolivia, not on_the basxs of great op-
portunities in the chosen area, but rather because of the
pollttcal backwardness of certain elements in the new youth
radicalization in, theu' identification of Leninism and Trot-
skyism with Stahmsm, and.the fact they have had some
influence in areas. where we have previously done work!
Thls seems at best to be a most fragile logic on which
to launch the Fourth Interna,tlonal into, what is to be
a major turn. This must be characterized as a major
turn, for it is not in the traditions of Trotskyism to pick
one. country seemingly at random as the best place for
a breakthrough. Had the proponents of this method fol-
lowed their own logic at the 8th World Congress they most
assuredly would not have chosen France as the area
where we would make a breakthrough and play a leading
role in a mass youth movement which triggered a gen-
eral strike!

Breaking Through in Latin America

The breakthrough strategy has had a terrible cost in
Latin America. No one would deny that the application
of the line has had a cost far out of proportion /to any
gains. Both the Bolivian and Argentine sections have
suffered heavy casualties and both are now’ operating
clandestinely with all of the danger and massive amount
of time committed to security that that implies. Yet that is
not the limit of the damage this has done to the Fourth
International. Leaving aside the fact that the cadres of
the Fourth International have sacrificed valuable openings
in fields other than guerrilla warfare by following this
strategy, we come to the political positions held and the
tactics employed by the Argentine sect10n, the PRT, and
their eﬂ'ect on the rest of the International. This has con-
tnbuted to a severe disorientation of many comrades on
a series of questions including isolated’ terrorism and
Stalinism

The present tactics of the PRT are an adaptation to
molated terrorism as their political line is to Stalinism.
Yet the members of the International are treated to a de-
fense of the. first and silence on the second by leading
members of the International That the PRT's tactics are
an adaptation to xsolated _terrorism, which is nothing

more than the.other side of the coin to liberalism, is am;
ply illustrated by their recent "exemplary action" agamst
Coca-Cola. We were treated to. the sight of a section of
the Fourth International, demanding one million dollars
from the company, not to swell the coffers of the Inter-
national or.to put out a revolutionary press. (though
that would be no excuse for thig type of action) but rath-
er as a gift to charity! That a section would be engaged
in: activities:.such as this is reprehensible, but that the
majority of the Interdational Executive Committee would
not only not condemn, .but: approve terrorist actions and
attempt to justify them on the basis of out-of-context and
poorly translated quotations from Lenin jndicates a severe
adaptation to ultraleftism. Yet even this pales in com-
parison to the incredible lack of comment on the PRT’
political degeneration. .

‘The PRT has embriced an entire series of ‘Stalinist
parties and ideas. They view these parties and Hot the
International as the way forward. 'To quote from “their
Memorandum on the International: "It is necessary to rée
iterate, so as to leave no room for error, exaggerations
or false illusions, the realistic point of ‘view I upheld at
the congress, that we do not believe in’ the poészb"tlzty of
the fourth International becommg converted intothe ‘in-
ternatzonal rev olutionary party “the need of which we
uphold. We believe that this ‘15 now’ hlstoncally ‘impos-
sible, and that the role of the International, gtantmg the
favorable suppos1t10n that it Becomes' converted intd -a
proletarian revolutionary ‘organization, should be to seek
to construct a new Revolutionary Inteé¥national modeled
after the Leninist Third Intérnational and -based on the
Vietnamese, Chinese, Cuban, Korean and Albanian par-
ties.” (Resolutions of the Fifth Congress of the PRT, In-
ternational Internal Discussion Bulletin, Volume X, No.
5, p. 25, emphasxs added.) Even comrades with differences
on the Stalinist nature of the Vietnamese and Chinese
leaderships can hardly deny the Stalinist character of
either the Albanian CP or the Korean CP. This position
of the PRT is well known to the IEC, but, remarkedly,
the evaluation of Argentina passed by the IEC in De-
cember, "The Political Crisis and Perspectives for Rev-
olutionary Struggle in Argentina,” with full knowledge of

“the documents: of the Fifth Congress of the PRT which

are mentioned in the text (page 19), restricts itself to this
comment: "These positions mean that the Argentine com-
rades have very clear and serious differences with con-
ceptions of the International. It is an urgent task for the
section to develop an indepth discussion with the Inter-
national on these questions. This is required, on the gne
hand, by the necessity . of - makmg our movement homo—
the party and a correct ofientation in' the struggle the
comrades are engaged in in Argentina From this stand-
point grave errors have been commltted Immedlateiy af-
ter the Ninth Congress a discussion should have been in-
itiated with the comrades of the PRT on all the political
and theoretical differences, Subsequently, we should not
have limited ourselves to publiclzxng the courageous ac-
tions of the ERP thhout at the same time raising the
problems that existed." (Interna.txonal Internal. Discussioq
Bulletin, Volume X, No.' 6, p. 20.) Are these comrades
so desperate for a breakthrough that they consider; un-
necessary an extended comment on the fact that a $ec-



tion of the. International views Stalinism in any guise
as the road to revolution? Also the PRT Memorandum,
unlike the TEC analysis, does not believe:that there can
be a differentiation between their theory and actions. "It
[the PRT] is publicly asserting our adherence to the theo-
ry of the permanent revolution and the Trotskyist analy-
sis of the Soviet bureaucracy, as well as our enthusias-
tic approval of the theory' of revolutionary war devel-
oped by Mao Tse-tung, Giap, etc.” (Memorandum, p.
25, emphasis added:) They don't try to get along with
misquoting Lenin;. but fervently embrace the authorities
from whom - they developed - their theories on "exemplary
action.! There ‘i$-.in addition the question of deliberate
misrepresentation of the positions of the PRT by com-
‘fades- of the Mandel-Maitan-Frank tendency.

Both *the: IEC analysis @&nd Comradde. Germams doc-
ument "In Defénce of Leninism: In Defence of the Fourth
International” distort the position of the PRT. The IEC
document, when listing the differences -that the PRT has
with the International, include "the concept of the struggle
.against the bureaucracy in the degenerated workers' states”
(p-. 20). This is prevarication plain and simple for, as
.can be observed from the PRT Memorandum, they do not
believe that Korea,!Vletn‘am, Albanja, and China are
degenerated workers states but rather are "revolutionary
-workers states” (Memorandum, p-.24, emphasis added).
The PRT does not intend to struggle against the Chinese
bureauqraey, they want to join.it in_a new Internatlonal
-In . a. similar vein Comnade Germam informs us in his
document. "In Defence of Leninism . . ." that "The com—
rades .of the PRT correctly understand that the Fourth
International today is only the initjial nucleus of the future
revolutionary mass International.” (Internatxonal Internal
Discussion Bulletin, Volume X, No, 4, p. 18.) But this is
e:gxctly what they don 't believe, }quequote "we dq'not
believe in the possibility of the Foyrth International be-
.coming converted into the international revolutionary par-
ty.".The PRT ig vvyﬂlmg to acknowlec}ge its. politics even
i, Comrade Germain is not. Germain also reassures.us
that "the adaptation to ‘Maoism [by the PRT] is retreatmg
under the  pressure of events." (Ibid., p. 18.). This is ob-
sviousgly untrue; if. qnythmg it is increasing. If this type
of dighonesty and . the resultant disorientation of comrades
is added to.the price the Latin American comrades haye
paid_for following the line of the 9th World Congress,
the price of this "b:egkthgough" is becoming prohibitive.

The European Application * oo

* The' ‘Draﬂ Theses” 6n' "The Buﬂdmg of - Revolutlonary
Parties  in ' Capitalist Europe" (International ‘Internal Dis-
‘cussion Bufletin, Vol. "X, No. 3) reflects thé :same logic.
Starting from a conclusion that “there are "four “or five
_years before the decisive battles are fought' (p. 14) and
‘Tejecting the ‘possibility of "mass organic growth by-huge
‘Ihfluxes of members” (p. 18), it proceeds to the conclu-
“sion- that "the central task for:revolutionary Marxists .
¥ to win hegemony within the néw mass vanguard” (p
‘HB, their emphasis). Tite theses projects: shaping the van-
giard and “making it an adequate instrument for regen-
erating the organized workers' movement” (p. 14). Leav-
inge daside the questidbn of exactly how the comradés deter-
tnided that the ‘decisive battles will occur in four or five
years, we are still left with two questions: first, what or-

ganizational form is necessary for the shaping of the van-
guard; and second, what political program is it to project?
- The central consideration with regard to the vanguard
is its extreme heterogeneity. Starting from this recogni-
tion, we note that the vanguard contains within it non-
Leninist forces who lack an appreciation of the necessity
of the Leninist party either from inexperience or mistrain-
ing in the political arena. This diversity of the vanguard
dictates that in order to make it "an adequate instrument,”

‘an organizational form distinctly different from either
-the party or a democratic-centralist youth group is nec-
-essary. This form is the Red Circle which, as has been

pointed out, lacks many of the advantages of a democrat-
ic-centralist youth group, but “entails minimal organiza-

-tional responsibility  from: its adherents it also implies a

minimal political level.

.-The Draft Theses makes many projections about the
relationship between the party and the vanguard. It speaks
of shaping -it, crystalizing it, directing it, winning hege-
mony within it, everything in fact but recruiting it. Both
this implication of external direction and the rejection of
the possibility of mass recruitment is a clear statement
of ‘major -political differences between the present senti-
ments of the vanguard and the program of Trotskyism.
‘We do not direct from -a distance people we ‘can recruit.
We are therefore faced with the problem of what political

-program the vanguard will project; and what program we

will project to. the vanguard. While the Draft Theses in-
‘veighs against adapting to the backwardness of the van-
.guard, -it at the sametime speaks of "organizing national
political campaigns on carefully chosen issues that corre-
‘'spond ‘to the concerns: of the vanguard" (p. 24)..These
must of necessity be geared to the lowest common de-
nominator as required by the heterogeneous nature of
the vanguard. - Thi§ means in turn that the vanguard
will ‘be presenting ‘the politics of the party to the masses
in a;most minimal and diluted form.: This, linked with the
low political and -organizational level of potential recruits
who -lack. the experience to-be gained in a democratic-
centralist youth group, would be:enough :alone to:ecast
considerable doubt:on the value of this orientation. The
major ‘danger, however, lies .in political adaptation -to
the backwardness of this layer. As this strategy has been
carried out by: the European sections since the last weorld

. congress, even though it has not been previously codified
~in a unified document, we can turnto the policies-of the

:European sections to. see if there is any:indication of such
adaptation.. :

- In her document, "A Critlcism of the United Secretariat
Majority Draft ‘Resolution on the 'Building -of Revolution-
ary Parties in Capitalist Europe' — An Initial Contribution
to the Discussion" { International Internal Discussion Bul-
letin, Vol. X, No. 3), Mary-Alice Waters lists several adap-
‘tations made by the Draft Theses to the ultraleft and back-

‘ward ‘nature of a:section of the "new mass vanguard."

These. included the following points: the European sec-
tions!: record ion Vietnam solidarity work, their record
on the defense of the Irish revolution, and the "dialectics
‘of minority violence.” While not proposing to recapitulate
her document on these points, they should be dealt with
‘briefly. On Vietnam, we find: after a promising startin

-organizing mass demonstrations, that the European sec-

tions turned away from this course because; as the IMG
put it, "the youth vanguard had matured and is no longer



prepared to be limited. to single issue campaigns.” ("A
Criticism of the Draft Resolution,” p. 9.) Within the Euro-
pean sections we had.the concomitant growth of an atti-
tude that, as Comrade Germain put it, "'For French rev-
olutionists, Italian revolutionists, German.revolutionists,
there does not exist any possibility of making an im-
mediate contribution to the victorious socialist revolution
in their own country.'” (Ibid., p. 8.) Similar attitudes
were manifested by the IMG toward work. around the
:Irish defense work in their comments on a demonstration
oi 20,000 around the demand for the withdrawal of Brit-

ish troops from Ireland when they said, "'But this demand
:an.its own is unfortunately ambiguous: It can very easily
be ‘taken up and transformed into a 'Bring the boys home’
campaign based on:liberal issues with only a negative. im-
pact.'" (Ibid, p. 11.) On the "dialectics of minority vio-
lence” comrades were treated .to Comrade Bensaid's de-
fense of kidnapping as a tactic:."'If the kidnapping ex-
presses. a genuine anger, if it is not presented as an end
in itself, a pure revolt, but rather as a means of break-
ing .up a passivity.-and resignation of the masses by be-
ginning to overthrow its hierarchical idols, then kidnap-
ping can be a correct initiative thé workers ought to de-
fend . and ‘even in certain cases promote.'” (Jbid., p. 24.)
This . position derives more from Mao Tse-tung's "from
‘a  tiny spark can spring a great prairie fire" school of
individual terrorism than the method of the Transitional
Program. There are three other aspects of the adaptation
to ultraleftism that have to be dealt with: the Sterne-Walter
iresolution on Vietnam; the nature -of the debate in the
European sections on the Social Democracy; and the at-
titude toward electoral partlclpatmn manifest: in the Draft
Theses.

The Stern-Walter resolutlon on Vietnam- (Inteznatxonal
“Internal Discussion Bulletin, Vol. X, No. 6):.is.sympto-
‘matic of the adaptation: to ultraleftism. After refusing to
scharacterize the concessions forced on the Vietnamese as
d “defeat, it proceeds to equate the Vietnamese: CP's plan
for a .coalition government with the bourgeoisie as a
function of dual power!: To quote: "If both the proletariat
and. the ‘bourgeoisie retain their -arms, then the 'govern-
ment' or structure of 'national coalition' can only be an
expression - of dual power." (Ibid., p. 22.) This is but-
.tressed by .examples from Yugoslavia; Czechoslovakia,
“and China. Given that such a situation may indeed go
-either ‘on to further armed confrontation or backward
‘into a disarming of the revolutionary movement, we do
not commonly feel it necessary to justify this divergence
from.the road of revolution whether or not "the bourgeois
ministers.:are hostages of .the proletarian . state." (Ibid.,
p- 22.) Further, we have traditionally refrained from
campaigns to pressure the bourgeoisie into accepting: a
popular front government. Yet the European sections par-
ticipated ' in the "Sign the Seven -Points” .campaign. The
seven points not only demanded.a popular front govern-
-ment but also imposed conditions on the Vietnamese and
was- thus a denial of their right of self-determination.
:¥inaly, the document expresses extreme optimism about
-the future role of the Vietnamese CP. To quote: "Finally,
.the relationship between the CP and the South Vietnamese
mass . movement is not simply a function of the CP's po-
litical authority, but also of the unusual.pressure of the
revolutionary masses on -a party which in its practical
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orientation has broken with Stalinism's classical Menshe-

wik line in. the colonial and semicolonial countries and

which is independent of the Moscow and Peking bureay-
cracies." (Ibid., p. 23, emphasis added.) It was, we will
assume, some time after it slaughtered the Vietnamese
Trotskyists, but was it after the sellout at Geneva when
it swapped the armed struggle for a promised election?
Was it after the Paris Peace Conference where it .traded the
armed struggle for a role in the bourgeois: government?
When did it break free,.and when,. also,- did: it become so

-independent ‘of the Moscow and Peking. bureaucracies,

upan whose aid its very existence.depends and who pres-
sured it into both.the "peace™ conferences? The apologies
in the document for. the maneuvers of.the.Vieinamese
CP are not part of the theoretical traditipns of ;Trotsky-
ism, but rather represent.an ultraleft vacillation under
the: pressures of ultraleft "vanguard” elements both inside
and out of the Fourth International.

There are similar adaptations evident in the debate on
the Social Democracy.

The present discussion in the: Ligue: Commuiiiste on the
class nature of the Soelal Democracy is a cabe in point.
While' we: do” not think * of the “theoretical acquisitions of
our ‘movement as sacred ‘text;" immutable and finished,
we believe that what ‘hat’e been crucial points of debate
previously can not be detlared now unimportant unless
obviously cutmoded by thé& objective situation. ' This' is
especially true of the class nilture of the SocidPDemoc-

‘racy. While many young' radicals regard thé “parties "of

the Social Democracy as bourgéms parties, we ‘thiist real-
ize ‘that they have a mass HHfliéhce among the working

‘class. We thus cannot so"’easily ‘'pass over the question,

especially with regard to' the“question of critical support
which,’ as a tactic, allows us- ‘opportumtles to intehreﬁe
amdng the workers who {6 “the Social* Democraty.
Howéver, ‘we obviously cannot ¥ipport a bourgedis par-
ty -in any fasion— critical or’ dtherwise. The detision; as
feported at the SWP plenum, by ‘the niajority of the mem-
bers of the Ligue Communiste irf’a membership poil that
the class nature of the Soclal"ly‘emocracy is \mimpofiiht

therefore, a most grave ‘one. This is especially*h-ue
since the Ligue gave them ¢titical’ support in ‘tie last
election. This in turn brings in- the-question ‘of support
t6 the Union of the-Left which contained-bourgeois ele-
ments, the Radicals. Thesé were bourgeéois elements even
if they might have:been "prisoners ‘of the proletarian par-
ties." The logic of this line poses great dangers and con-
stitutes a major divergence from the fraditions of Trotsky-
ism without any attempt at-a theoretig:al justification for

‘the position  held. The Draft Theses:on building revo-

lutionary parties also makes a. serious tactical error. of
the same nature with regard to electoral work.

The Draft .Theses contains. several "elliptical and syn-
thetic" formulations on the tasks in Europe. in the next
period. One. of, these is in regard to policy toward elec-
toral intervention. To quote: "The common ground in
the orientation of the Social Democrats and the CPs, name-
ly the electoralist and: parliamentary road—is being in-
creasingly challenged objectively by the broad mass, who
are rediscovering direct, extraparliamentary action,. as
the main instrument for defending. their interests, even if
they continue to vote for the traditional parties." (Jbid.,



p. 12.) This would tend to indicate the necessity for a
propaganda intervention in the electoral arena to further
this process in addition to our direct intervention in the
struggle of the masses. However, is this the position of
the Draft Theses? To quote: "Using propaganda for the
slogan of a workers government— including in its con-
crete form of government by the workers' organizations,
as can be appropriate during particular moments of the
political conjuncture—to project primarily the idea of a
government resulting from mass struggles and actions.
The use of this slogan in a more electoral sense must be
strictly limited to specific circumstances depending on par-
ticular conjunctures." (Ibid., p. 18, their emphasis.) But
this is exactly what must not be done. If, as stated, the
bulk of the class in Europe has electoral illusions, then
one of the arenas in which these illusions must be con-
fronted is the electoral one. It retards the struggle if the
use of the slogan "for a government resulting from mass
struggles and actions" is strictly limited to "specific cir-
cumstances depending on particular conjunctures." The
attitude that electoral intervention must be limited in this
fashion points toward a major misunderstanding of the
use of electoral campaigns. It lays the basis for ultimatistic
demands such-as those which have characterized the work
of the IMG, the British section.

The IMG Shows the Way

While the sectarian nature of the actions and slogans of
the IMG are well documented elsewhere, it would not be
superfluous to review some of their actions. Their ultra-
left adaptation to the "vanguard" has cut across their at-
tempts to- defend the Vietnamese revolution. The slogan
advanced by the IMG of "Support the PRG" seriously
handicaps their abllity to hlep mobilize the masses; and it
is. doubtful that the IMG claims to have mobilized the
masses since they moved away from the slogan of imme-
diate withdrawal which brought 100,000 people into the
streets of London in October 1968.:- This method was ex-
tended te their Irish solidarity work which produced the
sad spectacle of a section of the Fourth International in
the role of a commentator as 20,000 marched in the
streets demanding the withdrawal of the British. The IMG
opinion that the demand of withdrawal was "unfortunate-
ly ambiguous" is answered by the Transitional Program.
To quote:from the section on "The Struggle Against Im-
perialism and War": "Using these considerations as its
point of departure; the Fourth International supports ev-
ery, evenif insufficient demand, if it can draw the masses
to a certain extent into active politics; awaken their crit-
icism and strengthen their control over the machinations
of the bourgeoisie.” Unless it is the contention of the IMG
‘that masses engaged in extraparliamentary mass action
‘are not drawn into active politics; that their criticism has
not been awakened (in which case what are they doing
in the street?); -nor that their control over the machina-
tions of the bourgeoisie have been strengthened; then where
:is the support from the section of the Fourth International?
‘8imilarly by their bureaucratic maneuvers in the women's
‘liberation movement, the IMG has imposed an artificial
barrier to further work in that area. Butthe critical ques-
tion is what is the theory behind‘the actions of the IMG.
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In the "Report of the Fact-Finding Commission of the
United Secretariat on the Situation Within the Interna-
tional Marxist Group, British Section of the Fourth In-
ternational,” there is a document which clears up the ques-
tion of exactly how the present leadership of the IMG
views the Transitional Program. This document by A.
Jones is entitled "On the 'Theory' of Democratic and Tran-
sitional Demands and Other Stupidities” (Commission Re-
port, Document M-38, p. 144). In it we learn that "In
other words a mass movement.of the working class on
a transitional slogan is not possible outside a revolu-
tionary situation." (Ibid., p. 146.) Since both the demand
"for the 18-year-old vote" and "for a sliding scale of hours
and wages” are included in the Transitional Program and
that these could both entail a mass mobilization of the
class without going over into a revolutionary situation,
there seems to be a dichotomy between Trotsky's interpre-
tation of the function of a transitional slogan and that
of the IMG leadership. Perhaps this flows from the IMG
leadership's misunderstanding of the fact that transitional
demands are a method of mobilizing the class to act in
their own interests and ahead of their own consciousness.
When the masses of workers demonstrate for a sliding
scale of hours and wages, they do not do so because
they are conscious of the fact that it strikes a blow against
capitalism; they do it because they believe that they are
underpaid. They have acted ahead of their own conscious-
ness. Thus, indeed, while "a transitional demand is one
which poses the question of state power" (Ibid., p. 146),
it does not require that the masses of workers understand
they are posing the question of which class shall rule
when they march for a sliding scale of hours and wages.
Therefore, it is entirely possible to raise and win transi-
tional demands without a revolutionary situation. The
basic confusion here is the belief that to make a revolu-
tion requires that the masses be conscious revolutionaries.
The Russian masses in a period of a few months went
through: an absolute monarchy (the czar); a regency
(Grand Duke Mikhail); a bourgeois government of bank-
ers (Miliukov); a compromise government of Social Dem-
ocrats and capitalists (Tereshchenko et al.); a "socialist"
government of renegades from, the.class struggle (Keren-
sky); and then, finally, a Bolshevik government. The
Russian masses overturned each of these in turn not. be-
cause they were conscious revolutionaries (if they were,
it. might be interesting to.speculate why they wasted all
that time), but rather because each government in turn
could -not meet their basic needs: land, bread, and peace.
The masses acted not because they preferred to undergo
the turmoil of a revolution, but because they could see
no other way out. The IMG leadership's confusion on this
point is critical for, if they follow their own logic, they
will be: completely separated from - .the. dynamlc of the
class struggle.

Return to the Road

It is time to make an evaluation of the strategy of
"breakthrough." There have been: major difficulties. The
sections in Argentina and Bolivia have been decimated.
The British section is involved in a turn away from the
transitional method. The cadres of the Fourth Interna-
tional have been miseducated on the Transitional Pro-



gram, “‘terrorism, Stalinism, ‘the nature and role of the
Vietnamese CP, and the role of electoral work in the strat-
egy of Leninist party building, among other things. The
parties of the International have sacrificed openings in
fields that did not correspond to the "breakthrough” meth-
od. The final and telling criticism is simply that nowhere
did the parties of the International, by following this strat
egy, achieve the breakthrough desired. In conclusion, a
quote from Comrade Peng Shu-tse's "Return to the Road
of Trotskyism" (International Information Bulletin, Dis-
cussion on Latin America, p. 34) is highly applicable.

""Replacing the Transitional Program with the strategy

of guerrilla warfare, neglecting the most serious work in
the working class and its traditional class struggle orga-
nizations, ie., the trade unions; and continuing to adapt
ourselves to different petty-bourgeois currents and leader-
ships, cannot only not build an International but will
lead our movement into a blind alley. The above repre-
sents a deviation from Trotskyism, and it is the most
urgent task and duty of the coming world congress to
consider seriously these questions by taking a formal
stand on them in order to return to the road of Trotsky-
jsm. June 28, 1973

CORRESPONDEN CE‘ON THE "REGULAR-NAME" QUESTION
by Geb, San Francisé¢o Branch

SWP National Office

Dear Comrades,

‘Early this spring the San FranciSco branch ‘sales di-
rector reported to The Militant that I sold 216 copies
of one - issue and 190 of the next. We all expected this
to be reported, since both weeks' totals were higher than
anything in The Militant Gets Around column in a long
time. Our sales ditector was told The Militant would not
print the name "Geb."

I guess the San Francisco branch exéc was surprised
at this refusal; I know they talked about it, and the brach
organizer, Fred Stanton, wrote a letter to The Militant
asking why this was. His letter wasn't answered. When
he went to New York for this recént plenum, he asked
The Militant business office why they had a policy against
printing the name "Geb,” and why they didn't answer
his letter about it. Comrade Sharon of the business of-
fice told him that it was a national office decision, not
a- Militant business office dec1s1on, so that's why she wasn't
answering his letter.”

‘I have a vague impression as to the reason. Our sales
director, Comrade Jon, says that The Militant told. him
over the phone that the reason for refusing to print the
name "Geb," was that "Geb" wasn't a "regular" name. Ap-
parently my name would be printed if I agreed to be
known under a different, more "regular” name. Apparently
the national . office. feels it would hurt the party to have
readers of The: Militant look through The Militant Gets
Around column and see an "irregular" name listed as
a Militant seller.

Please correct me if I am Wrong You are saying that
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some healthy independent, maybe even a whole fresh
new layer, is going to read The Militant, and agree with
our feminism and our position on Israel and busing
and the Peace Treaty. They will be enthusiastic about
our coverage of African Liberation Day and Wounded
Knee; they will follow Harry Ring's column and the ed-
itorials from week to week. But then, after all this good,
they look at The Militant Gets Around column and see
that someone with the very irregular name of "Geb" sold
a bunch of Militants, “and so immediately they think,
"Oh, these Socialist Workers are obviously extremely ec-
centric! I don't want to have anything to do with them!™

It's hard for me to believe that you really believe this.
But the only other possible explanation I can think of,
is that this was some sort of factional act towards me.
I comrades around the country saw my name listed
as selling 216 Militants one week and 190 the next, they
would be likely to form a favorable opinion of me, and
in particular they might come to think of me as a com-
rade who knows how to get out our politics, someone
with a good feel for the radicalization, a good under-
standing of what people are responding to. The impli-
cation of this is that they would listen seriously to my
views on how to get out our politics—and some Of these
views would be at odds with the views of the national
office.

Possibly you saw what you felt was a valid excuse
for refusing to give me the credit, and so you jumped
at the opportunity for somewhat factional reasons. Even
so, I would protest such factionalism.

Maybe I completely misunderstand your reasons. If
so, I trust you'll clear things up. If the report that The



Militant gave the San Francisco sales director, that "Geb"
was too irregular, is correct, then I would have to say
that you were carrying the fear of seeming "obviously
extremely eccentric" too far, beyond reality into para-
noia. People really wouldn't be driven away from our
movement because of such a microscopic "irregularity.”

Since the San Francisco branch didn't (and still doesn't)

understand this policy, I assume comrades in other cities
are also likely not to. For that reason I request that
this letter be printed in the preconvention discussion bul-
letin, along with your answer to it. Thank you.
Comradely,
s/Geb

May 23, 1973

LETTER FROM BARRY SHEPPARD TO ROBERT GEBERT

14 Charles Lane -
New York, N. Y. 10014
June 28, 1973

SAN FRANCISCO
Robert Gebert

Dear Comrade Gebert, ;
This is in reply. to your letter concerning ' the use of
your nickname, "Geb,"” in:The leztant Gets Around col-
umn.
The comrades respons1ble for wntmg the column had

*3

received a report from the San Francisco sales director
on the fact that you had sold a large number of papers
during the two weeks you refer to, and had wanted to
.utilize. this in the column. But they were informed that
~you had instructed that under no conditions was this
_item {0 be reported unless your nickname alone was used
in the article.

.Since it is not Militant style to use mcknames alone,
the column was prepared without reference to this item.

Comradely,
s/ Barry Sheppard
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THE PLENUM REPORT ON GAY LIBERATION: THIRTEEN BASIC
QUESTIONS

by Sudie, Los Angeles Branch; and Geb, San Francisco Branch

"Working class consciousness cannot be genuinely po-
litical consciousness unless the workers are trained to re-
spond to all cases of tyranny, oppression, violence and
abuse, no matter what class is affected.” The revolutionary
party should be "a tribune of the people, able to react
to every manifestation of tyranny and oppression, no
matter where it takes place, no matter what stratum or
class of people it affects. . . ."

— V. L Lenin, What Is To Be Done? (Italics added.)

* * *

The gay liberation report adopted by the SWP National
Committee plenum this past April, raises a whole num-
“ber of questions which comrades must be able to answer
before they can make any intelligent decision about that
report. These questions deal with theories about gays
and gayness, the role of the gay liberatioh movement in
the revolutionary process, concrete practical problems of
SWP relations with the movement, and’ questions of inter-
nal procedure.

"We have put together this list of thirteen such questions,
in the clearest way we could, hoping that some of the com-
rades who voted for the plenum report in April will put
a similar effort into answering them.

* *

THEORIES ABOUT GAYS AND GAYNESS
ONE: AMBIGUITY ON GAY-IS-GOOD

"While we reject with contempt all forms of bourgeois
prejudice against gay people, including quack psycho-
logical 'theories’ labelling gays as mentally ill— prejudices
echoed by the Stalinists— the party does not and should
not take a stand on the nature or value of homosexual-
ity.” ("Memorandum on the Gay Liberation Movement,"
SWP Discussion Bulletin, Vol. 31, No. 3, May 1973, p.
7; all other references will be to the same article unless
otherwise mentioned; all italics are added).

That's how this section was printed in the internal bul-
letin. It was substantially changed from the way the re-
port was actually given to the plenum. When Comrade
Barry Sheppard originally presented this report to the
plenum, this is what he said:

"Reaffirming this position implies that the party should
not adopt a position that 'goes beyond' that approved
by the 1971 convention. That is, the party should not
take a stand on the nature or value of homosexuality.”
(From mimeograph copy of his report, given to NC
members and branch organizers.)

During the discussion of this report at the plenum, some
comrade or comrades insisted on the need for the SWP
to reject the "mental illness” theory. This was not a new
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idea; it had been a center of controversy in the 1972
literary discussion. It's too bad that Comrade Barry had
still favored "leaving aside” this question, but it's really
good that the National Committee did manage to take
this long-awaited step. This clearly "goes beyond" what
the 1971 convention approved, and in the right direction.

But there is a contradiction. The plenum report still
claims that "the party does not and should not take a
stand on the nature or value of homosexuality." By re-
jecting the "mental illness" theory, the plenum obviously
did take exactly that kind of stand — didn't it?

The gay liberation movement from its birth, was a
big change from the old gay rights movement, especially
because of the universal acceptance within the gay lib-
eration movement of the concept that "Gay Is Good” and
of "Gay Pride." The question comes up (and it will keep
coming up until it is answered): what does the party
think of "Gay Is Good" and "Gay Pride™ By officially
refusing to "take a stand on the nature or value of homo-
sexuality,” the plenum thus refused to accept these basics
of gay liberation.

We assume that the whole party agrees that gayness is
not a sin, or a "crime against nature,” either. We aren't
sure what questions about gays and gayness are left
unanswered anymore, now that the National Committee
(unconsciously) decided to "take a stand" (but we are
sure that such questions only need to be asked, and the
gay comrades will be very able to answer them). As
Comrade Art Maglin asks (No. 9, p. 3): "Since the [plen-
um] document rejects all prejudice against gay people,
how come it doesn't reject the notion that gay is bad?"

QUESTION: If there is doubt as to whether "Gay Is
Good," what are some examples of things that might
conceivably by "bad” about it? The National Committee
has rejected the idea that gayness is a "mental illness.”
Is gayness maybe a "physical illness"? Maybe gayness
is a "social iliness™ Aren't these just antigay prejudices,
too?

TWO: THE PLENUM'S VIEW THAT GAYNESS IS UN-
USUAL

A second way in which the National Committee plenum
decided to "take a stand on the nature . . . of homosexual-
ity" without realizing it, was in accepting the idea that gay-
ness is unusual, that gay people are uncommon:

"The gay liberation movement directly relates to a rela-
tively narrow sector of the population. . . . The gay lib-
eration movement does not have the potential mass of
either the women's movement or the movements of the
major oppressed nationalities. . ." (p. 9).

In saying that the sector of society that the "gay libera-
tion movement directly relates to" is "relatively narrow,"
the National Committee is saying that only a "relatively
narrow" sector of society is gay. The second part of this
quote suggests that gays are noteven a significant minor-
ity. In basing their conclusions on this view that gays are



very uncommon, the National Committee is unconsciously
accepting a bourgeois, antigay prejudice, a prejudice which
has been very thoroughly drspfoVed and rejected by scr—
ence.

The main authority today on thrs subject is the studies
of Dr. Kinsey and his coworkers, who had thorough in-
terviews with fifteen thousand Amerrcans of both ‘sexes
(Sexual‘ Behavior in the Human Female and Se.xual Be-
havior, 'in the Human Male) They found ‘that neatly
forty percent of the Us populatron had conscious physical
and erotrc attractron to some of the same sex. That's not
a "narrow sector B

Twenty-frve percent of the Amerlcan adult population
has’ had a gay experlence, to thé point of orgasm That'
more than all the oppressed natronahtres put together
It's not a "narrow sector,”

These statistrcs of Dr. Kmseys are ‘not” controversral
Scre;m’ée has accepted the Krnsey report virtually unchal-
lenged, as one of the most historical of contributlons to
sclence‘ Most authormes now wou’ia agree that the SE me
survey done today, a generatron ié.ter, would reg ter
greater breakdown of tradrtlonal niofals
. If:Kingey is too new-fangled for some comrades, then
the SWP could concelvably decrde not to take a posiﬁon
on whether gays are a narrow sector or not; but it'is
shocking for the Natronal Com;nittee to actually accept
the completely disproved pre]udice thht gays are unusual.

This was a big step,backward from 1970, when the Po-
litical Committee. said: "The fact that homosexuality of
one kind or another is. wzdeSprqu#n tl;e population, that
it cuts through all geographical and class layers, has
been established”. (from - the. m¢ ndum on the anti-
gay membership pohcy‘ L970, reprirxteq in bulletm No 3
this year, p. 12, emphasls added). . Tei

Why does the Political. Committee’ NOW ¢ deny thls’ -

. Gays are branded as Queer, Odd, (ynusual ‘But there
is nothmg about gay. people or, geypm, that in. any way
is Queer or Odd or Unusual, .. .

QUESTION Is the Natuma.l pom ttee aware of the
zmplzcatzons of:calling. gay peop}e ynusual? Does the plen-
um's. abstentzom.st position depend- Ac;ept;ng the theory
that gays are a "narrow sector? How does this_fit in. with
the mork of Dr.. Kmsey? Why was: the 1970 posztzgn re-
vmﬁd? St ; s : > L_{\ s

BT ea

IR r )

THREE -HOW MAN Y UNCONSCIOUS ORR‘EPRESSED
GAYSARE THERE? - < Tl e :

A hird ‘'way in Whrch the Nanonal Cmnmittee plenum
decidéd ¥d "take a 'stand on the naturedirs + of hém osexual-
ity" without ?reahzmg it,-was ih déciding that there’ arent
any' #significdit' number * of unconscious gays, and that
average people don't have any signtﬁcanf tmconscious
gayness in‘them. - :

"The* gay ‘-Hbei‘atlon ?riovement direcﬂfy relates -to anyone
who hds' & s1gmf1cant amount of ‘Bay ‘feelings in them,
evén if thesé' féelirigs are 'unconscious. Uncensciorus and
repressed gays are not a "narrow Seetor.™ T

*Little childfén "are trainéd by’ the“family Females are
tréined to B¢ timid; malés ‘trainéd to be bold.-Children
are trained- to Pray, to use the toilet, #&*brush their teeth,
to look ‘befote crossing the street; to stbute the flag:.” Child-
rén- are’ also’trained not to pfay with “their food or their

genitals, not to play with matches — and not to be gay.
"Freud drew attention to' the fact of this training, and its
result, “uriconscious and ‘repressed gayness. All his' evi-

‘dence led him' to conclude that human beings are born

brsexual"and gayness just repressed into ‘unconscrouSness
by rhost ‘people. Freud then decided that such repression
was a gtfod thing, rather than declde that bemg gay was
okay.

Dr. Kinsey concluded from' his evidence that being gay
"is an exqpressmn of” ‘cdpacities ‘that &re basic in the hu-
man animal,” whrch wouid be part of the average per-
sor's’ [ifé if there were no rules against it. One proof of

- the ‘é2fstence of unconstious gays, is-that every'day there

are some more of them who become conscious gays; it
happens to ‘every typte of person -at every’ ag‘e of Iife.
Many gay liberaﬂonistsﬁsay that everyone is_gay,’ *wheth-
er consmous‘ or repressg’d active or mactlve, excluere ga’y
or bisexual. " P

‘Thé plenum report restricts gay Hberatidn to ‘a "narrow
sector, whicl mears -tHEt" ‘the average person doesn't have
any’ sighificant tendéticis’ towards gayness, and that the

percentage which has significant tendencies toWards gay-

ness is tiny. One alternative the plenuni could have chosen

would ‘have been té ﬁot take a position on the question
of unconsciois’ gays® which would leave open:the gues-
tion of whether the gay liberation movement "directly
relates” to only a "marrow sector,” or to a large sector,
or even,to everyone. _: -

QUEB‘TION Did the plenum decide that there tsn't any
szgn(fzcant number of repressed gays? Did the plenum
deczde that gay lzberatzon doesn't "directly relate" to re-
pressed gays? Or is there some bgtter ]ustszatzon for
saying  that "the gey. lzberatzon movement directly relates
taa ;relatzpely narrow sqctor of the poputatzon"? » ..

FOUR“ THE N UMBER OF GAYS IN THE FU TURE

.In the same. passa.geethat we . quoted in sectlon two
abzove;, the. plenum uncqnsc\ously takes a fourth posrtion
on the nature of gayness, by implicitly statmg thaLthe
number. of consciously:gay. people will.not increase in the
foreseeable future. The plenum states that the "potential
mass? ‘of the gay liberation movement is very harrow,
which .clearly . dssumes that there won!t be a,ny sigmfrcant
growth of the gay population. .- {ir

.. The National: Committee Tuled -out the exrstence of -any
significant number: of unconscious gays, so this implicitly
rules out the possibility of significant,numbers. of uncon-
scious  gays becoming.conseious gays. But. what about
the generations that hayen't-even been born yet? : .

+ Children ' are - now. -beimg born into.a world in whrch
bourgeois- society is being-shaken all over by a growing
radicalization. The whole -family ideology is beihg chal-
lenged by the feminist mevenient in a way that is reaching
thetwinds of the masses. And the gay liberation movement
in- particular is beginning to bring masdes' of people to
start feconsidering “their+views:about gays.: The gay lib-
erdtion - movement " is beginning to’ win some imporiant
condréte“victories for gay rights, and to win significant,
favorable coverage in the:mass mbdia. Among: others,
the “singers: and miisieians who are:ciltural leaders of
the younger generation:ih ‘many cases are-now apenly
gay -=from Joan Baez, to'Mick Jagger, to Alice Cooper.

Assuniing ‘these frends continue; isn't it-possible-that
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the ngld trammg of children not to be gay - will gradually
become less and less r1g1d9 Isn't it possible that this could
result in a significant increase in the gay popu_lanppx? o

The reason why modern class society oppresses. gay
people is to suppress gayness, to keep people from being
or becoming gay. When victories are won against gay
oppression, isn't it possible that it nght be harder for
the ruling class to suppress gayness and keep people from
being gay? Even anti-gay Freud admits: "Where inver-
sion [gayness] is not regarded as.a crime, it will -be found
that it answers fully to the sexual inclinations of po small
number of people ( Three Essays on the Theory of quual—
ity).

Possnbly the ‘idea that the gay pqpulatxon mlght m(:rease
if it:were allowed to is just too alarming, too coptrpver?
sial for.the "SWP to accept in 1973 Jn that case, . the SWP
mlght just not take a position on the question :of . whether
the. gay population might ever ipcrease. But the ‘plepum
took a firm position on this subject—_a position that the
gay movement has very little "potential mass” for, the fu-
ture, that the gay population won't grow. .. .

. QUESTION: How does this. posztzon of the Natzonal
Commzttee fit in. with the polzcy of not taking a posztzon
on such questzons? Wouldn't it bg better to leave the ques:
tion of the."potential mass” open? _

i

FIVE: REJECTING THE GAY-ISBETTER THEORY

A fifth way in which the National Commlttee has taken
a stand on the nature or value of gayness is by re]ectmg
two examples of the common view within the ga’y lib-
eratlon movement that gay in some way is better than
straight. The plenum report presents two (some%hat dis-

torted) examples of this view; i order to reject them:

"we should reject the idea . . . that homosexuality is
more progresswe than heterosexualzty because it inbolves
sexual reldtions that fall outsidé “the family systém, and
therefore leads °to" liberationi “from -that system? (p. 8).

*a small and ultraleft section of 'the women’s movement

.'asserts that to be a 'true femmzst’ a woman should
be a lesbian or at ledst not live with a man . . .” (p.-10).

The :idea ‘being ‘expressed in thefirst quote*is"»fthexidea
that a gay life-style represents a break from . bourgeois
culture, a life-style which is more human and:less sexist
than the bourgeois family life-style is. - This vied advo-
cates péople becoming conscious of their gayress, and
expressing- it ‘actively, in one form ‘or anothier —s0 ‘as' to
be ‘able to” get 'more -enjoyment ‘out.of life, as well as'to
be able to learn from the experience that bourgeois so-
ciety forbids. The political conelusion could be:drawn
that active gay experiences have important- soeial and
political implications, and can-tend to help- a'adlcahze
people. This certainly would be "progressive.” =~ .« ., - -

The second quote deals’ with the special implications
of the -Gay-Is-Better view  for members of the .oppressed
sex. -The point is not who is a "true feminist" The-idea
is that every woman, -including.experienced,. active fem-
inists, is capable of developing her feminism further; -Fem-
inists often feel held back by their various-invelvements
with men, especially on a "persomal" level. If a woman
wants to develop herself, and especially her feminist con-
sciousness, she will want to keep her mind open,to pos-
sible changes in her personal life, and to the experiences
that her sisters report—which will include the question
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of the role of men in her hfe.

Both of these quotes deal with ways of carrymg po-
litical ideas to personal conclusions. There's nothing wrong
with that; that's what we ask people to do when we ask
them to join our movement.

Both of these ways of drawing personal conclusxons
from pohtlcal positions may well be controversial within
the SWP. It isn't really necessary for the SWP at this
pomt to take any posltwn at all on such questions. It
would have been much better if the plenum report had
just- ‘not brought these questmns up, or at least not tned
to decide them, What is to be gained by it?

The plenum report doesnt say whether heterosex mlght
be ."more progressive™ it Just says that gayness is not
The plenum rejects the ‘'Gay-Is-Better view, but doesn't
reject the Straight-Is-Better view.

‘The report a.lso suggé“s"j;s that lesbians are harassmg
"straight” women in’ the iemmlst movement. Tt defends
the stralght" women against the Gay- Is-Better propaganda
of the gays. Nowhere m fhe plenum report does the plen-
um defend lesblans in any way against anti-gay women
in the feminist movement. Th1s is reversing the crumnal
and the victim., o

QUES’TION If the Naﬁonal Committee really believes
that "the party does ot and should not take a stand
on the nature or value of homosexualzty, ‘then why does
it thce rqect the Gay-Is-Better vzew?

R N e

'HISTORICAL ROLE oﬁ“_GAy LIBERATION

SIX: LIMI TED TO DEMOCRA TIC'RIGHTS?

*The " issué [that the gay ltbeiﬁtzon movement raises)
is essentially limited to the strﬁggle for the democratzc
rights of this sector (p. 9).

“The ‘}plenum report is not’ too clear about what this
"essentially limited® means. But irf“the context of the 1972
literary discussion, this clearly méans democratic rights
in the narrowest sense. This is the "civil liberties' approach”
to gay hberation, ‘which various bomrades have called
msufficient Tt confuses the gay l'beratloh movement with
the gay nghts movement. : e

"'The struggle for simple democratic rights for gays is
in itself a struggle with very revolutionary implications.
But the gay liberation movement goes beyond the gay
rights movement by demanding from society:an end to
all anti-gay mythology and prejudice. Gay liberation de-
mands more than toleration of gays. It demands that
society . "take a stand-on the nature-or.value" of gayness.
For thousands of years our society has taken the stand
that gay is bad. Gay lberation demands. that society
take the stand that gay is good.

The liberation of gay people, and the llberatlon of the
gay potential withim the human race, requires the -over-
throw of the "'»trad,itional sexual morality, which is the
emotional and .ideological glue helping hold the nuclear
family together" (as Comrade Barry Sheppard described
it in. his first artiele in 1972). This is the goal of gay
liberation. Gay liberation must reeducate society,-in the
spirit of gay pride To say that gay liberation is essen-
tially limited to democratic rights is as wrong as saying
the same thing about women's liberation, Black liberation,
etc.



The Political Committee motion of May 25; 1971, of
"unconditional’ support to the struggles of homosexuals
for full democratic rights, including full civil and human
rights,” by going beyond civil rights to include human
rights, makes a reference to the idea popularized by-Mal-
colm'- X. Malcolm' used the demand for "human rights"
for Black people, in order to express the-idea that "civil
rights" wasn't enough. I the SWP had told him that the
Black - struggle: was "essentially limited to the struggle
for the demoératic rights of this sector,” he would have
reacted negatively, to say the least. He would have intei~
preted- this “as an insult to Black people and to the Black
movement.. -

QUESTION: What is the purpose of clamzmg that gay
liberation is essentially limited to demaocratic rights? What
is the purpose of blurring the difference between the gay
rights:movement and the gay lzberatzon movement? .

SEVEN: THE FAMILY

Much of the plenum report. is taken directly from Com-
rade Barry's articles in the literary ‘discussion last year.
In ‘his first '72 article, - he based himself on an analysis
of the relation between gay.oppression:and the nuclear
family, in which gay oppression-is a product (actua.lly
a "by-product”) of the family: -~ - . . =

"the - prejudice against homosexual aats and gay péo-
ple is a by-product of the traditional sexual morality,
which is the emotional and ideological glue helping hold
the nuclear family together.” (DB Vol.~30, No. 1 p. 4.)

This formulation of Barry's was-teally terrific. It ex-
plained why the ruling class oppresses gays—to help
reinforce the "traditional sexual morality, which is the
emotional and ideological flue helping hold the nuclear
family together." Another thing that follows is that the
effect’ of victories for- gay liberation would be to’help
unglue the family structure. Therefore, gay liberation is
a struggle against the bourgeois family structure. L

This -analysis: of gay oppression, for reasons which
aren't clear, -was left out of Barry's 1973 plenum report.
The .plenum report, which was designed-to make the big
decision about SWP orientation to gay liberation, doesn't
have anything in it to suggest any kisd of link between
gay oppression and the’family. This i§ such a basic fact
about gay oppression that it needs to be the basis of any
discussion. - o : :

But the plenum report even goes so far as to deny that
gay oppression flows fromthe family, ‘and that gay lib-
eration challenges the family.

It does this first by claiming that gay ~’liberatlon is es-
sentially - Iimited to the struggle for democratic rights<
which {eavés out the struggle against the family structure,
and the sexual morality which helps glue the family to-
gether. K b =

Then it does it even more clearly S E .

"The womeén's modement . because of the role of
the- family as a pilla¥-of class society and the charucter
of -the economic exploitation .of women, raises class de-
mands, The gay liberation movement is much narrower
in the scope of its demands.” (p. 9).

This passage explicitly credits the feminist movement
-as_being a challenge to the family, :and -explicitly says
that gay liberation-is-"much narrower,” and isn't a ¢hal-
lenge to the family. . :

‘'The plenum report does not explain why Barry changed
from his 1972 position that the gay question is a part
of the family question, to his 1973 peosition that the gay
question is "much narrower" than that,

QUESTION: If gay oppression isn't 4 product of the
family, then what is it.a product of? If' gay kberation
doesn’t challenge the: famzly, then what does. it challenge?

EIGHT: PERIPHERAL TO CLASS s TR UGGLE?

"In our long-term- strategic-priorities, the gay liberation
movement is much more peripheral to the central issues
of the class struggle thdan- either the women's. movement
or the movements of the oppressed nationalities” (p. 9).

This- statement from -the National Committee's report
seems to go against the general approach of Marxism.
Marxists believe that no political . struggle of our day
could possibly be "peripheral" .to the class struggle. The
ruling class oppresses gays because ‘it's in their class
interest to oppress gays. On.the other hand, gay liberation
is in the class interest of the working class. Where does
the "periphery"” fit in?

“The ecology struggle; the femmist “struggle, the move-
ment to lower the voting age, the antiwar movement,
the movement to -legalize marijuana, the struggle for
democratic election laws, the movement. to repeal laws
against’ prostitution, ‘the movement for Black liberation,
the housewives-consumers movement, the prisoners' rights
movement—all of them are direcily tied up with the class
struggle.  To speak of political struggles as being "periph-
eral” or irrelevant to the class struggle is to abandon-one
of the most valuable principles of Marxism. No political
straggle in our world is even a tiny bit peripheral to the
class struggle— and certainly not "much more peripheral"!

‘(The plenum report follows by saying "It would be a
mistake to'place equal emphasis upon the struggle of wom-
en or-Blacks, and that of gay people,” because of its
supposed peripheral nature. The plenum report makes
this an unqualified statement, good for.all time, no matter
what.2But what if there is a temporary lull'in the femi-
nist . and Black movements, a temporary shortage ‘of op-
portunities for us— and at the same:time an upsurge in
the gay movement? Does .our emphasis on a given move-
ment depend on the concrete situation, or an abstract mea-
sure of how peripheral it is? It is very dangerous to play
the”'game :of which movement is more important; that
just sets one. oppressed group up in competition with the
other. Every revolutionary movement is important enough
that we should take advantage of every opportunity we
can, to support it actively.)

Let's get a more graphic-idea of what it means to say
that "the gay liberation movement is much more periph-
eral to the central issues of the class'struggle.” Let's look
at a list of issues which have already been raised by thé
gay liberation movement. Are these’ issues in any way
"peripheral to the central issues of the class struggle"?

(1) SEXISM: this is 'what both gay liberation and wom-
en's. liberation are struggling against as an ideology and
as an actual system. -

(2) NUCLEAR FAMILY: Source -of sexism. Why does
it exist? Is it natural? Is it necessary? Is it desirable?—
that's what gays are asking. - '

(3) INHERITANCE, PRIVATE PROPERTY: "It is evi-
dent that the official morality has its origins in.:. @
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socig-economic institution—monogamous matrimony—
which was mstztuted so that private properly could be
maintained and transmitted in accordance with normal
unchallengeable lines” (from the Gay Mamfesto of the
Homosexual Liberatlon Front.of. Argentina) 3

(4) BOURGEOIS SEXUAL MORALITY: th1s anti-gay
ideology "is. the .emotional and -ideological glue helpmg
hold the nuclear family together."

(5) RIGID, . FORCED SEX-ROLES:. a main way of-op-
pressing women and. corruptmg men.: ‘A real: wonian,
arealman, ete. - . R

: (6)-FEMALE CONTROL OF: REPRODUCTION Wom-
en must have: the.right to make love without :necessarily
making babies.. Also, known lesbians are now. legally de-
nied the right to.child-custody, even of their own: offspring.

(7). SEXIST. WARS: too many men have killed and died
in order .to preve their manhood. Tao many antlwar ac-
tivists have been gay-baited. :. . .

- (8) SEPARATION. . OF CHURCH AND STATE' ‘the
state has no business’ enforcing the morals of the Bible.

(9) SCIENCE VS. SUPERSTITION: From: Copérni-
cus to Galileo to-Darwin to Kinsey to. Masters and John-
son, this struggle is.old, but far from over.

:-(10) PSYCHIATRIC. OPPRESSIQON: -these fakers oy-
press not only gays; but also: women — and -even.political
prisoners, as. in the USSR. Younger therapists are; ROW
renouncing this tradition. . ; -

¢11) RIGHTS. OF YOUTH:- to keep them fwm gomg
"astray,” young: gays are allowed even (ewer r).ghts by
parents, by schools, by unequal laws. . . .

-(32) POLICE:BRUTALITY: areal problem fpr Blacks,
.Browns, Native:Americans, siriking wonkm's, young pﬂo
ple-hippies, demonstrators — and-gays... Sl

(13) INVASION OF PRIVACY. the. abortlonlaws were
thrown out by the courts, as "invasion of prisvacy”; Water-
gate shows how . relevant this issue 1s, and -not‘only for
ga.ys B
(14) LEGISLATION QF MORALITY. Iaws agamst
"sodomy,": laws discriminating against lesbian mothers,
laws forbidding or limiting abostion ;or .contraceptives,
laws against prostitutes, laws discriminating against il-
legitimate” children  of:. unmarried couples, etc., ‘are all
laws enforcing the morahty of the ruling class. . ..

~(15) CRIMES-WITHOUT-VICTIMS:  laws against vic-
timless crimes. range from merality laws.(especially aimed
at gays) to laws against marijuana,r"desecr»ating" the flag;
or joining the Fourth International. .

(16) CENSORSHIP: in trying to speak to. high school
classes, or in trying to answer tv.,and.radio editorials,
gay liberationists face the same problem as socialists.

4£17). BEING. WRITTEN. OUT .OF HISTORY: Thls is
a..problem that women, oppressed nationalities, workers
and gay people all'have in common. ..

(18) RIGHT TO ORGANIZE the struggles for campus
recogmtxon rights in-colleges and high schools are another
problem which gays and sqcialists, have incommon.

(19) ENTRAPMENT: what police provocateurs do in
radical groups, plainclothes vice-squad cops do to,women
suspected of prostitution, and to gays. .

(20) RIGHT TO GONTROL YQUR OWN LIFE Que—
becois who want to speak French at work, workers. who
want better conditions, feminists, and gay liberationists,
all have this need in.common..

(21)-HOUSING DISCRIMINATION:. another.,link be-
tween .8ays. and oppressed natxonahtres and others Why
should some, .capitalist have the rightto deny you .a place
to live?

(22) JOB, DISCRIMINATION agamst gays, women,
Third World people, .the old, the young, the uneducated,
the ex-con, etc. Why. should same caprtahst havq the right
todeny youajob?. . . . .

;1 (23). UNEMPLOYMENT:, those thscrunmated agamst
are the ones hardest hit by unemployment. But why should
unemployment even exist? .

-(24).LENINISM VS.. STALINISM: the hxstonc_al
record It's the same record for gays, .for workers,. for
women; for. oppressed.nationalities, ete, .+ .

..(25). DEMOCRATIC RIGHTS . IN THE WQRKERS
Sr’L‘ATES »from Cuba.to China:ta- the USSR, :this.is a
central sissue of the gay movement- and a centrak-issue
of the class struggle as a whole. »
:Itisobvigus that the National Committee did not.think
through the implications of saying that gay liberation .is
peripheral:to the central:issues of the class struggle;: every
SWPer will agree that:-these 25 issues anenentral to the
class struggle, won't they?:.

It really seems as if the National »Commrttee ignored, the
1972 liferary discussmn, and ignored the: gay -comrades
especially.. .- .

,.QU.ESTION Where does thzs perzpheral" ;k.eory come
from? iIf gay ecomrades had proportional representation

DU

-on the National Committee, would this non—Marxzst stxzte—

ment have been adopted?
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PRACTICAL PROBLEMS THE SWP MUST DEAL WITH

’*b

’NINE FEDERALISM AND HALFWA YISM

.»There; are.a number: of serious;practical pl:@blems that
have- formed; a pattern--in . the two years. of the present
SWP ‘policy:: Smce the plenum.advocates continuing this
policy, we should take these problems seriously. . -
+One. problem is that different branches tend to get in-
-volvedqwrth, the movement. .to very different degrees, de-
-pending:.on the individual wiews of erganizers and exec
members. Some branches have reputations for being more

,rlnvolved others have the opposxte reputation.

Sometnnes there axe bitter. struggles within a branch
For instance, the San Francisco branch. a year ago had
a. very: bitter struggle..over whether to have a forum re-
lated .to gay. hberatzonf-pomething which many, other
branches took for granted. This struggle was_very dis-

_rupting and demoralizing to, the branch. Fear of another

such struggle causes comrades to be afraid to make con—
crete proposals like that again. -
. Disagreements, within branches are natural in a dem-

<ocratic, organization, But the present policy, by sitting on
.the fence between joining the movement and rejecting it,
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encourages comrades .in the branches to try to get. their
branch. to go all they way in. whichever direction. they
prefer.:.... -

- This. 18" why comrades on, both ndes ot' the issue have
protested that the present policy works out as a federalist
policy of branch-by-branch decisions. Theoretically, the



present policy isn't supposed to be federalist, but in prac-
tice that's how it works out. This may even be an in-
evitable result of trying to compromise halfway between
the two opposed lines.

Also, when a very favorable situation arises we tend
not to be able to take any advantage of it.' In at least
two cases, we recruited established leaders of lesbian fem-
inist groups —but our present policy did not make it pos-
sible for them to work as SWPers in their groups, and
they are now inactive or relatlvely inactive in' the gay
movement.

In Los Angeles this April, a national lesbian conference
was called by the group in which oné of our comrades
had been playing a leading role. The branch decided to
avoid serious involvement in building and planning it,
since the party couldn't present any proposals (since we
don't have any), and so the party wouldn't want any
sort of responsibility for it. The conference organizers,
who are generally fairly close to us, politically and are
prominent in the lesbian movement,, drew up a concrete
action plan and passed it out at the conference

The conference drew 1200-1500 lesbian feminists — one
of the largest conferences in the feminist movement ever.
The conference organizers were badly red-baited at the
conference, along with severe red-baiting of the SWP; it
made it impossible for the organizers to even make any
real proposals to the body. The comrades had a litera-
ture table and sold The Militant, but refused to speak to
the conference, even to defend the.party against specific
attacks, even when the conference organizers were look-
ing to us to say something.

The Militant issue we sold there hy.d exactly zero cov-
erage of the gay movement or gay-related questions; be-
yond a very brief letter to the editer,” even though The
Militant had known for weeks to expect a conference of
.a thousand or more.

The SWP came out of the conference discredited —we
didn't even defend ourselves. Our contacts in the move-
ment were demoralized to see in action the orientation
which the plenum proposes to continue. .

QUESTION: Is the National Committee proposing that
we close our eyes to-these concrete problems of our pres-
ent policy? How long does the National Committee ex-
pect to be able to continue the balancing act between com-
rades who enthusiastically support gay liberation, and
comrades who have plain contemp tfor gay liberation?

TEN: ALI -FEMALE FUNCTIONS AND THE IMAG-
INARY LESBIAN MENACE

"allwomen functions organized by the party . .. must
be organized in such a way that they do not project an
image that the function is in reality restricted to lesbians.
This can drive away many women who. feel uncomfor-
table in such an atmosphere” (p. 10). ;

The fact that the plenum report contains th1s warning
shows that the National Committee believes that this has
‘been a real problem in the past, or at least is a threat
‘o become a real problem. How might this ever happen?
“How might a function which was designed to be for wom-
‘en, end up having an unage of being restricted to les-
‘Hlans?

It is our feeling that this problem ‘is imaginary. The
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plenum report gives no examples we can see from. We've
never heard of such a thing. Unless possibly the report
is talking about women dancing together at parties? But
if hetero couples can dance at mixed parties without mak-
ing gays "feel uncomfortable,” why shoiild there be any
restrictions on gay couples doing the same?

It's true that "many women" arid men "feel uncomfor-
table" anywhere that gays are allowed to do the same
things that straights do. Some of them will even imagine
an "image" before them, that the function is in reality
restricted to gays. What concretely should we do to avoid
projécting such an unage" Keep the gays in the back
room?

- The plenum report has switched the criminal and the
victim. It is straights who oppress gays and make gays
"feel uncomfortable™ It is straights who "drive away many"
lesbians "who feel uncomfortable in such an ‘atmosphere™
It is stralghts who organize functlons which claim to be
for everyone, but are "in reality restricted to" stralghts'

Has the National Committee ever passed a report which
expressed even one word of concern for making sure that
gays can feel comfortable around the SWP?

When the National Committee militantly protects straight
people against a completely imaginary lesbian menace,
and doesn't do the same to protect gays from the very
real straight menace, then we have todo a little thinking.
Where does this come from?

In section five above, we described how the plenum re-
port tries to defend straight feminists against the lesbian
propaganda of some gay feminists —attempts to "reecruit”
to lesbianism. There was no corresponding effort by the
plenum report to protect the gays against the continual
attempts to "recruit’ to straightness: that gays must put
up with. In both these cases, the National Committee pre-
sents a picture of a lesbian menace: :

This is what many folks call "lesbian-bq.itmg

QUESTION: Was the alllwomen functions %roblem
completely imaginary? Out of fifty National Committee
members -and alternates, there are zero: (open) lesbians -
is this somehow connected? Was. any lesbian even .con-
sulted, in any way, on the lesbian-menace question? -

ELEVEN: GAYAPPEA.RANCES ‘

The plenum report on gay liberation reaffn'ms the anti-
transvestism policy without explaining how this relates to
gay liberation. The relationr should have been explained.

The reason we raised the question last year was that
we felt that to continue the'policy while involving ourselves
in the gay movement would prove very embarrassing
to the party, since transvestists play an important role
in gay life, and since antitransvestist prejudices are very
closely' related to anti-gay prejudices. The plenum report
obvicusly sees a dxfferent connect‘ion, but it doesnt say

‘what

Until two ahd a half years ago, the SWP had an un-
spoken but firm policy banning gays from being members,
a policy which was based, among other things, on the
stated theory that gays "usually” go' through periods of
being "Obsessed,”" and gay members would be a threat
to try to turn the SWP into a "therapeutic organization”

‘(this theory is stated in those words by the Political' Com-

mittee, in the November '70 memorandum which i§ re-



printed in the same bulletin as the plenum report). Now
the ban is only on certain very gay appearances.

.The.plenum report gives the impression: of banning very
gay appearances. for ;males, but allowing equally.gay
appearances.  for females (the plenum -report only  men-
tions males). This seems.to be because the National- Com-
mittee has: a respect for women's rights, but doesn't have
any smnlar respect for gay rights.

The, Justrflcanon that.the plenum reports gives is that
allowmg transvesnem in the party would set up a barrier
to recruiting those masses of people who are ’3ustzfzably
suspicious. of people that are obviously extremely eccen-
tric” (p. 10)

Actually, transvestlsts aren't "obviously extreglely ec-
centrlc Transvestlsm is actually fairly common; most
transvestlsts are very ordmary people. The idea that trans-
vestlsts are unusual like the idea that gays are unusual,
1s a bourgems pre]ud1ce—1t is bourge01s repression forc-
ing gays and transvestlsts into the closet that maKes both
of them appear very unusual when they come out into
pubhc view. -

Even if transvestists were very unusual, that wouldn't
justify labelhng them "eccentric." They certainly aren't "ob-
v1ous]y eccentric or even unusual; they just appear that
way, when seen from & certain narrow perspectlve, the
perspective of traditlonal bourgeois culture -

“Fhe problem’ is hot people being " SHSPICIOUS of trans-
vestists, but rather people being oppresszve‘towards trans-
vestists. This" oppression includes reactionary laws, bru-
fality, social discrimination, etc. —so many of the same
problems® that gays have, for so many of *t'he same
reasons.

And the Natlonal Coimmittee cdnnot be allowed to get
away with saylng thaf ‘the inasses ]ustlf' ably have this
attitude! '

When you add this to the fdct that the plenum report
doesn't say a single word in defense of transvestists, even
to ‘defend them against the bourgeois state—it adds up to
something very close to concession to bourgeois ideology.
" QUESTION: Why does the plenum report say that the
"masses® are. "Justifiably suspicious of people that are
obviously extremély. -eccentric,” when actually the prob-
lem is that bourgeois society is unjustifiably oppressive
toward anyone who appears to break in any way with
the traditional bourgeozs famzly structure and sex-role
stereotypes? .

[ . - . L
ON INTERNAL PROCEDURE
TWELVE THE IMAGE OF AN UNPRINCH’LED
BLOC? ,

"An unprincipled bloc general]y is a combmatlom for
organizational purposes which conceals or ebscures po-
litical differences on the question at issue in order to get
a falge "unity.” The principle involved .is that political dif-
ferences must be openly -clarified;, and not covered up,
when an.issue is debated. . .

The plenum report was approved unammously by the
'N ational Committee- (there was one abstention by a mem-
ber of the .advisory committee, who felt the report went
too far, and two yes votes from comrades who stated that
they had reservations and felt it didn't go far enough,

as we understand).

Last year, Comrade Barry Sheppard presented a mid-
dle view on gay libheration to open up the literary discus-
sion. Another National Committee member, Comrade Nat
Weinstein, responded with a very serious criticism of
Barry's position —he went so far as to conclude that the
,SWP. should "cleanly.put an end to this chapter of the
party's development.”

Where Nat was much more hostile to gay liberation than
Barry had been, another National Committee member,
Comrade Harry Ring, then wrote an article which called
Barry's position "insufficient” — Harry was much more
friendly to gay liberatiop. In response to Comrade Nat,
Comrade Harry even went so far as to say:

"I 'think the only way we can hope to deal effectively

'wzth the problem of antigay prqudzce among workers

and others, is by fzrst dwestzng ourselves of that same

‘pre udzce

So in 1972 there were clearly at least two, maybe three,
very dxfferent posrtrons ‘on gay liberation within the Na-
tional Committee. If is hard to believe that those’ differences
could have drsappeared 80 soon ’

It seems that the plenum repOrt was written with the
‘goal ‘of getting a unanimous vote from the plenum. This
required obsuring the very real dlfferences w1th1n the Na-
tional Committee

This is presumably why‘"there is such a contradictory
‘posmdh on the "mental’ ﬂlness" theory. To satlsfy Nat,
the plénum’ officially refuses fo "take a stand on the nature
or value of homosexuality." 'To satisfy Harry, it claims
16" "réject with contempt all forms of bourgeois prejudice
‘dgainst“gay “people, including . . . as mentally ill." By
adopting both of these opposite positions on the same
‘quéstion, the plenum makes itstlf appear very suspicious.

M&y‘be Barry changed his viéi¥ that gay oppression is
a "by-product of the traditional-sexual morality, which
is the . .. glue helping hold~tlie family together,” even
though this was his basic theoretical position —changed

‘this view'to its opposrte, in orderto'get Nat's vote.

Slama

In' ldst year's hterary diseusiron, Barry never said that
gay liberation was "peripheral”$6 ‘the central issues of the
‘elass struggle.”" Did he add this to get Nat's vote? '
“"The-reason for ignoring the:concrete problems of the
present policy, the federalism and the halfwayism, may al-
so- be-in order to maintam a superﬁclal image of "unity”
in the national leadership. + .

It isn't clear why the N atlonal Committee wants so much
to be able to present a unanimous face to the member-
‘ship. But it is clear that'the plenum went way out- of its
way to present that face.

The plenum report seems clearly to be designed to fog

-over the very real differences that exist'-within-the national

leadership, to obscure the political positions and the dif-
ferences, rather than clarify them. The National Com-
mittee apparently wants to keep the -differences to itself,

-to:-aveid a polarization of the -ranks of the party even

at the cost of blurring the issues.
Sometimes the National. Committee will try to postpone
resolving differences. on 3. new question to avoid-a rushed

. decision. But this discusgion is two and a half or three

years :old. This .is the second convention to deal with it
(or not deal with it), plus a special three and a half month
literary discussion in '72. Now it is time for the differences
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to be clarified and decided by the ranks. "

It has been suggested that the plenum may have wanted
to keep the discussion of gay liberation quiet for fear of
looking bad within the International. That certainly
wouldn't be correct; that would be dishonesty."

QUESTION: Is the plenum. holding back important,
relevant differences for organizational purposes? Isn't that
very similar to an unprincipled combination? Isn't that
setting a bad example? Doesn't that show contempt for
the ranks of the movement? '

THIRTEEN: A SEPARATE CONVENTION AGENDA
POINT

"Since we project no national campaign of the party
at the present time in the gay liberation movement, there
is no need to have a separate point on the convention
agenda on this question” (p. 10).

By ending with those words, the plenum report sug-
gests just throwing any gay liberation discussion in with
everything else. Having a separatetime for a certain ques-
tion makes it much easier to concentrate discussion on
that question. Gay liberation requires :such a discussion.

There are serious differences on even the most basic
questions that gay liberation raises, even within the Na-
tional Committee. (When was the last time that three full
members of the National Committee presented three very
different positions, very critical of. each other, in a gen-
eral party discussion?) These same differences are even
sharper in the ranks of the party, where the polarization
is already very developed. Many gay comrades in par-
ticular are very unsatisfied with the plenum.report and
even consider it insulting. According to Comrade Art
Maghn s article, the plenum report on gay liberation was
considered so controversial in his branch that the branch
accepted the exec's proposal not to have that report pre-
sented to the branch

When the 1971 convention called for a special literary
discussion on gay liberation, it recognized that the ques-
tion was new and unportant and required very full and
separate treatment.

When that literary discussion occurred in 1972, it showed
how deep the differences were, and how many comrades
had views to express on thg questlon Special literary
discussions are very unusual, but this one drew an es-
pecially great interest from the comrades (it drew an in-
comparably greater amount of mterest than the special
literary discussion on women's llberahon in 1970). It
is obvious that the dlscussion is far from finished.

Whatever decision the convention makes, it's clear that
many comrades will be very dlsappomted If the discus-
sion has been satisfactory, this dlsappomtment will be kept
to a minimum. If the discussion is inadequate, then the
disappointed comrades will feel bitter and resentful. It
‘would be harmful to the party to have any such unnec-
essary resentments.

We ‘think it is fair to say that the youngest comrades
tend by far to be the most favorable to gay liberation, and
the most dissatisfied with the sort of approach that the
plenum- reéport put forward (while, on the other hand,
the comrddes with the most conservative views on this
question ténd to be concentrated in the older layers in
most cases).’ So it is entirely possible that resentments
over inadequate discussion would create or worsen ten-
sions along generational lines. One of the worst things
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that could happen to the party would be anythmg which
tended to alienate the youth.

True, the plenum didn't call for any national campaign
of the party in the movement at the present time (or .any
future time). But it is still possible that the convention
will in- some form make a decision which goes further in
that direction than the plenum report did (after all, the
report. which was actually adopted by the plenum went
much further than the report which was originally pre-
sented to the plenum, thanks to the addition of the reject-
ing of the "mental illness" theory).

And regardless of what decision the convention makes,
gay liberation is.clearly one of the main controversies
facing the SWP in 1973. So far it is the only question
we face this year that has divided the National Committee,
that has required a special three and a half month lit-
erary discussion, that poses new questions which just
aren't dealt with in the basic textbooks of Marxism, etc.

It might also be suggested here:.that the reason for
deemphasmng gay hberation at the convention is to-avoid
giving a bad impression to Trotskyists in other countries.
We hope that's not the reason. We should have nothing
to hide.

The actual agenda of the convention, of course, is chosen
by the convention itself, and not the National Committee;
the plenum is only making a recommendation. It is real-
istic to hope that the convention will be more sensitive.

" QUESTION: Aren't the gay liberation movement, and
the differences we have on it, important enough to deserve
special attention?

CONCLUSIONS

Gay -oppression is based on modern class society's "stand
on. the nature or value of homosexuality." Gay liberation
is based on the opposite "stand.” When the question of gay
liberation is raised, all tendencies are forced to take their
own stand — either consciously, or unconsciously. .

Unconsciously, the plenum took stands on the number
of people who are gay, the amount of unconscious gay-
ness in the population, and the number of people who
will be gay in the future. These stands were stands which
either have been disproved by Kinsey and other scientists,
or at best are just conjectures,

The plenum also took a stand against two forms of the
Gay-Is-Better view. Barry's original report didn't take
any stand against any of the Straight-Is-Better views. This
was so untenable, that he came to agree that the SWP
should begin to reject the "mental illness” variety. This is
going in the right direction. This is the direction the SWP
will inevitably go, no matter how hard any comrades try
to resist.

Gay liberation is based on gay. pnde, on the conv1ct10n
that Gay Is Good. It is impossible to support gay libera-
tion, while at the same time refusing to support its basic
prlnclples

Revolutionaries take the followmg stand on the nature
or value of being gay: the myth of the inferiority of gay
people and gay love is a reactionary myth which helps
to confuse and divide the oppressed masses and prop
up the old social structure. This myth takes many forms,
every one of which is reactionary.



There was a time when many revolutionary socialists
believed in the inferiority of gay people. To the extent that
"revolutionary socialists” still insist on the possibility that
gays might somehow be inferior, to that extent that show
that they are not so socialist, and not so revolutionary. -

The positions that the plenum took, that gay liberation
raises only the issue of ‘gay democratic rights (and not
also the issue of "the nature or value of homosexuality"),
that gay liberation does not challenge the bourgeois fam-
ily, and that gay liberation ‘is "peripheral to the central
issues of the class struggle"— these positions are down-
right embarrassing. Made public, they' would bring the
SWP hostility from the movement and its sympathizers.
These positions cannot stanid up under close, serious ex-
amination. They -are an indication of the meaning of the
general line the plenum passed. They are the logical con-
-clusion of continuing to abstain from the movement.

The practical problems of the past two years, will cer-
tainly continue until they are recognized and dealt with.
The present disruption of the party, the dissent and the
bitterness, will continue as well—until a real choice is
‘made between the totally divergent and conflicting posi-
tions that comrades hold.

"'So long as the national leadership defends against an
imaginary lesbian menace, it is not only gays who are
affected,’but women as well, and lesbians above all.

So long as the position that the masses are "justifiably
'suspicious of people that are obviously extremely eccen-
tric," including transvestists —so long as this position is
party policy, the SWP is showing just how far removed
it is from the movement, and from the oppressed.

So long as the National Committee continues to fog
over its differences rather than clarify the issues, the issues
will be fogged over and not clarified in the party as a
whole— and the SWP will suffer.

‘Even a separate convention agenda point, with a lengthy
discussion, wouldn't be likely to be enough to overcome
our differences —but it could help a lot. Without it, ten-
sions ‘will build up in an unhealthy way Thls will hurt the
party.

The plenum report has raised a whole number of serious
questions. We have put some effort into making our ques-
tions as clear and concrete as possible, to make them
easy to understand fully, and easy to answer. We hope
that any comrades who continue to defend the plenum
report will answer these questlons in ‘an equally clear
and éoncrete way

APPENDIX

SOME TYPICAL BOURGEOQIS ANTI-GAY PREJUDICES
‘The plenum report, in rejecting "all forms of bourgeois
prejudice against gay people,” only gives the example ‘of
the "mentally ilI" theory. Beyond that, the plenum tried
not to "take a stand on the nature or value of homo-
sexuality,” although it unconsciously took several such
stands, including some which are examples of anti-gay
prejudices. So it becomes clear that we need a more full
discussion about anti-gay prejudice, so that we can know
it when we see it, and also so that the National Committee
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can understand what we mean when we say that Gay Is
Good. Toward that end, here is a list of some of the most
common anti-gay prejudices.

(1) IMMORAL: The SWP of course rejects bourgeois
morality. But some comrades feel that gays violate pro-
letarian morality. In Bulletin No. 9 of 1972, Comrade
Deérrell Myers defends "the proletarian family” and "the
heterosexuality of the working class" against gay libera-
tion (p. 23). He answers attacks on Castro's anti-gay
policies, saying "the prudishness of the Cubans is a reac-
tion to the sexual liberty of their former oppressors.” He
tells us that, in general, anti-gay prejudice "appears to
have been a by-product of a reaction against all forms
of sexual promiscuity, prostitution, and abuse, that was
the custom and privilege of the ruling class” (p. 21). He
asks us to "distinguish between the reactionary and false
prudery of the Pope and' Richard Nixon, and the sexual
morality of the masses" (p. 22), which by implication is
"progressive and sincere prudery.” For Derrell the per-
secution of gays by Stalin and Castro are just overreac-
tions, but the support:by the masses for these policies is
fully understandable in Berrel's mind.

(2) VERY FEW, UNUSUAL, ODD, QUEER, ABNOR-
MAL: These are the implications of the statement by the
plenum report that gays’are a "relatively narrow sector.”
It's hard to believe thatithe SWP NC would say something
so out of touch with séientiflc knowledge, but anti-gay
prejudice is very powerful.

(3) MENTALLY ILL, UNSTABLE— The November
1970 Political Committee- memorandum about the anti-
gay membership policy claimed that "a homosexual us-
ually goes through personal,“sexual crises in which she
or he becomes obsessed™ with sex. ". . . they [gay com-
rades] often tried . . . to change the character of the par-
ty into some form of therapeutic organization which would
help solve the personal problems of the individual homo-
sexual." That's Jack Barnes speaking —read it in Bulletin
No. 3 of 1973, pp. 10-11. This year's plenum rejected
such "quack psychological 'theories' labelling gays as men-
tally il.." Right on.

(4) PHYSICALLY ILL,. DEFORMED: The plenum
didn't take a position on thls Two reasons for rejecting
this antigay theory: one, there are no grounds for saying
that gayness is any kind’ of illness; two, gayness isn't
even a physical condition— many scientists have looked
for a physical difference between gays and straights, and
haven't yet found any. One reason why gay liberation
considers the word "homosexual’ an insult is that it is
a medical word, like claustrophobla or influenza —and
gayness is not a medical question

(5) SOCIAL ILLNESS Thls is the posmon of Engels
in Origin of the Family, later expanded upon by Stalin
and Reich. Two reasons to reject this view: one, gayness
isn't any kind of illness; two, gayness exists in every kind
of society, not just the "sick” societies.

(6) PATHETIC, UNHAPPY: This theory is one of the
main reasons why people don't want to be gay, and so
they refuse to recognize their gayness, they try to keep
their children from becoming gay, etc. In rejecting the
medical word "homosexual" gay liberation chooses the
word "gay" instead, in order to express how wrong this
prejudice is. "Gay" expresses a new consciousness. Gay



is happy. . -

) SECURITY RISKS: Gays arent allowed to work
for the government since they are supposedly easy victims
of extortion. Such extortion.is usually based on the threat
to. report the gays to the hosses and get them fired —if
gays were allowed to hold -those jobs, the basis for the
extortion would disappear. The November 1970 Political
Committee report mentioned above also explains.the ban
on gays in the SWP with a similar security-risk logic. The
danger. of gxtortion of gay SWPers was no doubt imag-
.inary as:a whole, but if it ever exlsted it was mostly the
result, o,f gay.. SWPers bemg afraid _that the party would
find, out,; ;they .were gay and mformauy kick. them out
"Secunt;y" is the, universal rationalizatio

(8) EXHIBITIONISTS- In the 1971 convention dls-

_cusmon,n Com,rade Hedda Garza gave an alarmed x:eport

of an, ‘alleged . .public orgy in the gay contingent of an
antiwar rally. We don't know whether Hedda's report
was aceurate, but such reports are usually either exag-
gerated or totally imaginary. Being used to oppression,
gays usually are far more private about their activities
than straights are. Yet the National Committee chose the
gay liberation report to tell us that "Sexual activities,
whether heterosexual or homosexual, have no place at
party socials." Another imaginary problem?

(9) MAKES STRAIGHTS UNCOMFORTABLE: The
existence of gays makes some straights uncomfortable;
that's one reason why they keep us in the closet. But this
is a problem the straights will have to work out them-
selves. The plenum report's concern with the imaginary
lesbian menace at all-female functions is an example.

(10) EXOTIC: In his 1972 discussion artitle, Nat Wein-
stein said we shouldn't get too close to gay liberation be-
cause it would give us an "exotic image." The 1973 :plen-
um report also feared an "exotic image” assocxated w1th
transvestists. "Exotic" is a code-word for "queer.”

- €¢11). PETTY-BOURGEOIS: The Kinsey .study showed
that gays.are in all-classes, with some indications: of :a
gredfer . percentage in lower classes:: The Stalinists still
maintain ~the.-myth. that gayness is petty-bourgeois, how-
ever, with the sympathy of the Workers- League and sim-
flap. groups. This.§8 the basis for such elaims as the claim
that the gay ‘question;is peripheral to the working class,
that ;gays have  no-sgcial weight, etc. The plenum report
suggests a similar logic, too.:

(322 PIRTY: This view isn't sc1entiﬁclyvmeanmgful but
1t -has:a strong emotional logic. Why does Nat Weinstein
conclude by .asking tl;a't -we "cleanly put an end to this
chaptel%gg IR

(13) UNNATURAL OR POSSIBLY UNNATURAL
They eall.it:- a "crime against nature." They really. mean
"crime against God.” "Unnatural” is a code-word- for "the
work - ofgdhe devil” Some people think that gayness is
possibly unnatural possibly existing just in special cir-
cumstanges, . This is still .a part of the general attempt
t0. portrag.the nuclear family as "natural." In the.face of
pverwhek%ng empmeal evidence, this is, shown to be a
wish and ngt:a theory. .

(14) MIGHT."WITHER AWAY" UNDER SOCIALISM‘7
Before taking this possibility senously, we'd have to know
w{m -gayness might "wither away." Because it's a ‘mental
illpegs? Because it's a physical illness? Because it's sinful?
OnJy time will tell us for sure what the future holds, but
there's a lot more sense to the position of Freud and Kin-

.sey that a future which includes more freedom to be gay

awill also include more gays.

(15): EXCLUSIVENESS: Gays. are often seen as”homo-
sexuals,” in..the, exclusive sense,. and pegple are taught
that you're either exclusively one. or exclusively the other.
But actually, most gays can and do go both ways. It is
straights who deserve more to be called exclusive.

(16) SUBSTITUTE: Gay relations are often seen as a
substitute for straight ones—where a woman is too un-
attractive to get a man, where hangups dating back to
ChlldhOOd imake you unable ta relate to the other sex,
where the other sex just isn't avallable (as one comrade
argued in the 1972 dlscussmn), etc. Bp.t ‘gayness is. the
ability to love somegne of the same sex— wh_l(:h lncludes
people who, have ‘the ablhty to go e1ther way. .

- (17) IMMATURITY: The Freudian theory is thﬁt gay—
ness is natural and normal durmg chlldhopd, but ma-
turity requires repressmg it into unconsciousness. Freud
is wrong to think of repression and unconsciousness as
"mature” and desirable. Freud also considered the clitoral
orgasm to be a similar "immaturity"—a "mature” woman
is supposed to dependent on vaginal orgasm as produced
by penetration by the penis. In both cases, "scientific"
theory is invented to conform with bourgeois morals.

(18) SCIENTIFICALLY CONTROVERSIAL: The the
ory of the primitive matriarchy, the feminist view of the
clitoral orgasm, and Marxist economic theory are all as
controversial among scientists in the field as the gay
Iiberation position that Gay Is Good. But on each of
these questions it is easy to see which side is reactionary
and which side is revolutionary; it is easy to see which
side has the empirical evidence, and which side has preju-
dices instead.

(19) IMPRACTICAL: Gay relationships are seen as less
practical because they supposedly are less suited for repro-
duction. Related to this is the theory that gays are bad
parents (which'# why their -children are takén from them
and also why they” can't’ adopt children). Also related is
the plenum's view (p. 8) that gay ‘relations "in'no ‘way
replace the social functions" of the fa’mﬂy, and that "the
patnarchal family, and the ideology' and morality that
buttress it, will : wither ° ‘away only™ long after the revolu-
tion, when socxety takes over thése social functions. But
the family ideology and morality ‘have already withered
away to a significant extent. Lots of people ‘already live
in-alternative set-ups. Gay living groups are perfectly capa-
ble of taking out the garbage, "caring for the young "and
old," etc. The Marxist position is not that we' will ‘be-
gin to get rid of ‘the family after the revolution; rather,
Marx insisted that capitalism already destroys the family
among the masses of the oppressed, here and now (see
the Manifesto, or see Engels' Origins of the’ Famtly)

(20) INCOMPLETE SHALLOW: The anti-gay blgots
who call gay relationships mcomplete and shallow have a
pretty | bad record themselves. Their only basis is the idea
that two peOple have to have biologlcal children m order
to have a complete love ,

(21) BRIEF, UNSTABLE RELATIONSHIPS Most
straight couples who stay, together any. great time do it
because of the rlgid requirements of marriage and family,
and not because of any lasting love. Straight men are as
much oriented .to "one night stands, includmg with, prosu-
tutes, as anyone else. . . - .
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(22) "NOT ME! T'M ‘NOT GAY! There have been is so easy to feel that the comrades in question are
enough people who have said this who have later "come straights’ with backward attitudes towards gays. It is so
‘out,"'that ‘others should think twice'befére saying it. No easy to associate them with -our oppressors. It is 80 easy
one 'is''teo straight to become gay.: No-one is too old. to remember when  this same National Committee (27
It can- happen to anyone, at anytime. It‘s ]ust a questxon out of 28 ‘members ate the same people), as recently

‘ofa potentxal coming to the surface ‘as the end of 1970, made us hide, made us pass for
sl e gtradght incorder to be in the party. It is so easy fo ask
* ool * ’ ‘ why* gay comrades are virtually excluded vu-tually un-
o A e R represented on the National Committee. "
- The frustratlons we have felt’ w1th the Natlonal Com— - In such conditions, it's’ pretty much inevitable that dis-

mittee plenum teport have made it very difficult tor us sident gay comrades will be undér pressure to show some
to control the tone of our discussion. There are so many of the same contempt‘for the National Committeé’ that the
ways in which tHe plenum report reflects the nearly 100 National Committee has shown' for us. In writmg thlS‘ ar-
pércent straight composition of the National Committee, ticle we have tried to restrain ourselves and avoid" expres—
that it is easy to lose the perspective that the report was sing ‘any' hostility beyond pohtlcal hostility to the' ideas
writtefi “and passed by revolutionaries who ‘are ‘just’ a bit containéd ‘in ' the plenum réport. Where we seem”’to go
out of touch with gay oppx‘ession ‘and gay hberatmn It "overboard we can only ask that comrades bear with us.

" June’19, 1973

Tu '

THE ARGENTINE GAY MANIFESTO

by Sudle, Los Angeies .Branch

s

' In the summer of 1971, a group of revolutionary mind- the .Ht;mapproached our cothinkers in the PST and asked
ed gays came together in Buenos Aires, to form the Homg- for political ‘support for their gay liberation;eampaign, the
sexpal Liberation Front of Argentina (I don't know how PST gave them that support, though as yet the PST has
accurate this translation is, regarding the common, dls- not tried:-to develop a full:-theory on the subject. Now
tinctions between "homosexual” and "gay," etc.). They., drew that some 'sort of bourgeois democracy exists in Argen-
up. a mamfesto _which  was reprinted.in the US by the tina, it's very possible that the gay liberation: movement
New York Latm gay publication, Afuera, and then trans- there will be able to take some big steps forward: ' ¢
lated into English .and printed in the Gay Sunshine dated ‘Following this introduction is-a condensation 6f the Ar-
October-November 1972. « - .. e gentine - Gay Manifesto. I think" cothrades should read- it
Their-main immediate goal has been to educate the. rev— in order to get an' idea’ of the interfdtional character of
olutlonaty left .in Argentma about gay oppression "and gay Wberation, and the ideas which gy liberation is ba»sed

gay . liberation, and to win- the support of the left. In th;s on, whéther in Los Angeles or in Buéno§'Alres. &+ i

respect, they are very sxmilar to the group called Red " I especially want to call attentlon to four basxc ui’eas
Quﬂmﬂy which worked in the 1969 1970 period in the in the Manifesto: il i
Us, fo a large extent around the goal of educating the First is the orientation to the "movements for national

left in _the US espec1ally the SWP (some of their members and social liberation." The HLF understands how much
]oined the’ YSA and SWP in 1971, after the membership the fate of gay liberation depends on havmg the real
pollcy change allowing known gays to be members). support of the revolutionary left. S 2L
Ina Cathohc country like Argentma, reactionary moral- Second is the especially close identification with,‘and
1ty may even be stronger than in the United States. The solidarity toward, the women'sliberation' movemeht: While
feminist movement is certainly much less developed in -all liberation movements are linked in so'many ways, the
Argentina than here. And until very recently, the country links between gay liberation and female liberation are
wés ruled by an open mlhtary dlctatorshlp known for especially close, since they are both struggles agamst the
extremely brufal repression. So things haven’t been easy  gexist oppression that comes from the family.
for Argentine gay liberationists. Third is the understanding of the roots of gay oppres-
"But even under the military dictatorship, the group sion. The 1972 SWP literary discussion showed that our
reached a membership of fifty in Buenos Aires, according ‘¢omrades don't all share the same understanding of why
to the PST compafiera who recently-toured here. When capitalism oppresses gays and suppresses gayness. The
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Argentine Gay Manifesto shows us that, all over the world,
the left wing of the gay liberation movement is based.on
the understanding that the oppression of gays is a prod-
uct of "monogamous matrimony, which was. instituted
so that private property could be maintained and trans-
mitted." Since private property is the root of gay oppres-
sion, gay liberation requires its -abolition. And the aboli-
tion of private property is in no way "peripheral to the
central issues of the class struggle"!

Fourth is the- understanding that "A profound social
revolution: is. not. possible without. the liquidation :of the
moral - standards of a class society." This fact, and its
implieations. for the revolutionary movement now, is the
sort 'of thing:that the .workerist and economist left ten-
dencies can't understand —from the Workers League to
the . International Socialists, and even including some sec-
tions of the SWP..

I've- condensed the Mamfesto to save space All the italics

are my own emphasis.
. » * * *,

GAY MANIFESTO

In August, 1971, a group of gay men and women
in Buenos Axres, decided to form the’ Homosexual Lib-
eration Front. The movement recognizes as its antece-
dents the analogous homosexual organizations in Eu-
rope #nd thé United States, mamtammg fraternal rela-
tions with some of them, as well a§ the Argentine pub-
lication Nuestro Mundo, which’ Was first pubhshed in
September, 1969.

ﬁe source of political msplration of the Front is its
inte ration with the movements for natmnal and social
liberatwn which function in Argentma Its goal is to get
these)movements to incorporate in tgezr program and
stz'agegy the demands of the sexual revolution, without
which“the liberation of mankind will be incomplete. . . .

We, believe that eroticism is a. fundamental instrument
of frefgé)n;,. . A profound soczal rgvolutmn is not pos-
sible. ,yuthout the liquidation . of the moral standards of
aclasgsdsoczety

We ypderstand that in a represszve soczety and a world
structyred, .on the basis of the oppression. of. one class
by angther, of one sex by the other, or .§ome states by
others, the. abolztwn of antr- homosexual taboos would
be an illusory victory.

The antithpmosexual soclety isa soc1ety wlnch is anti-
sexual, g&nd. anti-erotic, forcing its people in, the name of

morality to experience with guilt most of the pleasures
which human beings pursue. . . . The liberation of the
homosexual is. then profoundly linked to the process of
liberation which will end other forms of oppression, end-
ing the misery, anguish and dehumanization experienced
by human beings because of the current economic Struc-
ture and cultural superstructure. . :

The Homosexual Liberation Front is determined to put
an end to the silence and the falsehood which surround
the subject .of homosexuality. We will strive to end the
marginality in which we live . . . the distance, the lack
of commumcatlon, and the contempt with which we are
usually treated.. : !

We must have a dialogue to do-away with the prej-
udice, ignorance and fear that the ruling classes have
built over the nges. Male and female,” masculine and fem-
inine — these categories can no longer be dogmatically
accepted in order ‘to satisfy the exploiters of the day.
And the dialogue will not be fruitful without ideological
equality, that is, without removing the infamous stain which
marks the homosexual. It must be understood that the
homosexual has the right to live out hls or her erotlcism
as seems best to him or her.

It is evident that the official mor‘alzty has its origins
in... monogamous matrzmony, which was instituted
so that private property could be mazntamed and trans-
mztted in accordance with normal unchallengeable lines.

It is essential that we clear up the myths about sex
that have arisen in the name of the conservatzon of prz-
vate property. . - :

The- HLF seeks to regularly- comnrunicate its objectives
and principles of the movement and urges hom&sexuals
of both sexes to organize groups in which to discuss
and spread the goals of the movement. Homosexual 1ib-
eration is part of the sexual revolution which must co-
exist ‘with the social revolution sweeping the contempo-
rary world. This is the fundamental contribution, along
with the growth of consciousness, which the Front hopes
to glve to the current process of our society.

The movement has adopted a pmk triangle as its em-
blem.: This symbol was used in Nazi concentranon camps
to distinguish the homosexual prisoners. . ."."

What is at issue is the right of each individual to live
without fear, to have freedom of choice, to be able to
control his or her own body, labor and knowledge. '

(Afuera can be reached at Box 410, NY, NY 10011.’
Gay Sunshine is at Box 40397, SF, CA 94140. I don't
have an address yet for the HLF 1tse1f —S.T. )

' June 25, i973

s
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THE BRITISH TROTSKYISTS ON GAY LIBERATION

i SR USRI : . by Sud1e, Los Angeles ‘Branch

S R

(Introduction: Theslfollo:wying‘ are some of the more in-

teresting excerpts. from the article on gay liberation that:

was printed in the January 20, 1973, issue ‘of the Red.

Mole, the paper- of our British cothinkers in the Inter-
national. Marxist Group. I found this. article especially
interesting, because, there are some important ways: that

this .article gives stronger support.to gay liberation than.

what the. SWP plenum. report advocates, or anything that
has been in The Militant in a couple of years,:if ever..
(First, the:article emphasizes that gay liberation chal-

lenges the family; this is one:of the mest: elementary things.
to understand aheut .gay liberation, The plenunr report;

calls gay hberatmn much narrower” than that. .

(Second,- the Red_Mole article recognizes that gayness
will become more common as anti-gay prejudices and the
various concrete.penalties for being gay, are broken down
and removed This is the view of Kinsey, Freud .and
most any other autharity in the ﬁeld from. the most pro-
gay to the most entl-gay By comparison, the plenum
report calls gays"a relatively narrow sector,” even in terms
of future potentlal .

(Thll‘d the. Red Mole artlcle is very aware of the pre-
v1ous weakness. ‘and very 1mperfect record. ‘of the revolu-
tionary left concerning gay liberation. The SWP plenum
report completely ignores this very important reahty

(Fourth, the Red Mole article has a general tone of to-
tal defense of gay liberation; and in particular:it stresses

how important gay liberation.is. It's necessary to stress.

this, because of the tendency .of opponents and halfway

supporters, of gay-liberation, .t¢ call gay - liberation un-

important. Much of the. SWP plenum report,-for example,.

is devoted to tellilg,g us that gay liberation -is relatively,

ummportant :

(Since this Red Mole article was mgned and not an of-
ficial editorial, it may not be .a 100 percent reflection of
the views of the IMG; I don't know about this. The ar-
ticle was given a lot.of space and prominent display,
so it would figure that ‘the. edltorlal board at least gave
it serious thought before prmtlng it.

(There are some things in the article that I'm not too
comfortable with, or don't understand; but I certainly
think the article is a good start, Especlally, I think the
article takes gay liberation more senously than The Mili-
tant has been doing or than the plenym report.does.

(I hope that comrades understand that my enthusiasm
for the Red Mole article on gay liberation doesn't nec-
essarily mean that I agree with the Red Mole on other
questions. I do consider gay liberation to be an impor-
tant test for revolutionaries. To whatever extent this ar-
ticle reflects where the IMG is at, I'd consider it grounds
for a lot of optimism. Of course, neither the International
Majority Tendency nor the Leninist-Trotskyist Tendency
has taken any kind of stand on gay liberation, so there's
no real way at present that the gay liberation question
can decide between those tendencies.

(I've condensed the article for space, and I've added
all the italics, to show the parts that I consider the most
interesting. — S. T.)
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‘ GAYLIBERATIONANDTHELEF’T '
A1 L .

by Rosahnd Davis

At its 1972 conference, the IMG unammously passed a
resolution -supporting ithe Gay :Liberation Movement
¢GLM) while reserving:the right to«criticize. its: politics.
Very rarely on the left dees any analysis: of the meaning.
of .being gay in capitalist Society appear, and: most: gry
people have looked to.the libertarian "underground" press
for -support. .But links between- the: revolutioriary left the
labour movement, and .the GLM are beneficial to all three.

We are using the term gay people to miean those who
want to relate sexually to:members of théir -own gex (les-
bians, homosexuals), and those who identify with the other
sex, either by changing sex by means of surgery, etc.
(transsexuals), or by dressmg in the clothes of the other
sex (transvestists).

Homosexuality and transsexuahsm are almost univer-
sally defined in "respectable’, society and in the, medical
professmn as. a problem Once such a defmmon%is ac-
cepted, then the way is open for endless pseudo-scxentlﬁc‘
studies eg:plammg its orlgi.ns in terms of blology, chrom-
osomes, ea.rly socialization” and $O on. The -gay,.person
is Iabelled as a "case" and mvestlgated if poss1ble with
a view to "curing" her/h).m §uch Iabellmg in fact repre-
sents an attempt to isolate gay people as far as possﬂale,
and creates deep feeling of guijlt in many. Even many
so-called revolutlonarles acCep ﬁls defimtxon, only trans-
ferring the problems to capltahst soclety, whlch "dxstorts
people s sexual orientations, so that some becomeé fixated
on members of the same sex. For such people, the social-
ist revolution will ehrnmate homosexuahty along ‘with
prostitution.

‘For a revolutionary marxist,” gny “people do notpre-
sent a problem ifi themselves. The' probIem lies in ‘explain-
ing why they are tredted as they #re’atid how they“cin
change that situation. Since we do not act!ept thiat sex
was instituted by the Divine (or Sotiétyy ih ‘ordér ‘that
children might be produced, or that womeh 'are ‘i their
natural state only when in a subordindite fteloltionship to
men or vice versa, there is absolutely n¢’ ré&smi why
people shouldn't relate sexually to pét>ple “of “‘the’ s5ame
sex ifthey want to, any “more than they- sHould ‘ot telate
to people of the other sex. Such a positidh demystifies" end-
less prejudices and "learned" tomes, and it is one of the
positive gains of the GLM to have forcefully presented
this analysis. Far from "withering away”, homosexuality
will become much more common in a socialist society, as
the mystifications and prejudices surrounding sexual re-
lationships are removed. . . .

If homosexuality in itself is not a "problem”, why then
are homosexuals universally oppressed in bourgeois so-
ciety . . .? Why do many people, among them militant
workers who are otherwise anti-capitalist, feel an unease
and confusion in regard to gay people . . .?

No ruling group exists for long by means of naked
force alone. The continued existence of class rule depends
on mystifying the population as to the true central source
of their oppression —the system of productive relations



which extracts the wealth from those who produce and
transfers it to those who own. On the oné hand it is nec-
essary to have institutions and symbols which are regard-
ed as right and good by the oppressed so they may think
the whole worthwhile. On the other, it is necessary to have
groups of people who are identifiable in some way as
different so that people's frustrations can if necessary be
turned against them. The family is one such important
institution, gay people one such group.

Whether or not they see themselves as revolutionaries
or even reformers, as by no means all do, gay people
who actually practice their homosexuality threaten the

ideology of the family. Through the family, new genera-.

tions of workers are produced, ruling class ideas are
passed on, women are subordinated, isolated and divided
from productive workers. So control over the family is
very important for the ruling class and its state. By nec-
essity gay people must make a clear divorce between sex-
uality and reproduction. By bourgeois legality they are
forced to divide sexuality and marriage. By théir very op-
pression their relationships tend to be fragile and tran-
sient, challenging the ‘mythology of permanence sancti-
fied in the marriage ceremony. Gay people around the Gay
Liberation Front (GLF) have also consciously come to

challenge and reject something of the dominance/subor-

dination, activity/passivity, male/female ideas about be-

havior appropriate to each sex, ideas which help greatly

to maintain the subordination of women ‘in capitalist so-
ciety. In all of these ways, the uncontested public activity
of gay people is a threat.

Gay peqple are also useful symbols of "moral decadence”
in’ capltahsm All ills we feel can be attributed to per-
missiveness, moral laxity, Jews, Blacks, Gays, etc. and
the gersecutmn of the minority and in some cases their
actual extermination (as in fascist Germany) can beé a
means of deflecting soc1a1 tensions from then' real source —

the exploitative nature of the system itself.

The oppression of gay people is therefore both neces-
sary and useful within the existing system, and for that
reason it becomes clear that there is only one way for
gay people to remove their oppression, and that is by
linking up with all other oppressed groups, and central-
ly the working class, whose exploitation underlies every
other, in order to overthrow the system itself. . . .

. it cannot be -said that Gay Liberation represents
a coherent political movement anymore than the Wom-
en's ‘Liberation movement does ["coherent” seems to be
meant here, in an organizational sense— Geb].  But this
in no way makes its éxistence as an autonomous move-
ment less significant. Firstly, the left has consistently under-
emphasized and neglected the analysis ‘of revolutionary
positions in relation to family and sexual relationships.
GLF is forcing us to make good this lack and providing
some of the ideas to do it. Secondly'the GLF is exposing
the reactionary nature of the psychiatric profession and
the repressive legal system, sometimes in quite dramatic
ways. Thirdly the more politicized members are moving
out to challenge bourgeois ideology within sections of the
working class. But above all, if the gay movement does
not continue to go forward, the reactionary tendenc1es .
will move onto the offensive against gay people, and
possibly begin to link up with the fasc1st/rac1st move-
ments into a really dangerous diversionary threat. ;

Thus we need the gay liberation movement. Gay peo-
ple also need the political support of the revolutionary
left and the wider labour movement, for an introverted
gay movement .cannot resist serious attacks by the state.
It is the job of revolutionaries, especially gay revolu-
tionaries, to intervene in GLF for a broader revolution-
ary perspective, away from introversion and gay. nation-
alism, reformism and utopianism to an interventionist
policy. : .
June 25, 1973
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OPPORTUNITIES FOR THE SOCIALIST WORKERS
PARTY IN THE GAY LIBERATION MOVEMENT:

. In Support of the Contribution, "For An .Intervention Into
the Gay Liberation Struggle," by Thorstad and Green

by Sandy Knoll, Detroit Branch

Introduction . ‘

The Memorandum on the Gay Liberation Movement .

adopted at the National Committee plenum, draws several
conclusions regarding the long-range potential of the gay
liberation movement: "directly relates to a relatlvely nar-
row sector," "does not have .the potentlal mass of either
the women's movement or the movements of the major
oppressed nationalities,” and "is much more peripheral
to- the central issues of the class struggle” than the move
ments previously mentioned. This analysis leaves us with
litle hope that the gay liberation movement can be of
long-term’ significance in ‘organizing the overthrow of the
capitalist class, and therefore should be of l1ttle concern
to the revolutlonary party today.

It relegates any party activity around the movement
to a very low priority in our overall work and concretely
amounts to abstention from the movement.

Any serious attempt to discuss’ openings for SWP._inter-
vention in the gay liberation movement must be preceded
by an assertion of the value of this social movement in
the process of organizing the socialist revolution. ’

Gay Liberation and the Current Radicalization

George Breitman, at the 1970 Socialist Activists and
Educational Conference, offered the following character-
ization of the present radicalization:

"The present radicalization in the United States, which
has not yet reached its peak, is as genuine and authentic
a radicalization as any this country has experienced in
the twentieth century; in addition, it is the biggest, the
deepest, the broadest, and therefore the most threatening
for the ruling class [emphasis added], and the most prom-
ising for revolutionaries.”

Breitman zeroes in on the broadness of this radicaliza-
tion, which is one reason that it's the most threatening
yet. Among other things:

"The beginning of the breakup of the authority of Amer-
ican capitalism can be seen in changing attitudes to
morals, in reevaluations of sexual norms. . . ."

At the same conference, Jack Barnes noted an extremely
important aspect of this radicalization.

"The fifth point, and in a way this may be the most
important— at least it is one we should take special care
to absorb, for it differentiates us from every other tendency
that claims to be socialist or radical—is that there will
be no reversal of this radicalization before the working
masses of this country have had a chance to take power
away from the American capitalist rulers.”

I'd like to take a brief look at the other two radicaliza-
tions of this century to better understand why this rad-
icalization is the one that will not be deflected until the
question of power is posed.

The radicalization of the Debsian period was spurred
on by the necessity of U.S. capitalism to industrialize
at an unprecedented rate in order to vastly expand
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production. and assume  first place among the capitalist
powers.

By luring hopeful 1mm1grants to this country and
packing them into crowded urban centers, the capitalist
clags was able to create a large army of labor to build
its industrial empire. . .

The inhuman sweatshop conditions that these workers
slaved under and the inhuman living conditions they
endured, powered the radicalization of the years of Debs
and the Socialist Party._

It involved attempts at industrial unionism (IWW), the.
formation of the Amencan Communist Party, and the
victory of women fighting for the franchise.

However, this radicalization was limited by the narrow
scope of its demands and was defeated in the reaction
of the early '20s.

The radicalization of the '30s drew its impetus from
the conditions resulting from the Great Depression. The
ferment began among a thin layer of students and intel-
lectuals, and by the early years of the '30s, was beginning
to touch the working class.

The first major political movement was the drive to
orgamze the unorganized . mto trade unions. Later on,
efforts were made to brmg e unemployed into motion
around their own demands.

The radicalization was obst:ucted by the development
of Stalinist hegemony. The étalimsts attempted to limit
the scope of demands being raised and tried to channel
the social movements into support of the government's
war preparations after Hitler invaded the Soviet Union.
The almost unanimous support for World War II stifled
the remnants of the radicalization.

While certain achievements were won for the working
class, such as the organization of the CIO, the radicaliza-
tion as a whole failed to present a severe enough challenge
to the capitalist system.

The current radicalization began with the '60s and the
civil rights movement. The next 13 years saw challenges
to every structure, myth and institution that capitalism
had erected to ensure the longevity of its rule.

The dynamic and the power of this radicalization lies
in its ability to expose the most sacred and time-worn
foundations of this system. It lies in the militancy of
sectors of the oppressed, previously quiescent and unwilling
to take action; it lies in the deep alienation felt by millions
who no longer have confidence in the ability of this system
to meet their most basic needs.

Why is the role of the gay liberation movement an
important one in this development? It is a product of
this period, a collection of angry individuals who have
joined together to move against the restrictions imposed
upon them.

In so doing, the movement adds a dimension to this
radicalization lacking in the two previous radicalizations,
and herein lies the significance of gay liberation to the



coming revolution.

The movement defies the right of the government to
regulate the personal lives of individuals and to impose
their own definition of "normal” sexuality on every mem-
ber of the population, to the extent of imposing harsh
penalties on those who deviate..

It exposes the hypocrisy of a capitalist morality that
says it's alright to murder a Vietnamese child, but loving
a person of the same sex is & criminal act The gay lib-

eration movemrent has implications that reach far beyond

the millions of homosexuals in this country. It seeks to
erode the tight ‘grasp that capitalist - authority holds on
the population and implies the necessity of a different

society, where human energy, sexuality, and creativity:

are not harnassed to the needs of the ruling class.

A LOOK AT THE MOVEMENT:
OPPORTUNITIES FOR OUR PARTY

The openings and opportunmes for our party in the

gay liberation movement are enormous. The purpose
of this: section is to add to what comrades already know
about the movement (Christopher Street actions, Intro
475, participation in’ Democratic Party convention, etc.).

A brief sketch should suffice to indicate, its present breadth,

and potentlal growth

Gay Liberation is International

Gay liberation groups are organizing all over the world.
Most that I've run across have an expressed anticapitalist
onentatlon and grew out of the left movements in various
countries. A major aim of their actxv1ty is’ winning the
support of socialist and trade-union orgamzatmns and

pushing for favorable posmons on gay hberatlon in the

programs of these organizations.

The Gay Liberation Front of London, begun in 1970,
is one of the best established and best organized groups
abroad. Its weekly meetmgs are over 100. It has helped
to form other groups in England, such as Camden GLF.
The activities of both gxou,ps include educanonal leaﬂetu;g
at public places, political @etlon orgamzed through special
interest political action groups, and consciousness raising,.

A _group was recently formed at Harrow, a prestigious
boys school in northern London in response to .police
harassment of gays. ;

The GLE of London publishes Gay Internatzonal New.s,
a monthly publication aimed at establishing communica-
tion between organizations in different countries. :

Clandestine - gay groups  operate . in Mexico and
Argentina.; They are the Homosexual. Liberation Frent of
Mexico and the Homosexual Liberation Front of Argen-
tina. Laws in both countries: prohibit.them from functionjng
openly. Aecording to Afeura, a . paper put out by Latin
gays in New York, the'goal of the HLF of: Argentina is-
to integrate "with the movements for national and social
liberation which function in Argentina,” "to get those move-
ments to incorporate in their program and strategy the
demands of the sexual revolution, without which the libera-
tion of mankind will be imcomplete.”

A gay festival was held in Stockholm last summer.
It featured public debates, plays, leaflets, and dances.
It culminated in a march and demonstration at the end
of the week.
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In France, the Front Homosexual d'Action Revolutionn-
aire was born in the wake of the May-June '68 events.

The United Front for Revolutionary Homosexuals in
Italy has groups in Rome, Milan, and Turin. Active mem-
bers in the Rome and Turin groups are 30 and 20 respec-
tively. 'The Turin group has a monthly paper of 36 pages.
All work with women's liberation and socialist groups.
There is no central office because of police repression.
All news is spread by telephone and word of mouth.

Thée Belgian group is Student Investigation and Soli-
darity on Homophilia and Homosexuality. It's active
in Brussels, Liege, and Louvain. It was beguntwo years
ago and is centered oh the campuses. Their approach
is two-fold: (1) personal —helping individuals to "come
out'; and (2) public—reaching out beyond tha* campus
to involve community gays in political action.

In Canada, Vancouver GAA is among the most active
of the organizations. Like the New York GAA, they or-
ganize projects to change anti-gaylaws, confront sexist
officials, and put pressure on various individuals and
institutions. An example was the picketing of an apart-
ment building where the owner wouldn't allow gays to
move in.

Groups also exist in Holland, Thaﬂand and Malta

Campus Groups

The National Student Assocxatlon set up a Natlonal
Gay Student Center in Washington, D.C., to act as a
clearinghouse .. for information regarding campus . gay
groups. Most gay organizations have to wage a fight.
for their right to recognition. The Center, prints a news--
letter that details these and other problems to spur the
development of campus action, Some groups who, have.
been denied recognition have taken their case.to the:courts.
For example, groups at Sacramento State University, the
University of Oklahoma at Norman, and .the University
of Kentucky at Lexington, all won the right to organize
on ¢ampus.

Groups now exist on almost every major.campus. in. the
country. Among the latest are the Duke Gay Alliance in
Durham, North Carolina; Homophile Awareness League
at West: Virginia . University in. Morgantown; Gay Stu-
dent -Union at the University of Virginia; at Montgomery -
College in Rockville, Maryland; and the. Univers1ty of
Brldgeport in Bndgeport, Connecticut..

Gay. Studzes : ’

Gay: studies courses are presently taught at the University
of Nebraska, the University of Pennsylvania in Phila--
delphia, Boston University, Kent State University, Califor-
nia State at Longbeach, - California- State at: Northndge,
and California State at Sacramento.

The program at Sacramento State is the largest. lt
includes courses on the Image of ithe Homosexual in
Literature and Lesbianism in-America.

Gays in the Professions :
Discrimination against gays in the professions, especially
in the teaching and library professions, has sparked
organized protests. After the well-known case of Mike
McConnell, turned down for a position at the University
of Minnesota library because of his homosexuality, the
American Library Association Task Force on Gay Lib-



eration was formed. Besides defending members of the
profession fired for sexual orientation, they've compiled
a bibliography of gay literature.

Several instances of discrimination and firing on account
of sexual orientation have been experienced by teachers.
There is nothing new about having "sexually deviant”
teachers removed from contact with impressionable stu-
dents. What is new is the willingness of these teachers
to fight back. Peggy Burton, gay high school teacher in
Turner, Oregon, was fired in October 1971. She refused
to quietly accept the dismissal and, instead, sued the Board
of Education.. :

John Gish, a New Jersey teacher, was elected presxdent
of New. Jersey GAA. He initiated a campaign against a
New Jersey law that allows school districts to force teach-
ers suspected of homosexuality to take psychiatric examina-
tions. He also founded the Gay Teacher's Caucus of the
National Education Association which, immediately upon
its. inception, submitted a.gay rights proposal to the 1972
convention of the Associaton. ‘

Regional Organizing

There has been a widespread tendency in the movement
to organize on 4 state or regionwide level. I want to
deal most extensively with the Michigan organization,
which is the one with which I'm the most familiar.

At the end "of last year, gays from all the southern
states, with the exceptlon of Louisiana, Texas, and South
Carolina, met in Athens, Georgia, with the purpose of
forming a southern gay coalition.

The Gay Students Council of Southern California is
composed of faculty, students, and commumty people
from 17 campuses Each campus sends two representatives
to the Council of Representatives, the policy-making body,
which elects the Executive Board.

The Council‘held a conference in November at Claremont
College.” Some workshops offered were the Coming-Out
Experience, Gays in the Arts, Orgamzmg Student and
Faculty Groups.

In QOctober, 200 gays met in Pittsburgh for the first
statewide ‘gay conference. It was sponsored by eight or-
ganizations and called’ to prepare a gay rights platform.-
Workshops discussed Employment of Gays, Rights of
Gay Minors, and Religion ahd the Church. The conference
established the Pennsylvania Federation of Gays.

The Michigan Gay Confederation was formed on March
4, 1972, at a meeting in East Lansing. Previously, ‘groups
had existed all around the state and organized indepen-
dently. The most active were the Gay Liberation Front
of East Lansing and Detroit Gay Activists.

An important action of the East Lansing group was
a campaign to ban disctimination in city jobs. In October
1971 they submitted two proposed changes in personnel
rules to the City ‘Council:

The Council accepted the proposals but. it became clear

in the next few months that they weren't receiving serious.
consideration. Protests and a debate at the February 7,
1972, meeting of the Council culminated in a decisign
to reform the rules and a victory for Lansing gays. . .

The most important activities in Detroit have centerﬁgi
around repeal of the Accosting and Soliciting Ordinance,
Petition drives and picket lines have characterized the
struggle. .

The Michigan Gay Coalmon (MGC) was formed out
of a decision to organize a statewide week of gay pride
activities in 1972. Michigan's first gay pride march was
a big success. 300-500 turned out despite pouring rain.

A meeting of the MGC was held on September 16 to
discuss further actions. It was attended by 60 people
from 12 organizations. Out of the meeting came a call
for a demonstration on October 28 in Lansing to call
for defeat of the Traxler Bill, a bill that was supposed
to reform Michigan's penal- ‘code; while restrictions on
some homosexual acts were reduced, penalties for ac-
costing and soliciting remained. -

The meeting also took a posifion on the elections. The
necessity of independent action was affirmed and non-
reliance on the Democratic’ and Republican parties. They
voted to- give no support to candidates of these parties
due to their bad record on gay rights. ’

MGC is presently organizing a week of gay pride ac-
tivities, scheduled for June 26-July 1, culminating in a
march and rally to demand repeal of all anti-gay laws.

A General Summation N T

The gay movement is politically heterogenous. While
activists from New York GAA oriented toward the Dem-
ocratic Party before the November elections, others rejected
this approach and posed building their own movement
rather than subordinating their fight to the Democratic
campaigns. Still others urged a vote for the SWP can-
didates. ' ’

'Like the social movements we are presently involved
in, the gay movement has had ups and downs. Organiza-
tions have been initiated and have flourished, others have
died out. The general thrust of the movement has been
to broaden geographically and to encompass different
sections of the population.

The movement has reared its head in those institutions
and organizations most adamant about maintaining the
status quo on sexual orientation. It has shown its readi-
ness to meet the enemy on any battlefield and its immense
field of activity in the years of its existence are testimony
to its persistence.

All indications are that the gay movement is here to
stay and will continue to present openings for our party.
I support an intervention into the movement along the
lines laid out in the document "For an Intervention into
the Gay Liberation Struggle,” by David Thorstad and
Kendall Green. A decision to implement this decision can
only serve to build the party.

June 28, 1973
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