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14 Charles Lane
New York, N.Y. 10014

January 22, 1973
TO MEMBERS OF THE POLITICAL COMMITTEE

i
Dear Comrades,
‘ Attached for your information are three articles from
the January 20 issue of the Daily World, the issue which was
%igtributed at the recent antiwar demonstration in Washington,
\ Comradely,
Lew
L
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Problems of the peace movement:

By MATTHEW HALLINAN
Chairman, National Peace
Cnmmlssxon, Communist Party
During. the :last week: of De-r;.
cember, an agreement, was reach-

ed by the People’s Coalition. for_'j'
Peace -and - Justice - (PCPJ} “and

the: National ‘Peace: Action Coun-.
cil (NPAC). jointly- m sponsor a
mass. demonstration in Washing-
ton on Inauguration Day, Jan.-20. "
_ While._the necessity. : for.’ this
united action’ has generauy beers
understood  in 'the peace 'move-,
ment,” a number of-activists, in~
cluding. some .of the  best and-’
most.dedieated people,: have had .
some ser;ous reservatlons about
lt - ,{:,1, Pt T -

Some ef t.he opposiuon to -the -
united actxon arises putiof bxttgr
experiences in the past:with’ the .
Trotskyite- domuyated NPAC. .

Sorde organizations, - such as
the * Vietnam.* Veterans - Agamst
the War; have been so burned by’
T .C that they have; -come fo .
oppose, almost.on princ;ple ‘any: -
united: action with.the ‘l‘mtsky~
ites.' While Communists are :the '
first to ‘sympathize. with these
sentiments .we mast also point
out. that-_in politlcs you ‘cannot -
choose your allies on .the same
basis as you choose: your fr;ends
in everyday life. *- .

It is notf :the honesty and de-.
cency of your allies that brmgs
you together .but rather the -vi-
ciousness and barbarism of your
common enemy. The question is: -
not how bad are the Trotskyites
but, rathey,: will certain forms
of unity withi{them ‘under certdin:
condijtions help to compel U.S.
imperialism to end its oppression
in Vietnam?’

However, most of the -dissatis-
faction with the agreement for .
a united demonstration stems
not from a general hostility to
the Trotskyites but instead from
the conditions imposed upon
PCPJ by NPAC. in order 10 ob-
W Illﬂty "f' :

- All of “the orgamzatmns afﬁh~
ate” to PCPJ, in fact almost all
pe organizations in the coun-

~ Tactical flexibility urged
- for united antiwar aclion

>~~‘trv outside of NPAC recognize
.. that ~the demand. which corre-
-, Sponds *best to the present situ-

ation is. ‘'Sign the Treaty Now.”
. This demand brings out the °

jor “factor’ in, Nixon's
reelectlon was. the promise that
he was about tq “gign this, agreer

ment “Alsa, the demand’to ‘Sigp

. the ‘agreement eftectwelvi ex:
‘poses the lie that',the war ‘con-
 tinles  because. the North. Vie
_ namese. backed . gway. -from- ’the
-agreement at @e last- gmomen

This demand: ETY the <dermgnd . of
the liberatian forces;m Vietnam, ., their. outrage’ oyer thé cymcal

It is-the, demapd of .the. worl
forces .. st;uggling t0 send - U

" aggressign, and. it should be the

- central dgmana of. the B.S. peace
movement. -

. However; fon easons I cannot '

. discuss.here,. the. Trotskynes are

fact that there now exists a sim-
ple and conctete ‘way to end the -
war; -It has- the“virtue . ‘of re-

mmding the Amencau people -
v.thati.a

PL-SDS) or perhaps four Sepa»-
rate demonstrations in Washing-
‘ton, a fact which in and of itself
‘would have made impossible a’
* broad and masslvg moblhzatlon
“oniJan20.

rectlv judged that such:a devel-,.
opmentwould be a disgster.
.2 What is at stake Jan. 20”
The .actions, of Jan. 20 are ex-

tremely important. The:. lnaugu- X

rahop iDay ‘actions are a. chal- .
inge ‘to Nixon's  attempt; to in- -

‘terpret “his ‘election \nctory as.”

a, mandate for contmumg the

war, -
- They ‘are the fxrst Opportumty

“the masses have had’ to- express,

i

election fraud ‘which Nixon pull-

«,-ed on them. A broad @nd mas:.

sive response by the samé forces
;18 essential in order te expps
‘Nixon’s isolation on the!war is-

~sue and_to temper the, despera-. -
:*tion which appears. to be spread-:

appoSed to the treaty and, there-'" ing in certain, lugh admmlstra- )

fore, :to" any - demnand that' the

: treaty be signed. They stegdfast-
ly - refused any joint action under’

the banner of ‘‘Sign Now.”” While
people are free to earry ‘‘Sign
Now” placards and‘banners at -

the demonstration Jan. 20, and;

_speakers can articalate this de-
-mangd from the platform, the de-

mands of the lead banner of ‘the -

march are restricted to ‘‘Stop
the bombing—end the war now.”
An unprincipled concession?
Some honest peace forces were
upset by PCPJ’s decision to ac-
cept those conditions. Their an-
ger and. frustration with the
Trotskyites kept them from see-
ing the situation in its: proper
- perspective. ‘
First, the leadership of PCPJ
‘had to ask itself what the con-
sequences would be of not ac-
cepting these conditions. It
would have meant that there
was no simple mass response

~ to Nixon’s. election betrayal and

to the unprecedented genocidal
bombings of the North. It would
have meant three (PCPJ, NPAC,

tion circles.” .. -
A massive turnout Jan’ 20 1s

required, likewise; to pressure a. i.

hesitant and vacillating Congress
into . action. These actions will
be seen, both here and ‘abroad,
as a test of strength between the:

administration and ‘the- antl-war

forces in this country.

Under these circumstances, the +
issue of what slogans are on the’
lead banner is not the central
one. Indeed, the mass- of the
American people are not even
aware of this debate bver slo- |
gans. In their minds, ‘“‘end the
war now’’ means ‘‘sign the trea-
ty now.”” People are going to-
Washington because they under-
stand that the peace forces must
make a show of strength. And
they are right.

Mass turnout—essential issue

Only a united action which
combined the organizational and
financial resources of both PCPJ
and NPAC met the political re-
quirements of the moment. Those
who made the issue of the slo-

] gan mte . quw?(lon sof Princir
swere “dosing sight, of “the. m.
nnciple*the duty, of ‘the Am

i -ican people 1o stop- the crimiy

aggressxon of .their own imp:

.- ialism. Qur. ibili |
The leadership - of PCPJ cor- . -‘x ism. Oug.responsibility is r

to proféss our: loyalty and sol
darxty with the Vietnamese b
" rather t.mdp anything and ever:

B thmg that- will effectlvely wort

to restrmnthe -war makers.

Pumty -of . conscience: by the
* few . canfiot , substitute - for. the
.- ‘pressure exerted by an-organiz

.‘ed mass Joutpouring. . .

- The peace forces: must devel
op the. {actical flexibility that
wlll allow us to'reach our max-

‘ unum effectiveness, Compromise

“on- the unessential .issues is one
feature of” fhb -@n-Jam, ' 20, the
.essential ‘issne_#as not which
s!ogan Is on ’ﬂie lead banners

but rather how massive is the
turnout

This is” i\ot to say that the de-
Hate over ‘slogans and demands
;'tSunimportant
~ A struggle must be ‘fought tc
win. all peace forces to see the
necessnty for raising the deman:
that Nixon sign the treaty now

_ NPAC must either be forced t.
""*live with a united movement i

which this. is one of the demand
‘or it must be isolated. It canno
be allowed to continue indefinite
Iy to exercise a veto over the
.vast majority of those desirin;
peace. -

However, the struggle ove:
differences within the movemen:

. .must not be carried on in such
{ .a way that they diminish the

effectiveness of the movement it
self. Only U.S. Imperialism ben-
efits from that.




Problems of the. peace movement:

Trots'iylte friends

: By MIKE ZAGARELL . .
National Education Director,
Young Workers Liberation League .
President Nixon’s refusal. to’,
{ he peace treaty agreed upoxs
retore the elections has set off a
1ew level of mass opposition tq the '
Vietnam - war. - Not. since - Nixon: |
‘irst catne into office has he stood”
;0. exposed .ta tens of mﬂhons of.

»eople around the world. "=+ 1.~
Millions of -peaple in, the {A& 1
now know thaf this war copld Bave ‘1

peen . netmitely ‘over’ Qctober’
the day that:was ‘'set, to_ sign: tbe;_
reaty. But it i8.80t oveF dechuise +
WixoR, went back:bn .the épmmlae

W doing e\ferything po%s:ble 10
make ys ferget that apeacq treai5

hag’ found new friends in fie Trot
skyite ‘‘Sécialist! Workers, Party .
(SWP) ‘3nd the Young ‘/Socfalist’
AHiance 4¥SA} which lopenly. at
ta-" the peace: reaty und miuse :
to .

signit... ",

peace, meetmgs ‘and ;'deraanding -
that the peace<mavement forget -
about the treagngnd contmue mth
“usiness as usual:. -

‘While the SWP gwes dliferent
reasops than Nixom for opposmg
the treaty; the effect is the same:
to take Nixon off ithe het seat aqd
to return the peacé movement to-
its position before Nixon’s public:
betrayal. In thi¥' campaign the
Trotskyites have already imposed '
their ' position om the -National
Peace” Action Coalition (NPAC) -
and the Student Mobilization Com-:
mittee (SMC) both of which: they
control, and are mow trying to -
impose it on the whole peace move-
ment.

A.W-v._,..‘_,.,

Absnrd ob;ectxons

‘The main argument of the Trot-
skyites is that theéVietnamese are
selling out. The Trotskyites, sit-
ting safely in their comfortable of-
fices, think that the Vietnamese
shouldn’t make any concessions.

A Rose, Chairman of the':
You., “‘Socialist’’ Alliance, states:

“The main points of the agree- ,j
ment, as they can be pieced to-
gether, include significant conces- 1
sions forced from the Vietnamese. 4
The terms leave the Vietnamese .
revolution in grave danger...”
(Y Socialist, Nov., 1972. p. §)

Q?Govemment (PRGY that the US; ;
!et a termmal date’ for thhdrawal
u ffmads axco'hcessmn Where 1s,; z,j

»: perialism, ‘They’are agreement to .

1mon
TThe. U5, has o ri

* The Trotskyite position is not
opposmon simply to too many con-
cessions. They oppose any conces-
sion made by. the Vnetnamese.

: ‘even the most minute.

- For examplte, SWP leader Fred :
HaIstead speaking'of the demand
. by the Provisional Revolutionary

Lo

u:;teiésmk two days: from How, §i
the; oné: “Year: or” ,whitevg
tto’be ‘

” ticed-, by the Trotskyites ‘them-

“selves.” By ‘demanding. ‘‘no. cop-

diatzmi'withﬂrqwal “and 'whatevz

standbrdwhichnwee-',
P r: right’ minds : could
practlce “and ‘which is not. prae-:

- cessions’’ the Trotskyites - show -

"only- that ‘they are prepared to

‘“fxght” on to the last Vletnam-
ese, . -

. The fundamental and most de-

, ciswe concessions in the 9-point-

agreement.are made by U.S. im-

" withdraw all forces from Vietnam,

"; acceptance of a. coalition govern-
" ment which puts the anti-imperial-

ist forces jn the dominant position
in Vietnam, and an acceptance of
the territorial integrity of Viet-

nam and ‘its eventnal re-umifica- "

+ tion. It is precisely because this

agreement is not beneficial to .

U.S. imperialism that Nixon now
;refusestosun it.

The point, “of :course. .is . not

whether the Vietnamese have "

given some concession. The point

. is the total effect of the agree-

ment. Does it forward the move-
ment for peace and independence
of Vietnam? The answer to that
question is obvious to evervone in
the world except the Trotskyites.

That is why the whole world is
fighting to force Nixon to sign the
agreement... everyone but the
Trotskvites!

The Trotskvites

try to hide

| _,‘blhties and impose tlus agreement
JoonNixon! _ .h g

P and. VS

Atauachly support Trotsky’s long-.
., 1discredited theory of permanentf #
';g‘evolunon “The. ,bagic idea -

“this .disproven theory..is. thét s0-
“cialism ¢annot be built in one coun-
“try. In essence, the Trotskyites be-
“lieve that .any peace agreement .’
~short of socialism in the U.S. wnll g
_-be a sell-out. :

o%

—b:s’ i

_their position by saying: tﬁat the ;

Vietnamese have every nght to-

make. whatever congessiois. they
“but the victim’s: friends -

want,
have no nght to approve the re-
sults of the crime,” (Thid)-In other
words, the Vietnamese can negox

. tiate any -agreement with‘the U.S.

they want. But don’t ask the peace
.-movement ;to_fulfill its responsi-

Chauvinim-'rmskyng ‘Nallimark

: .‘,The Trotskyites say lhey sup-
port.. self-determination -in_ Indo- "
< china: But itds, glear that the Tro;

&yites believe. that the Vietnam-
se should have ﬁonsulted‘them

“What this méans practlcally s

‘ that while the SWP and YSA pre--
. tend" to. be for peace- they realiy €

are not. That is, they;do not be- .,

‘larly aan-Somtlsm, to hide t!
Yong-sta hatredfar the De-
cratic ‘Republic of Vietnam (DF
‘and the PRG of South Vietnam.
-+ They"do -this by implying t!
»éﬁhe Vietnamese don’t want to <.
i.out but:that they are under * pn
«ysure” from the Soviet Union. F.
try-as t,heymwxdeﬂmr po
tion unider gntrSoweusm the

-l posxﬁe&tkpsﬂ

., The ! ykes ﬂémot* simj
appose :this-agreement. They o
pose any and every agreeme
ever made forpeace in Indochin::
i, Freg. Halstead - states: *'(
three.oocasions since the 1945 Au;
“'ust revolution and the‘founding -
the DRV .« that_is since the N.
tionalist Revolntaon ‘took contr.
of the entire country ‘thei impe.
ialists managed te.get backin an
*darty of a. scopnter-revolutionar
| wwar, On these three-occasions th
‘imperialists used the cover of a
agreement they had wrested fron
the leadership of the movement.’
yuilmnt, Oct. 27, 1972, p. 13)

. 'Theposttion: of the Trotskyite
. “is’ cleatr. According to the Tro
skyites, the Vietnamese are se!
., ‘outs,- always were sell-outs ar

oF always Wwill be sell-outs until the

embracﬂgptskyusm

ecently. the.: vites hay
“net hesitat" “to_pull ‘out all th

hevef the Vietnamese can. .win ,,3 stogs n ' slaMeg_gaxnst th

peace and independence until aft- =

er the SWP leads a revolutlon4u
theUS. . .
This is the meamng of the Trot—
skyite concept that “‘out now” is. :
a ‘‘transitional demand.”’ To the.

Trotskyltesr.;;\ transitional de-’

mand is one. which people want.
now but which can only:be won
.under socxah.sm »

The convement l’ognc of this .
position is that any agreement is *

a sell-out and that the Vietnam-
ese must keep fighting so that the
SWP can grow like parasites off
the peace movement. Of course.
the SWP rationalizes this by say-
ing that once in power they will
end the war.

Anti-communism

The Trotskyites are embarras-
sed to attack the Vietnamese free-
dom tighters directlv. So they try
to use anti-Communism. particu-

“PRG. fst the very moment wh
- Nixon ‘and; General Thieu a
spreadmg the lie that the PR

" intends to murder its opposition

.a settlement is reached, the Trc
~.8kyites join in telling of how Trc
- skyites were ‘‘murdered by Stali:
ists in the Viet' Minh’' becau:
they opposed the leadership of t}

—_ . liberation movement. (Ibid)

New standards
It is now clear tbat the Tr

sire for an xmm ..; "
- tlement.

position that
been declared

out the worldfpeace mov .
Of all the capital
' ist world ement ir
the U.S. t respon
sibility. t we begir
to examipe new
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By Dynamite Hallinan

President Nixon's betrayalq’%{his election peace
promises have shaken ' péaceloving peoples
everywhere. ‘
As the dust from shattered illusions finally settled,
a sense of anger and outrage has once again arisen
among the American people. And while there is a
strong resolve to act, to do something — anything —
to restrain the unspeakable horrors committed in our
name; there are at the same time a number of gnaw-
ing questions which arise at every meeting of peace
activists. What can we do? We have marched, con-
fronted, resisted, electioneered, and nothing has
worked. What can we do that will be really effective?
Indeed, one of the problems of the peace move-
ment over the years has been its search for the simple
answer — trying to find the one action, the one tactic
or the one agency (church, army, Congress, Supreme
Court) that could do it all. This rigidity of tactical ap-
proaches, generally reflecting the lack of experience
and youthful character of the leading anti-war forces, -

“has been a serious obstacle to unfolding the broadest

possible anti-war struggle in this country.

The search for the single effective measure that
can end the war is based on a failure to understand the
nature of the forces pursuing this war. It isbasedona

.lack of understanding of U.S. imperialism., If the war
. - policy were simply an insane whim of a Johnson or a

TSWP-NPAC (Socialisl Workers Party-National Peace

tion for the anti-war forces.
thTh‘ test ol; be fectivendss kany anti -

or action is the degree to which it g pumds and
broadens the base of the anti-war moverment: t:edé-
gree to which it enlists the sctivities and expresse:
the sentiments of millions. The only power we can
thro% ‘into. the struggle against U.S. imperialism i
the power of organized masses. R

We are just now recovering from the devastatin;
effects of an orgy of sectarianism in the anti-wa:
movement, A large section of the newly radicalized

youth — the traditional *‘shock troops” of the peace

., Iovement — completely 1ost its perspective: Frus-
| firated by the difficulties in mobilizing masses, a

rge section of these forces developed a number of
tvery harmiul approaches, all of which served to nar-
‘fow the anti-war movement. For some, the goal of
_ending the war was replaced by the goal of overthrow-
ing imperialism. Hence, tactics were geared for radi-
calizing the activists rather than reaching out to
broader sectjons of the American people. For others,
“‘bringing the war home"" became the main thing, so
tactics were geared solely for confrontation with the
government and not for their impact on masses. Dif-
ferent levels of struggle were not properly combined,
but pitted against one another, Anything resembling
a united front policy was purely accidental. - -
- Sectarianism, however, is. clearly on the wane in
the anti-war mevement. The most serious difficulty
‘we face in this regard is the stubborn epposition of the

Ht

~‘Action Coalition) fonces to the sttuggle to force Nix-
“on,to sign the peace accords;-Because of their sectar-
- ian attitude on the relationship between the struggle
for socialism and ending the war: (SWP believes a

coalition government hetrays the cause of socialism),
" because - of their- anti-communism and chauvinism

* Nixon, then a single massive effort could sufficiently -
" isolate them and force them to retreat. But the Viet-
' _nam war has been and continues to be the policy of the

" dominant sections of U.S. imperialism — the 'same

. monopoly forces which exercise control over most of
" 'the mass- media, dominate the two majorpoliti- .

Pressure | ngl' peace

= q

the

. _cal parties, control decisive sections of the trade un-
. “ion leaderghip, and have their hands directly upon the ..
‘levers of state power, While it is true that the ruling +
., class is divided over the war and that the division is
:frowing. it is wrong not to see that the war is the pol- -
ey ;

of the dominant forces within that class. o o
. The 'war itself involves issues that go way beyond

. (the accords were drawn up by “the Stalinists and not
by the Vietnamese peaple,” and so are a “‘sell-out,”
' etc.), they have failed totally to see that the existence
; of these a¢cords has changed the whole situation, and
~that the demand for Nixon to sign them has now be-
r-come the centra] demand of the movement.
.-+ While we Communists’ are fighting for united ac-

“tion by all peace forces, and recognize the necessity

rtain kinds of compromises in the interest of uni-

ty, we must reject the position taken by SWP-NPAC

: that *“fign the ‘treaty now”, be excluded from joint

'actions. Thia position seriously,jeopardizes any con-
tinuing wnity between NPAC and other peace forces.

.. While sectariamtsm and disunity have created ser-

;Flous problents folr the nati-war movement, the most

~setious failure has been the ipability of the erganized

' peace forces to activelx‘iuwgbw‘dhlmk, Brown and

- the particular stake of U.8. imperialism in South Viet-
_ nam, or in Southeast Asia for that matter. =& . °

. The war in Indochina is of global significance, It

- is a test between the forces of national liberation and '

.. world socialism on one hand and U.S. imperialism on
~ .the other.: U.S. imperialism has thrown its massive .
- military and material strength against the valiant .

.+ peoples of Indochina who have the active sippost of -
~ the national liberation movements and the socialist .

B

Bui

forces throughout the world. .-~ - R I . by ol
. In this kind of struggle there is no single front, nio ,.}.'”':'ﬁ ﬁg’&*ﬁ’?“ in g"i'?"l‘m,end. the war.
».:#ingle.decisive battle, but rather a prolonged test of - ‘b B gely | se of their class background, even
. strength. U.S. imperialism has thrown incredible mil- e advanced peace forces have been slow ¢ develop

a full understanding of the class nature of imperial-
ism. ‘As a result, they have not effectively linked the
. struggle for peace to the daily problems of oppressed
and working peoplé here at home. Reliance upon mor-

al appeals has made the struggle for peace seem di-

ditary and material resources into the battle, which.
~sgre capable of committing the most awesome brutal- .
ities, while at the samp {ime pursuing a flexible and -
_sophisticated world-wide.political effort to confuse
¢t and divide the farees sympathetic to Vietnam. - :

WhMWaqdﬂnwmm 4

missien of the Communist Party and ifs representative
on th\o People’s Coalition for Peace and Justice. ;

i
H

i

\

__ Under these circumstarices the peace forces in this
. country mu${ be geared to-struggle as long as it takes
to achieve the sfgning of a peace treaty and, beyond .

that, to assure its implementation.

_ The Vietnamese use every weapon, every tactic,
every form of struggle, every potential ally, every
human resource, and they will use them over and

over again until the U.S. aggressor is forced 90 re- -

treat. . . ‘

Just as the Vietnamese people have heroically
fought for their freedom for more than a quarter of a
century, the American people must face their own

" test of endurance: to fight as long as necessary to-win

peace. There can be no excuse for demoralization, for
inactivity. - - CT e

We are called upon to do our part — to do that
which we are able to do — and to do it the best way we
can. Those who argue that, because we cannot end it
once and for all, we should therefore do nothing, are
playing the game of the warmakers. Our job is to
throw every force we can into this struggle, to com-
plement the strength of the Vietnamese people, the
socialist camp, the world forces arrayed against this
war. The Australian dock workers cannot alone com-
pel U.S. imperialism to end the war, but their action
is another weight thrown into the scales of this his-
toric struggle. And, I might add, a very important one.

That is the way we must see our tasks. Everything
we do in this country has an effect on the overall strug-
gle. Every demonstration, every resolution by a labor
union, church or civil group, every leaflet or pam-
phlet handed out, every letter written or protest made
is a factor that will contribute to the end of this bar-
baric war.

“vorced from the rising activity of working people to
‘mm_bat the 'war-related decline in their standards of
diving. e T s .
- However, growing numbers of peace activists, par-
ticularly those around PCPJ, do recognize this weak-
ness and are trying to correct it. The problem is that -
they cannot do it alone. They need help from those
who have roots in the newly emerging shop and com-
munity movements. -

We must recognize that masses of Black, Brown
and other oppressed people and working people in
general, will not express their opposition to the war
in the samié manner that white students and middle-
class elements have. New kinds of actions, demands
and coalitions are required to accomplish this. -

In New York, there are discussions aiready under
way by leading activigts in the tenants’ movement,
day-care center movement, PTAs, teachers’ rank-
and-file, city workers rank-and-file and others, about
the possibility of joint action on the war. The war and
the urban crisis are inseparably linked.and the strug-

"gle to change the spending priorities of the govern--

ment are natural forms through which working peo-
ple can be brought into active opposition to the war.

The key to building a peace movement with the
muscle to compel U.S. imperialism to retreat is to
make the struggle for peace an integral part of the
daily struggle of working and oppressed peoples to
defend their living conditions.

For this to happen, the struggle for peace must
cease to be the task of the peace movement alone but
the concern and struggle for peace must become the
central task of every progressive and demand of
every people’s movement.



