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CRISIS OF LEADERSHIP

“The world political situation as a whole is chiefly characterized hy a
historical crisis of the leadership of the proletariat.”™ (Death Aveny of
Capitalism and the Tasks of the Fowrth International, by Leon Trotsky)

It is on the basis of this understanding that the Class Struggle League and
Vanguard Newsletter unite their organizations to form a new organization
which will be the nucleus of the vanguard party of the working class bath in
the U.S. and the world. The new arganization is the result of the inahility of
the world Trotskyist movement to rebuild a revolutionary world vanguard
party following the second world war. Finding all of the various splinters.
sects and coteries emerging from the Trotwskyist movement incapable of tran-
sforming themselves into revolutionary organizations based in the working
class, we can 1ake no other course than to turn from the road that they are
fullowing and take on the task ourselves of rebuilding the world Trotskyist
movement.

These various groups and sects have either misunderstood or wrned their
backs on the need o build a demccratic-contralise party, a party oricnsed
fowards gt based dn the working class: a party that stands intransigent
against the bourgeoisie and its ideologics in all of their manifestations:
party that stands intransigent against the counter-revolutionary forces of
social-democracy, Stalinism and the reformist labor burcaucracies! In other
words. @ party loyal o scientific socialism and its methodology — dialec-
tcal materialism

The Fourth International, built out of the forces of the International
Communist League, assembled revolutionaries throughout the world in a
founding  convention in 1938, This convention  founded a  waorld
revolutionary party based on the Transitional Program. The Deatlt Agony
of Capttalism and the Tashs of the Fourth Dnternationdal.

The failure of the leadership of this [International tv maintain a
revalutionary program under adverse conditions provides important lessons
for revolutionists. Without understanding the history of the Fourth In-
ternational and the reasons for its disintegration. any attempt to build i new
revolutionary party will undoubtedly flounder over the same problems that
faced the Fourth International. Thus an analysis of the Fourth International
is an indispensahle part of our program.

The Transitional Program was based on the historical experience ol the
world proletariat, especially on the lessons of the October Revolution and
on the struggles it the Tnternational Left Opposition (11LOY. The 11O fought
o defend the gains of the October Revolution against the bureaucratic casle
which fastened itselt to the workers' state and the Third International.




It was the ILO that alone defended the British general strike
against the labor bureaucrats” treachery and the Stalinist burcaucracy’s ac-
commaodation to them, It was the Left Oppaosition that alone defended the
Chinese Revolution against accommaodation to the nationalist bourgeoisic,
It was the Left Opposition that alone defended the German working class
against the treachery of the Stalinist Communist Party and the Social-
Democratic Party by fighting for a program within the international com-
munist movement that would unite the German working class and defeat
Hitlerite lascism!

When. despite the warnings of the Lelt Opposition. Hitler came 1o power
over a prostrate Communist Party, without a single word of protest from the
entire Communist movement, the 11O decided to trn its back from refor-
ming the parasitic Stalinist bureaucracy and the bankrupt Third In-
ternational, which could only function as a puppet serving the narrow. con-
servative interests of the Soviet bureaucracy. The demoralization and
weakness of the Russian working class, the lailure of the working class in
Europe to overthrow capitalism and take power, and the tremendous in-
dustrial backwardness of the Soviet Union allowed a bureaucracy (based on
party functionaries and other petty bourgeois strata that predominated in the
Russian population) to usurp political power from the working class and
distort the workers™ state so that it would serve to protect their privileges.
The Left Oppaosition, understanding that the new bureaucracy would utilize
the powers of the state apparatus to defend its privileges, called upon the
workers of the Soviet Union to lead a pofitical revafution that would sweep
the bureaucratic garbage out of the Soviet state and defend the gains of the
October Revolution from further degeneration. Only such a revolution
would allow the first workers state to play a revolutionary role in aiding the
working class of the capitalist nations to lead successful socialist
revolutions. At the same time, the Left Opposition continued to defend the
remaining gains of the October Revolution from imperialist attack and
counter-revolution.

The Left Opposition transfored itself into the International Communist
L.eague, which fought against further Stalinist[Social Democratic betrayals
in the Spanish and French revolutionary struggles. The Stalinists, in these
two struggles, developed the tactic of the “popular front” — an alliance bet-
ween the organizations of the liberal bourgeoisie and Stalinist and Social-
Democratic Parties. This alliance — based on a minimal, reformist program
-~ had as its intended purpose the fight for “progressive” bourgeois
democracy against fascism. Thus the Stalinist movement openly and unam-
biguously declared its intention to defend one wing of the bourgeoisie and
postpone indefinitely the fight for the socialist revolution, The Stalinist
movement transformed itself, as the social-democratic movement had
done, into a reformist movement that openly acted to defend the
bourgeoisie against revolution. The Stalinist movement continues to play
this role today.

During this period, the Stalinists accelerated their violent. murderous at-
tacks against those who opposed the Kremlin's counter-revolutionary
policies, These attacks culminated in the physical elimination of the entire
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cadre of the old Bolshevik Party Gncluding Targe layers that had proclaimed
their loyalty to Stalin’s burcaucracy) and the murder of revolutionists and
anti-Stalinists in Spain. France. and ¢lsewhere

Throughout this period the International Communist League (ICL) stood
intransigent against the intimidation of the Stalinist gangsters (as well as that
of the bourgeoisie isell) in defending the program of the proletarian
revolution against those who would betray it. The problem fur the Trot-
skyist movement, however, was that the working class movement was
receding (under the misleadership of the Stalinist-Social - Democratic
betrayers) betore the onslaught of bourgeois repression brought on by ever-
sharpening crisis. The new revolutionary forces had o fight against the
stream in order to make gains in the working class.

Such tactics as the united front and entryism were employed. often suc-
cesstully. in order to link the small forees of the revolutionary vanguard
with broader mass movements of the workers. The gains from this period,
unfortunately, were only temporary. The Fourth International, when finally
founded (ar least two years later than Trotsky had wanted). faced a workd
on the brink of a second world imperialist war. The many unstable elements
that attached themselves to the Fourth International began to succumb to
the pressures of the impending crisis and left the International. As the crisis
ol capitalism reached its exploding point. the revolutionary vanguard found
self, for the most part. isolated from the working class.

During this period even the elements that remained loyal o the
organizations of revolutionary Marxism showed signs of accommaodating 1o
various non-revolutionary trends. Sneevliet in Holland. an important leader
in the Trotskyist movement., was unable to stand up to the heat generated by
bourgenis Tiberalism and Social Demaocratic-Stalinist propaganda to “sup-
port the struggle in Spain.” Sneeviiet, while remaining loyal 1o the Fourth
International organizationally. supported the POUM in Spain and flirted
with the inveterate centrists of the London Bureau.

In France. the Maolinier-Frank tendency balked at leaving the SFIO,
preferring the climate inside to the rather harsher conditions of an in-
dependent organization.

In the U'S a large section of the leadership of the Socialist Workers Party
(SWP) bowed before bourgeois public cpinion during the period of the
Stalin-Hitler pact and the Soviet invasions of Poland and Finland. A section
led by Shactman, Burnham and Abern, and based for the most part
amongst the petty bourgeois sections within the SWP, wished to turn its
back not only on the Soviet Union but on dialectical materialism, the
method of Marxism! Such a tendency within the SWP was inevitahle given
the large numbers of untrained petty bourgeois radicals that found them-
selves within the SWP's ranks. Still. the fact that the division in the party
wis so deep (approximately 40 percent of the party supported the Shacht-

man-Ahern-Burnham tendency) and that the division linally expressed nselr

in an arganizational split — despite the urgings of Trotsky 1o prevent such a
split at all costs — exposed certain weaknesses in the leadership of the SWP
majority as well.




The maost obvious incapacity was the inability of the SWP 1o theoretically
train its cadres. When 40 percent of @ Marxist organization can become an-
L2unistic to or agnostic on the question of dialectical materialism, there has
evidenthy been an underplaying (1o say the least) of the importance of theory
in determining the practices of Marxist-Leninists.

Haowever. the organizational attitudes of the majority (based around the
leadership of James Cannond also played a great role in exascerbating in-
ternal tensions. IF one were 1o read Trotsky's fn Defense of Marxism and
Cannon’s Stugele for a Proletarien Party side by side, one could not help
but be impressed by the glaring differences in approach towards the
minority taken by Trotsky and Cannon, While Trotsky's writings emphasize
the political direction that the minority was moving towards and ruthlessly
subject it to Marxist eriticism, Trotsky always. especially in his correspon-
dence. leaves a way out for the minority organizationally, stresses their
rights as a minority. and attempts to defuse any split attitudes, The
correspondence of Cannon. on the other hand. emphasizes the
organizational crimes ol the minority, complains about the draining of
energies in long discussions. generally shrugs off the organizational com-
plaints of the minority (while at the same time admitting that many
comrades were being “taken in” by these complaints) and, in general, in
many subtle and not-so-subtie ways regenerates a split atmosphere, By the
time one concludes the section of Cannon's correspondence it is clear that
he wants Shachtman, Burnham. et al, out of the party — no ifs, ands. or
buts!

A small example is the exchange of correspondence an the Cleveland
Convention of the minority of the SWP. On Feb. 19, 1940, Trotsky writes:

A convention of the minority is only a caucus on a national scale . . . ltis
only & new step on the same road, a bad step on the road of split. but not
necessarily the split itself. Possibly, even surely, there are two or three tendencies
nsiie the opposition in respect to the split question

But Cannon on Feh, 20 writes:

It is now the unanimous opinion of the leading comrades here that the split
which the opposition leaders have been preparing is no longer to be avoided . | .
This (the Cleveland Conference) is not a gathering of a few national leaders, but
a full-fladged conference . . . and is manifestly designed to organize and prepare
the split.

In the same letter Cannon goes on to relate how “Even the suggestion of
permitting a limited continuation of the discussion after the convention —
which was contained in a confidential letter of Cornell (Trotsky) and
relayed o our most responsible peaple — hrought a storm of opposition
from the field.” He tells of how the Minneapaolis group — a pro-Cannon
stromghold — refused o even hold an informal discussion with Shachtman
on the party dispute!

On Feb. 27 Trowsky answers Cannon's letter:
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You are convinced that the Minoriny s aowhole s preparing 1o a sphit and
that you ciumnot win over anyene else. 1 aceept this premise. But the more wis it
neeessiary 1o aecomplnh betore the Clesehand convention an energete gesiare of
peice i order to radically change vour e atter their negiadne answer

I understand the impitienee of many Magority: compades (8 suppose that this
mmpatticnee is not anfrequently eonnected with theorencal inditterence) but they
should be reminded that the happenings i the Socialist Workers Party have now
A great importmes and that you must act not only on the Basis of your subjecting
appreciations, s correctas they may beo but on the basis of ohjecive fucts
avaikable o everyone

Cannon’s reply to this letter does a very poor joh of answering Trotsky's
main points. Cannon questions Trotsky: I don’t know whether vou fully
appreciate the character and tendencies of the present opposition
and then goes on to name some of their organizational crimes. e, failure 1o
come to the party office. no foermal statement of their convention’s demands,
cte. Cannon goes on: “Perhaps a part of the impatience of the worker
comrades 15 due to their inexperience . However. the feeling of im-
patience is practically universal in our ranks no less so on the part of the
most theoretically qualified comrades.”

But was thai feeling of impatience correct — and did succumbing to it
reflect the real needs of the movement as Trotsky had asked? On this score
Cannon has nothing to say. He does make an interesting remark about the
split, however. which from this point on. in all of his writings. he accepts as
an accomplished fact. As far as the majority is concerned. the split will
represent no serious  ruptrue  whatsover. “The separation on  the
psychological plane is as profound as on theoretical. politcal. and
organizational planes.” A split of 40 percent of the party. on the eve of an
imperialist war, will “represent no serious rupture.” Why? Because of the
profound separation on the “psychological plane.”™ In other words, the
hostility between lactions is so great that it has overtaken all political con-
siderations in the minds of all the antagonists! In a post seript o a letter 1o
Dobbs. dated  March 4, Tratsky continues o . insist
“The rank and fle of the minority do not wish a split.”™ But the attitude of
the Cannonites was set — the National Committee Majority in a circular to
the membership in answer o the minerity’s “Resolution on Party Unity’
rails:

Nobody shall make a playhouse of the party. The convention must make it
obligatory for all party members to conneet themselves in one way or another
with workers' environment and recruit fresh elements from the proletariat in the
course of class struggle activities.

... Those who try to block this course wili be defeated. Those who try 1o
disrupt our movement by a trecherous split on the eve of the war will be smashed,
as enemies and traitors deserve 1o be smashed.

After six months of discussion . . . the party is approaching the convention and
the decision, Let every comrade in the party. regardless of what his opinion has
been, face seriously once more and finally the inescapable rules of democratic
centralism: the unconditional right of the party majority 1o decide the disputed




questions and the unconditional duty of every party member to accept the

decision,

The slogan on split is class betrayal . . . The Fourth International will survive
it in spite of all the Burnhams and Aberns plus the Shactmans.

Small wonder that despite all the protestations of Cannon and Trotsky
that there would be no organizational reprisals against the minority after the
convention the minority remained unconvinced. The point about making it
obligatory for all party members to connect themselves to a workers en-
vironment was an obvious threat 1o all minorityites. Trotsky advocated a
serious connection between all party members and the class. What Trotsky
had in mind. of course. was a thought-out policy of proletarianization, not
an organizational club to punish those who wound up on the wrong side of
a palitical question by unceremoniously dumping them in the factories and
then demanding that they “produce.” Then there is the point about the
rights of the party majority. OF course in a demaocratic centralist
organization the majority rules. So what. The question is. what docs a
serious majority. concerned to avoid a split by 40 percent of the party. do?
Daes it. for instance. continually refer 1o the minority as “splitters.” or even
“traitors” @t @ point when the minerity still confusedly claim to be party
loyalists?

What Cannon and Cao. exhibited was the complete inability 1o see all sides
of a question — in other words, to think dialectically. Trotsky explained
how the essence of the minority’s positions meant split — therefore the
majority immediately branded them as splitters! Trotsky insisted that
organizational questions were secondary {not non-existant) — the majority
attacked any and all who raised organizational complaints! It was this ten-
dency to think out all questions in a straight line. ignoring varying sides in
any development. combined with a narrow organizational partisanship. that
spelled disaster for the SWP during the war.

THE SECOND WORLD WAR

As soon as the war crisis came down on the heads of the working class.
the poor quality of the sections of the Fourth International finally expressed
itself in a qualitative break from Trotskyisemi! The SWP, as Cannon later
revealed in his "Open Letter” that split the Fourth International (Pablaite
and “anti-Pabloite™) ignored the theoretical and practical backsliding of the
European sections, The SWP. because of its size and proletarian com-
position and relative safety from the ravishes of the imperialist war. was the
only section capable of taking the leadership of the International. But the
SWP turned its back on its responsibility as a section of a world peariy. thus
insuring its own demise as well.

While the war and the inevitahle repression of revolutionaries that
followed was responsible for depriving the Fourth International of many
talented leaders (including Trotsky). this alone does not account for the
degeneration of the international party. The fact that sections whicl were
able 1o maintain their basic cadre conldd do no mare o steni the growing
revisicmisme of the International than those that lost essentiol cadre shows
that the disease was infierent in the Interaational iself.

The fact was that in face of temporarily negative circumstances he
theoretical roots of the Fourth International were overturned in favor of
politics that sought to latch on to one or another temporary current n order
to ride out the difficult period. The most common tendency was an ic-
commodation in one form or another to the “democratic™ imperialist-
Stalinist bloe, In the document Historical Roots of the Degeneration of the
Fourth International and of the Centrism of the SWP, the Communist Ten-
dency (CT) of the SWP documented the various accommodations made by
European sections and the inability of the International Secretariat. the
leadership of the International, to deal seriously with these deviations.

Under the impact of the bourgeois-resistance movements — supported by
the bulk of the French population but led by the Stalinists or pro-bourgeois
De Gaullists — the French section gave up a principled defeatist position
towards the French bourgeoisie in favar of one form or another of support
1o the “independence struggle of the French masses.” For example, in the
Bulletin of the Comuittee for the Foueth International (No. 2, Sept. 20,
1940) a report of the Central Committee of the Committee for the Fourth
International states:

The French bourgeoisie has rushed into a blind alley: o save itselt from
revalution. it threw itself into Hitler's arms. to save isell’ from this hold, it has
only 1o throw itself into the arms of the Revolution. We are not saving that it will
dos so cheerfully: nor that the fraction of the bourgeoisic capahble of playing this
game is the most important: the majority of the bourgeoisic secretly awaits ils
salvation from England. a large minarity awaits it from Hitler. Tt is 1o the
‘French® fraction of the hourgeoisie that we hold out our hand.




In the German section of the International. the Committee Abroad of the
International Communists of Germany. the leaders abandoned a Trotskyist
position on permanent revolution in favor of a theory of stages, The "Three
Theses™ document. dated Oct. 19, 1941, stated that ™. . . the transition from
fascism to socialism remains a utopia without a stopping place, which is by
its contents equivalent to a democratic revolution.”

In Austria, the section of the Fourth International was divided into a
capitulationist and “orthodox™ wing. An article in Intercontinental Press of
March 15, 1973 states:

Already in the summer of 1937 there had been differences in the Struggle
League (a Trotskyist organization) sbout what attitudes to take towards the im-
pending imperialist war. The Austrian Trotskyist leadership advocated the so-
called “combined war tactic.” according to which, in case of war, the proletariat
should join the bourgeois army and go 1o the front to fight against Hitler's Ger-
many. to help annihilate the nfain fascist enemy: at home. the fight against the
bourgeoisic should be scaled down if this was in the interest of defending the
Soviet Union. As against this the comrades around Comrade Modlik, as well as
the Bolshevik-Leninists, held firmly to the Leninist line of revolutionary
defeatism in imperialist countrics.

If only the Bolshevik-Leninists had held firm! In 1945 the “orthodox™
Trotskyists re-unified with the capitulationists in an unprincipled bloc. The
report in lisercontinental Press makes clear what sort of unification this
was: . . . the unification of 1945 only lasted for a short time: again the old
arguments over the combined-war tactic’ came up .. ." In France. the "or-
thodox™ Trotskyists simiarily re-united with the capitulationist wing under
the cover of a formal criticism of their accomodationist betrayal without
really examining the roots of these politics. The European conference of
Troskyist organizations, held in Feb, 1944, that presided over the
unification made the following statement after going to some lengths 1o
describe (but not analyze) the French section's errors: “Nevertheless the
social-patriotic deviation was. from the beginning, energetically thwarted by
the healthy resistance of the revolutionary base of the French section as well
as by the rest of the International organization.”

However, in August of 1945, some months after the conference issued its
statement enthusing over the “thwarting” of social-patriotic tendencies in
the French section,” a pamphlet published by the French Trotskyists ap-
peared containing an open letter to the president of the Press Federation
reprinted from the Sept. 30, 1944, LaVerite demanding that LaVerite
allowed to appear legally as it was the “first resistance organ.”(!)

As for the other sections of the Fourth International, the picture was har-
dly brighter. The history of the Vietnamese Trotskyist movement, indicated
that the Vietnamese Troskyists were among the founders of the Viet-Minh,
the popular front bloc dominated by Stalinists and hourgeois nationalists.
The fact that the bulk of the Vietnamese Trotskyists misunderstood the role
of Stalinism in the national-liberation struggle left them unprepared for the
turn in 1946 when Ho Chi Minh directed the slaughter of thousands of
Traskyists (who had strong support amongst the workers in Saigon) after
they resisted the Stalinists” bloc with the British and French to re-colonize
Inde-China.
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In the U.S. the Socialist Waorkers Puarty. while wking a formal defeatist
position. confused and distorted such a position in much of its propaganda.
Its position on defeatism as well as that on the role of the Sovier Union,
again revealed their inability to see any more than one side of any particular
phenomena. Trotsky, in his discussions with the SWP lcaders on the
question of the proletarian military policy. suggested that the SWP use the
U.S. workers™ instinctive desire 1o fight fascism as @ base to propagandize
for a class fight against fascism {ndependent of the bourgeoisie. Cannon
showed his “understanding™ of the task of utilizing the workers™ primitive
anti-fascist instincts while stressing the need to remain independent of and
opposed tao their own bourgeoisie in the following way:

Many times in the past we were put at a certain disadvantage: the demagogy of
the social democrats against us was effective to a certain extent. They said: “You
have no answer (o the question of how to fight against Hitler . . . Well, we an-
swered in a general way. the workers will first overthrow the bourgeoisie at home
and then they will take care of the invaders. That was a good program. but the
workers did not make the revolution in time, Now the two tasks must be
telescoped and carried out simultancousiy.”

It was this line of thinking that led 10 the SWP's slogan of “Turn the im-
perialist war into a war against fascism™ which began to appear in the
Militant in March of 1941, When Shactman in Labor Action took the SWP
1o task for their social-patriotic bending. Cannon was unable to reply. ex-
cept for a barrage of petty-bourgeois baiting in Shactman’'s direction.

On the question of the Soviet Union. the Militant repeatedly referred to
the Soviet Army as “our” Red Army and in many ways enthused over the
Soviet occupation of Eastern Europe. This was, again. a one-sided,
schematic interpretation of Trotsky's writings on the Soviet Union in the
polemic against Shactman. All Cannon and Co. could remember of these
polemics was the part where Trotsky emphasized the role of the Red Army
as part of the state apparatus of a workers state, acting essentially 10 protect
the socialized property of the Soviet Union. Cannon forgot that the Soviet
Union was a defornied workers state and that the burcaucrats could only
defend the gains of October in a distorted way and would also criishi any in-
dependent revalutionary movements of the masses in order to protect their
privileges,

Is it any wonder than that this conglomeration of tendencies succumed in
total“to Pahloist-impressionism at the Third World Congress?

The abdication of Leninism by almost the entire Fourth International
would have been the sign for any serious revolutionary tendency to begin to
struggle for a break with the policies of these sections and for the rebuilding
of a real Trotskyist Fourth International. Such a struggle would have

probably culminated in a split at the Second World Congress of the Fourth

. International in 1948, For by the Second World Congress, the full logic of

the International’s inability to stand up to the pressures of immediate reality
was beginning to express itself. not in departures from a L.eninist program
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here and there, but in the entire prespective of the International!

After the Second World War certain sections of the Fourth International
(U.S.. France. Britain) experienced some rapid organizational growth, This
growth, however, was illusory. Rather than signifying a new revolutionary
wave on top of an impending crisis of capitalism, it really represented the
last surges of a sreceding wave of workers' struggle, the temporary
restahilization of capitalism. The Trotskyists, however, confused by the
seeming upsurge in struggle during the 1945-46 period. misread the signs en-
tirely. The thesis of Cannon, “The Coming American Revolution,” presen-
ted at the Twelfth National Convention of the SWP in 1948, symptomized
this trend. Here Cannon described how “the present boom of American
capitalism is heading directly at a rapid pace toward a crisis, and this will be
a profound social crisis which can lead, in its further deveiopment, to an ob-
Jectively revolutionary situation.” The call "Onward to a party of 10,000
became the slogan of the convention. Unfortunately the SWP was about (o
2o hackward from a party of over 2,000 in 1946 to little more than 500 by
1956. Germain‘Mandel and the International leadership as a whole con-
tinued to uphold this thesis in the Second World Congress in 1948, when it
should have been clear that U.S. imperialism was on the offensive, clearly
unhindered by any impending catostrophic crisis. Only the British section (a
solid working class section of 500) opposcd the impending-crisis prognosis
of the Second World Congress.

The second major misinterpretation of the Second World Congress ap-
peared in its narrow. “orthodox™ stance towards the Soviet-occupied states
in Eastern Europe and Asia. The documents of the Second World Congress
argued that the overturn of capitalism could only 1ake place “as a result of
the revolutionary maobilization of the masses.” The congress, evidently, was
entirely ignorant of the overturn of capitalism that had clearly taken place
in  Estonia, Latvia. and Lituania independent of a revolutionary
mobilization by the masses. The intervention ol new ¢vents in the world
scene was to wreck havoe with the analysis of the Second World Congress.

The discussion around the buffer states raised the key question of the
state. Tt was not for mere literary exercise that Lenin, in the months of Sep-
tember and October, 1917, wrote on the nature of the state. To stumhle over
the nature of the state is to stumble over the question of the revolution. The
discussion around the buffer states revealed the absolute and utter aban-
donment of the Marxist method of analysis by the Fourth International. The
result of the discussion was the complete and utter revision of the Marxist
theory of the state.

On the one side of the dispute in the Fourth International were Stein.
Wright, Germain, Cannon, and Weiss, who characterized the buffer states as
“ecapitalist countries.” although each of these people had a difterent reason

_for characterizing the buffer states as “capitalist countries.” On the other
side were Hansen. Pablo. Frank. and Cochran, who held that the buffer
states were workers states. But neither side addressed itsell te the question of
whe holds state power. In other words, both sides “determined” the nature
of the state by impressionistic methods, not by addressing themselves to the
question of who controlled “the armed bodies of men™ that held stare
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power. The majority said that the butfer states were capitalist states because
they had more characteristics of capitalism than of socizhism! The minority
said they were workers states because they had more characteristics of
socialism than of capitalism!!!

Lenin. resuscitating the long-buried and deliberately distorted eachings
of Marx and Engles on the state, taught that the state is bodies of armed
men defending the interests of ane class against the interests of another.
(Naturally, the bodies of armed men. and their adjuncts, the courts. do not
necessarily defend the interests o one class over another in the direct and
immediate sense, but afwavs in the long run, For example. it might not be in
the best inmediare interests of the capitalist class for it to shoot down unar-
med strikers on day X, but we know that the capitalist class is acting 10
protect its long-run interests. ) The question of state power. taught Lenin. is
a question that will be decided by force. by violence. And what did the
majority and minority of the Fourth International have to say on this
question? The fact is that bath majority and minority ignored the question of
that decisive moment in history when state power is seized by one class from
another class — both majority and minority. in a “model discussion™ which
generated neither heat nor light, reached the conclusion that the butfer states
became workers states through “structural assimilation.” Both majoriy and
minority dissalved the question of proletarian revolution into a matter of
evolurion by viages. First we have a state with more capitalist attributes than
socialist ones, then we have someday more socialist attributes than capitalist
ones, and VOILA  a workers state through cevolution.

The only analysis of eastern Europe that makes sense is the analysis of
Vern and Ryan of the SWP, also advanced by Haston of the Revolutionary
Communist Party in Britain, This Vern-Ryan analysis says that the buffer
states became warkers states at the moment power was consolidated in the
hands of the Red Army. With the bourgeois army and appartus destroyed,
state power was in the hands of the Red Army and thus. in a distorted form,
in the hands of the working cliss.

The Vern-Ryan analysis is the onfy analysis which makes sense, which
applies the Marxist theory of the state. and which closes the door 1o
revisionisor on the question of the state. The objection most often raised 10
this analysis is that when under the control of the Red Army the bufter
states had bourgeois ministers. still had capitalism. etc. ete. etc. Such ob-
jections ignores the fact that there can be a conflict between the nature of
the state (workers state in the buffer countries) and the nature of the
cconomy (capitalist) or government (ex-ministers of the hbourgeois govern-
ments). Trotsky himself pointed out when he answered Burnam and Carter
in 1937 in "Nt o Workers and Not a Bowrgeois Staie

Bt does net history really Know cases of class conflict between the economy
and the state? 1o does! After the “third estate™ seized power, society for a period
of several years still remained feadal. Tn the first mombs of Soviet rule the
proletariat reigned on the basis of bourgeois cconomy. In the field of agriculure
the dictatorship of the proletariat operated for o number of years on the basis of




petty-bourgeais economy (1o a considerable degree it dogs so even now). Should
4 bourgeois counter-revolution succeed in the USSR. the new government for a
lengthy period would have 1o base itself upon nationalized economy. But what
does such @ type of temporary conflict between the econnmy and the state mean?
fe means a revofiion or a connter-revolution. The victory of one class over
another signifies that it will reconstruct the economy in the interests of the vic-
tors. But such a dichotomous condition. which is a necessary moment in every
sewial overiurn, has nothing in common with the theory of a classless state which
in the absence of a real boss is being exploited by a clerk, i.e. by the bureaucracy,
W ritines, 1937238,

Certainly. Stalin wanted to create stahle, capitalist regimes. but he was not
a dialectical materialist and did not understand the laws of the class
struggle. He did not understand first that the Red Army. in distorted form.
represents the working class. As Trotsky said, in his polemics on Potand
and Finland, if you accept the fact that the USSR is a workers state, that the
bureaucracy rests on the working class and the gains of October, then you
cannol separate the activities of the Red Army from that understanding. The
Red Army represents “bodies of armed men™ of a workers state.

A stable capitalist regime cannot be built on the basis of a state controlled
by the Red Army. The two are in irreconcilable conflict. In fact. the
Stalinists and the bourgeoise ministers in the Eastern European states prior
to nationalization were in constant conflict. When Stalin did decide 1o
nationalize the Eastern European cconomies in response to the Marshall
Plan and the rearming of Western Europe. he. in fact, had come empirically
to the conclusion that he could not create friendly, stable capitalist regimes
under his control.

Conversely. of course. if there had been a strong Eastern European
hourgeoisic which had set about building an apparatus and developing a
stable capitalist regime. it would have demanded the withdrawal of the Red
Army. State power would have had to have been taken from the Red Army
by the capitalist class,

When Stalin did nationalize the economy, he changed the character of the
regimes and the economy. but nor the state. The anly reason the bourgeaisic
could be expropriated without a fight was that the state was in the hands of
the working class — a workers state.

The Fourth International made more mistakes in analysis. Western
Europe. bolstered by the intensive aid supplied by the U.S. through the Mar-
shall plan, was restablized. The Stalinist-led workers' movements in ltaly,
France. Belgium. Greece, were pushed back (with the cooperation of the
Stalinists themselves). In a defensive reaction the Soviet Union precipitated
the CP-backed coup in Czechoslavokia. clearly marking off the occupied
Eastern European states as a buffer zone to protect it and its bureaucracy
from the ravages of US. led world imperialism. In the course of this
process, an independent bureaucratic formation developed under the leader-
ship of Tito in Yugoslavia. This formation put its own national-bureaucratic
interests ahead of those of the Soviet masters, a previously unheard of
phenomona in the Stalinist Camp.
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In Asia. the various Stalinist parties, lindig themselves unable to reach
an accord with former imperalist allies and their domestic puppets, were for-
ced as a defensive measure 1o do battle with the various nationalist
bourgenisies. World imperialism, still weakened from WW L1, was jom-
porarily caught off guard and the nationalist bourgeois regime in China fell
betfore the armics of Mao-Tse-Tung and the Chinese Communist Party,
Recognizing their defeat. US. imperalism quickly wrned 1o the offensive in
Asia (which was, alter all, the primary area that they had hoped to secure
during WW I1) and the “cold war™ between the imperialists and the (Jefir-
med workers state bloc quickly develaped into a hot war in Korea, The
threat of a new, nuclear third world bourgeois reaction attempted o crush
or stifle the various domestic Stalinist parties. The Stalinist burcaucracies. in
turn, began a new series of purges in the countries that they ruled. cleaning
out hundreds and thousands of ex-partisans, “Titoists.” and any others
capable of some independent thought.

A serious revolutionary world party, even one caught off guard by events,
would certainly be able to revise its positions, assuming. of course, a com-
petent leadership. The leadership elected after the Second World Congress.
the International Secretariat ([S), was no such creature. however. As for the
leadlership of the SWP, it showed its concern for the building of an in-
ternational revolutionary leadership by using the U.S. Vorhis Law as an ex-
cuse to refrain from becoming a disciplined section of the International. The
International. now having nothing more than a literary relation with the
SWP, was thus. in essence. transformed into a federation of partics.

Faced with the need to provide some analysis of the events taking place
between the Second and Third World Congresses. the International leader-
ship and the SWP simply slid down the road of complete abandonment of
Trotskyism in dealing with the “new world reality.”

The first step was the conciliation of the entire International 1o the
Yugoslavian Communist Party, Without formally changing their position
that Yugoslavia was and would remain a capitalist state until “a
revolutionary mobilization of the masses.™ the IS published an open letter,
“To the Congress. the Central Committee and the Members of the Yugoslay
Communist Party.” which offered the Yugoslavian burcaucracy support
against the Kremlin and its policics. Cartoons in the SWP's Vilitanr showed
Tite defending Leninism against Stalin!

Marxists would, of course, defend the gains of the Yugoslavian workers.
while refusing 1o sow any illusions in the revolutionary potential of the
bureaucracy. The Stalinist burcaucracies are ol the same social mold as the
reformist trade-union burcaucracies. While splits and divisions are always

possible {usually narrow jurisdictional disputes flowing from the needs of

the bureaucrats) and while it is certainly  permissible {often. in fact.
necessary ) for revolutionists 1o utilize one wing against the other in order
break the masses from the hold of the bureaucracy altogether, this is not the
same as portraving ane wing ol the Stalinist camp as leading a Leninist
revival, Thus Trowskyists would have opposed the Soviet attempts o drive
Yugoslavia out of the Soviet bloc, would have opposed sabotaging the
economy by enforcing a trade boyeott, thus pushing Yugoslavia into the
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arms of imperalism. At the same time Trotskyists would have continued (o
call tor o political revolution by the workers against the  parasitic
Yugoslavian bureaucracy that hlocked the workers from political power and
undermined the gains of the deformed workers state. ¢

The British section sharply criticized the International Secretariat’s
position toward the YCP — first and foremost for its blatant opportunist
flip-flop on the question of the class nature of the Yugoslavian state. If the
IS still maintained that Yugoslavia was a capitalist state. then how could it
offer critical support™ against the Soviet Union, which it still held to be a
degencrated workers' state? And if Yugoslavia was now indeed a workers’
state, when did this happen? And how? The IS continued undaunted. as it
planned worker brigades for Yugoslavia, and made repeated attempts at
some sort of rapproachment with Yugoslav Stalinist leaders.

By 1949, the IS under Pablo’s leadership dealt quite effectively with the
British section, which was becoming quite consistent in its criticism of the
IS's accomadations. Healy organized a small minority in the British section
which favored entry into the Labor Party. Pablo arranged to have the
British minority represented on the International Executive Committee
along with the majority section! The minority, with the approval of the 1S,
then split from the majority, receiving recognition as the official section!
Thus a section S00 strong was wiped out through the maneuvers of Pahlo-
Cannon-Healy!

Meanwhile. the final formation of Pabloist “theories™ was proceeding at
full speed. With the Chinese Revolution, the tensions between imperialism
and the deformed workers’ state bloc exploding into a war in Korea. Pablo
wrate his conclusions in “Where Are We Going?" The document describes
Stalinism’s “contradictory character” which enables “the Communist Partics
to retain the possibility, in certain circimstances, of roughly outlining a
revolutionary orientation.” Pablo maintained that since these parties were
“being compelled in the course of events and under the pressure of the
masses to partially change the line.” the role of the Trotskyist movement in
this instance would be “hy and large that of a Left Oppasition which gives
them critical support.”

This represents in capsule form the essence of Pabloism. It is a form of
centrism which looks to depend on forces other than the working class un-
der Bolshevik leadership to play a revolutionary role. 1t was the im-
pressionistic reaction of almost the entire International to circumstances
which could no longer be safely compartmentalized by narrow. orthodox
reflexes. The leadership of the International was unable. during and after
WW II to resolve the crisis of leadership so as to take advantage of the crisis
of world capitalism and lead successful revolutions. Thus the wave of mass
discontent after the war which produced revolutionary crises in France.,
laly, Eastern Europe, Vietnam. China. and massive strikes by workers in
the U.S, and elsewhere, was casily contained by world Stalinism. And U.S.
imperialism. emerging from the war with a huge productive capacity. was
able to finance the re-stabilization of world capitalism and Jead an offensive
against the Soviet Bloc,
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The Trotskyists, caught completely unprepared for such an event. suc-
cumbed 1o the growing tendency within the Trotskyist movement (which
surfaced during WWII) to abandon the Marxist theory for pragmatic
analyses which simply described certain aspects of temporary conjuncture
and then projected a straight line of development into the future. Thus the
Stalinists who. simply to avoid being slaughtered. engaged in guerrilla war-
fare in Yugoslavia and China were “forced by ohjective conditions or
pressure from the masses™ to struggle. Anyone familiar with the Transitional
Program knows by heart the passage which concedes that “under excep-
tional circumstances™ one or another tendency could take power. World im-
perialism, temporarily stymied by a world war, was unable to prevent the
Yugoslav Partisans and the Soviet Red Army from occupying Eastern
Eanpc. U.S. Troops balked at the plans of the U.S. generals to remain in
China, thus preventing the U.S. from directly intervening to save the crum-
bling Chang Kai-Shek regime. All along, the Stalinists c«mungally thwz'med
any revolutionary development. denied any socialist perspective, :lllt! for a
good while defended private property against the workers in all of these
states, '

Warld imperialism, attempting to preserve private property relations.
moved aggressively to contain “Soviet expansion.” At the same time the im-
pcriaIisl;;‘mcmplcd. with the help of refermist and social democratic labor
bureaucrats, to drive the domestic Stalinist parties underground in order to

-whip the masses into a war hysteria against the Soviet Union. Certainly if.
under objective conditions. the various Communist Parties could change
their basic positions this would have heen the time for it. The very opposite
happened, however. The Stalinists generally fought imperialist war drives
through reformist peace conferences, appeals to “enlightened” liberals,
through popular front attempts such as the U.S, Pron[rcs?i-.fl l’alrly."l]:
response to domestic reaction, “slave labor laws such as Taft- arae_\.
stalimists remnisced 1o the workers about the “good old days™ under
Raoosevelt! When being driven out of the trade unions, the Stalinists refused
to fight, often going along with anti-communist resolutions in order to ap-
pear “respectable.” Everywhere world Stalinism was in a route. In places
such as Korea, Vietnam. Greece, ete.. where the Stalinists were forced into a
fight. their strategy ol retusing to mobilize the workers. relying on peasant
hased guerrilla warfare. killing Trotskyists who opposed these tactics. in-
sured the defeat of each of these struggles (except in Vietnam where in a
partial victory the Stalinists were able to wrest the North from under im-
perialist control). A :

The fact was that it was the Trotskyists of the Pablo-Cannon stripe. not
the Stalinists. that were transforming their nature. The essence of Pahloism
was the denying of the role of the vanguard party. The Stalinists were
numerically ;nrnng. the imperialists were out to hang the Smlimsts .—‘lhc
Stalinists in return dug up some of Lenin's old quotes about imperialism,
therefore — therefore didn't it simply make more sense to try to push the
very large Stalinist parties into fighting rather than lning_m defend the
Stalinist ranks from bourgeois tyranny. defend the gains in Eastern Europe
and China. and at the swne timie hreak the masses from the hold of
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Stalinism. overthrow the Stalinist burcaucracies and lead an offensive
agamst world imperialism themselves? For those imprisoned by empirical
logic the answer, of course, was ves. All that remuined was to give the im-
pressionistic backsliding a “theoretical™ cover and, voila, a “new world
reality!™

Pabalism did not simply and solely express itself as an accomodation 1o
Stalinism. Any working clas tendency with a mass base was seen as heing
capable of “changing its nature™ under the pressure of its mass base. Thus
Pabloism was eventually o adapt to every petty hourgeois “anti-imperialist™
current in the world.

Thus the Third Congress of the International (minus the British section )
approved Pablo's masterwork. Germain-Mandel. the SWP, Healy and
others slid happily along into liquidation. In The Fourth International,
Pablo summed up the “theoretical™ basis of the “new world reality.”

The Third World Congress, held in 1951, occupies an important place in the
post-war history of the Fourth International. In re-evaluating the international
situation it affirmed that the global relationship of forces between imperialism
and the Socialist Revolution in all its forms — workers' states, colonial
revolution, revolutionary movements, in the capitalist countries was changing in
an almaost drresistibfe and dirvevessible way in favor of the Revolution.

The logic of the “appreciation™ of the irresistible (almost. of course) trend
to revalution was the betrayal of the Bolivian revolution by the POR. the
Bolivian section of the Fourth International. The CT document describes
the role of the POR as follows:

The Bolivian Revolution had all the carmarks of a classical proletarian
revolution from the start, 1t began when the ruling class could no longer continue
to rule in the old way due to the pressure of strikes, demonstrations and the disin-
tegration of the army. A new baurgeois government came to power under the
control of a radical petty bourgeoss party, the MNR. Dual power arose hased on
the armad organizations of the workers and peasants under the leadership of the
COB which was controlled by a Menshevik leadership. The POR. like the
Bolshevik  party in  the Soviets, was a small minority.

Such & classical revolution should have obviously required a classical policy
from the comrades in the POR, but instead of exposing the Menshevik leadership
in the COB for its collaboration with the bourgeois government of Pas Esten-
ssoro. the Bolivian Kerensky, the POR demanded that the COB be represented in
the government, seize power, and create a workers' and peasants’ government.
The POR extended critical support to the MNR.

The result was, needless to say, a military coup, and a dispersing of the
COB. The “new world reality” produced a new centrist formation which.
while patiently awaiting the irresistible trend towards revolution, hlocked
the development of a revalutionary leadership. But the IS in the January-
February issue of Feurth International had nothing bur glowing praise for
the POR's policies. The SWP remained silent.
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The theoretical premise of the Third Congress began to be applied to the
practical work of the various national sections. The British section. deep in
the Labor Party, adapted tor the right-centrist Beven. In Belgium the section
disappeared into the Belgian Social Democracy. Entry was not seen as fac-
tical maneuver but as a strareey designed to link the “new left opposition™
with the potentially “revolutionary™ mass partics of the workers,

SPLIT IN FOURTH INTERNATIONAL

George Clarke. the SWP's “delegate™ to the Third Wurl.d Congress
(remember that the SWP did not formally belong to the Imcrnatmnal} retur-
ned home determined to plant the seed of the “new world reality™ in U.S.
soil. Clarke had the full backing of the International leadership. He found
an able ally in Mike Bartell (SWP organizer for N.Y.C.) Cochran, head of
the SWP's remaining major trade union fraction {auto), and hackcd by
almaost every remaining trade unionist in the SWP, also blocked with (.'Iar}cc
The Pablo-Clarke-Bartell-Cochran bloc was indeed an imposing formation
and one which Cannan, well acquainted with the fate of the British section,
justifiably viewed with alarm. i
" The Cochran-Clarke tendency clearly expressed the logic of their views
publicly in April 1954 in a document entitled “Our Orientation™:

i now it is a fact that our whole tradition . is of no interest 1o the
existing labor movement, it is foreign to them. They do not see or believe that any
of it is pertinent 1o the solution of their problem and have (o draw the
necessary lessons the very formations of the International Revolution
must leid us to the conclusion that the révolutionary party of tomorrow will not
be Trotskyist in the sense of accepting the tradition of our movement.

There you have it — the workers and the bureaucrats who lead them do
not understand our tradition — therefore therefore that's how it
will always *be so we might as well forget our traditions because the
rcvolminn‘ary party of the future “will not be Trotskyist in _lhc' sense ol ac-
cepting the tradition of our movement.”™ Cannon opposed this line — not so
much because he was opposed 10 liquidation. but because the line threatened
to upset his little fortress in the U.S. As the comrades ol the Leninist Faction
of the SWP pointed out in Marxism vs. the SWP, both Cannon and
Clarke-Cochran were heading for hiquidation — only the former was
traveling by ox-cart and the latter by jet. Therefore. for a time thc. E’uhlo
forces and Cannon found themselves in what seemed to be two different
places. That Cannon was not at all interested in preserving “Trotskyist
tradition™ can be seen from the fact that throughout the struggle with
Cochran-Clarke, Cannon insisted that it was /s tendency that really sup-
ported the decisions of the Third World Congress. Cannon even offered his
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continued support 1o Pablo it Pablo would back Cannon against the
Cochran-Clarke group (this was reported by the Cochranites who claimed
that Cannon. in a Political Bureau mceting threatened to send a letter to
Pablo with the aforementioned contentd. To prove his loyalty Cannon sup-
ported the expulsion of the majority of the French section by the IS leader-
ship.

The real root of the dispute between Cannon and Cochran-Clarke was
that Clarke simply wanted to disappear into the labor movement and was
supported by the party’s trade unionists whao had lost all hope of building a
revolutionary party. Cannon wanted to maintain the SWP and simply sit it
out far a few years until better days would come.

The major pivots of this dispute had appeared as early as 1947, when
Cochran and the auto fraction pushed for a break with the Reuther caucus
(which the SWP up until that time had supported) and for a bloc with the
Thomas-Addes caucus which was Stalinist-backed and which was also heing
driven out by the red-baiting attack of Reuther. Swabeck and Dunne
(backed by Cannon. according to Cochran) favored continued support to
Reuther. When the aute fraction finally supported the Thomas--Addes
caucus. the Stalinists were already on the outs and no significant contact
with Stalinist workers was made.

This approach by Swabeck and others epitomized the approach of the
SWP. which preferred to abstain from any serious struggle within the unions
either against the witchhunters or against the Stalinists, The party's trade
unionists, disgusted by the passiveness of the SWP majority. cither (')plenl for
liquidation into the trade union movement (Cochran) or the Stalinist
periphery (Clarke). The Marcyites adopted a Pabloist position on the Soviet
Union but refused to go along with total liquidation. thus winning a section
of trade unionists, The Marcyites made important accommodations to the
Stalinist movement (they called for “critical support™ to the Progressive
Party in their opening shots at the Majority in 1948). The SWP at this time
also, branded McCarthyism as “a native fascist movement.” thus laving the
“theoretical basis™ for a pull-back on all fronts when. in fact. the
hourgeoisie was about to dump McCarthy!

Thus, having a set perspective, Cannon and Co. dumped the Cochranites
from the party in autumn of 1953 on the basis that the faction had boveol-
ted the 25th anniversary banquet of the SWP, Aside from the fact that in
and of itself it was a crude burcaucratic stunt against a faction that com-
woed almost one-fourth of the party’s already dwindling membership and
almost all of the party’s active trade unionists. it is clear that no real
political struggle was waged against this tendency.

The International Communist Party (PCI) the French section of the FI,
had also opposed, in its own opportunist fashion. Pabloism. The PCI was
the only section to oppose the main document of the Third Congress, The
PCI majority was punished for its opposition by being placed in receiver-
ship. A pro-Pablo minority was installed as the leadership. The PCI
majority appealed to the SWP through a letter by Renard to Cannon. The
PCI argued that it was realfy defending the decisions of the Third World
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Congress. as opposed to Pablo. who “did not win out at the Third World
Congress.” The SWP, as stated before, backed Pablo against the PCI
majority. The PCl was even more apportunist in its “fight” against Pablo
than the SWP. At least the SWP had in fact supported the decisions of the
Third World Congress up until the split. The PCI majority. which was op-
posed to the decisions of the Congress to begin with, actually appealed 10
the SWP in the name of the Third World Congress!

After the expulsion. Cannon wrote his “Open Letter,” announcing his
break with Pabloite revisionism and forming an international bloc with the
expelled French minority, Healy and his grouping, Peng-Shu-Tse. and a few
others here and there, The “"Open Letter” was an open declaration of split,
timed to fall during the internal discussion period for the upcoming Fourth
Congress. Thus Cannon made it clear to all who could see that he was un-
concrned with any serious struggle against Pabloism. The Cannon-Healy-
Lambert group constituted itself as the “International Committee of the
Fourth International™ (IC), a federated body with no clear or stated per-
spective of ever building the democratic centralist world party of Lenin and
Trotsky. The opportunist, flip-tlop ability of the three major sections of this
“international™ guaranteed its inability to build a revolutionary world party
without a serious re-evaluation and correction of its entire history,

The SWP continued its long, slippery slide into gross centrism, first by
hailing the speech of Khruschev at the 20th Congress of the Communist
Party of the US.S.R. as a sign of the “democratization™ of the workers’
states under the “pressure” of the masses, The SWP then tried to re-group
with various right-Stalinist, left-Shachtmanite, and left-Social Democratic
splits and coteries through such vehicles as the Independent Socialist Party
ticket of ‘Corliss Lamont (a millionaire “socialist™ who ran on a pacifist
peace program). through a mish-mash youth group. the Young Socialist
Alliance. which was a feeble and thoroughly unprincipled attempt to unite
the left Shachtmanites with Cannonites into one organization, By 1957 the
SWP was calling for US. troops to protect integrationists in Little Rock,
Arkansas and in Mississippi.

Then, the petty bourgeois nationalist band of Castro and Guevera
smashed the Batista regime and took power in Cuba. Departing from the
norm of moest petty bourgeois led revolutions. Castro’s regime began to
socialize all private preperty. transforming Cuba into a workers’ state not
qualitatively different from those in China or North Vietnam. For the SWP,
it was the needed event to cement the Cannonite leadership to outright
Pabloism once and for all. The Cannonites traded their ox-cart for the
maodern, efficient jet plane of Pablo and Mandel and Co, and rode off into
the “new world reality”™ as revealed by the Cuban Revolution.




INTERNATIONAL REUNIFICATION

By the time of the Cuban Revolution the SWP was only a hollow shell of
its former self. The Marcyite minority had just walked out of the party,
taking with it the entire branch in Buffalo and in Youngstown, the SWP's
only organizing cadre in the South, and a number of remaining trade
unionists here and there, The SWP's much vaunted TEEroupment process
won it only @ small number of the thousands who were leaving the U.S.
Stalinist party. .

The SWP was moving back 1o its old partners in the Pabloite IS, leaving
its former IC bloc partners, the SLL in Britain (which had recently been ex-
pelled from the Labor Party) and Lambert’s group in France. The SWP's
politics at this time were. as said before, moving by jet to Pabolist con-
clusions while the rest of the 1C was still content with narrow “orthodoxy,”
The opposition in the SWP soon split in confusion over what tactics to use
in fighting the SWP leadership. While the minority had fundamental
agreement on Pabloism, the nced for a Trotskyist vanguard, and on the
stated polities of the IC, bureaucratic bungling on the part of Healy and his
supporters within the SWP (led by Wohlforth) combined with the rigidity
and sectarian-purism of Robertson. produced a split in the Revolutionary
Tendency (as the minority was called). This produced two  distinct
minorities,

The Reorganized Minority Tendency, led by Wohlforth and in fun-
damental agreement with Healy, emphasized the “revolutionary potential”
of the SWP leadership, aiming most of its attacks on the smull vulgar-
Pabolite minority of Weiss and Swabeck. The RMT hoped in this way to
win the majority of the party back to revolutionary Trotskyism through a
long and serious fight. The Revolutionary Tendency of Robertson saw the
SWP as no longer revolutionary but centrist. This. plus the isolated petty
bourgeais character of the tendency itself, led it to ignore a serious struggle
for the ranks of the SWP.

Both minorities, however, were incapable of winning any sizahle section
of the party. For one, the split between the two only underscored. in the
minds of most SWPers, the confusion reigning in the ranks of the minority.
Further. the minarities for the most part did not have roats in the party’'s
past and they tended to date the degeneration of the SWP only from the
point at which they entered the party (in the late 50s). Thus neither Robert-
son nor Wohlforth could produce a real analysis of the roots of the decay of
the SWP. Further, the nature of the split and the differences between the two
only emphasized the severe shortcomings that these two would show when
leaders of their own organizations.

Waohlforth and Healy projected a serious struggle t win the party. They
posed for the SWP a serious approach to the mass movement and the
working class. Meanwhile, they made important accommodations to the
SWP leadership and finally, in a document intended to explain the split in
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the nunority, attacked Roberison and his growp m such @oway tht 'lhc .\.\\ l;
maiority was able to use Wohlforth's document 1o bring charges o
“dislovaliy’™ against the Revolutionary Tendency angd u\p‘cl ll'zcn'.v from the
Pill'l\.‘ Meanwhile.  while  Raoberison hch.l few itlusions ahout ll\\)‘
“revolutionary ™ quality of the SWP leadership. his approach tor the SWH
was generally unconcerned with any approach towards the mass movements
themselves., ;

With the expulsion of Robertson and his group a e group "‘"‘“'f'
around the newsletter Spariocise, was formed, Shortly thereatter Wohiforth
gat himselr expelled from the SWP for attempting to Y.Ii\\"és discussi n on
the recent hetraval of the Cevlonese section of the Pabloite International
Seeretariat. He formed a small group called the American Caommitiee for the
Fourth International. _

The SWP. meanwhile. united with the Pabloites to form the l'ljll«'}l
Seerctariat of the Fourth International. As Tavers of petty bourgeois radicals
began to become radicalized (previewing the movement of larger c.l.\f.x liners
1 comel, as world imperialism headed for another crisis, three distinet en-
dencies claiming 1o be Trotskyists were to prove just how capable they sere
of building the type of organization that would resolve the erisis of leader-
ship in the working class: a Bolshevik party. Needless to say. we have
already shown how such groups as the SWPLTC, and others, h‘.llllill'ull},’ by
their inability 1o break from their methads of the past. are incapable of
building « rL'-\‘nllllinll.lr} party. The sharpening crisis of imperialism simply
underscares this imabiliy.

CRISIS OF CAPITALISM

The monetary crisis of world capitalism lays hare ll\g Cn!'fll'-lkllk'lmn\ \.-1’ i
system in its dying phase. The Taw of capitalist production. g\p;up} o .f!l;.
has inexorahly reasserted itself in the life or death struggles of the |!|1;x-Pi.| 15t
powers far the redivision of the dwindling workd marker. This u»‘n!u:
struggle marks the end of the period in \\:hlchlnw superior ':'il'(.'d'.ll.“\lt.l
c;lp?l(‘il_\ of U.S. capitalism acted as a pivot in stabilizing the work
u«';f;::ﬂl,\!-s' emerged from WW TT swith its productive cnpuc'n:\ ll|1!ﬂ'.-ll.j|:I..‘l|
and. in fact. expanded. In 1944 in Breton Waoads lh«."\\.uli'd -:.:p_u..u u;:
powers established the dollar @s the basis of a fixed rate of C\Ch‘lllg..\lln'll.'.i.
currency. The price of gold was established it .\3.‘ an nu.l\u...| his
agreement retlected the stability of the dollar and U.S: economy in relation

to world coonomy.
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Since 1967, however. the international money system has been under con-
sistent attack. The drain of military expenditure, especially the U.S. “palice
actions.” exacerbated the already spiraling inflation of prices on U.S. goods,
The trade surplus piled up by German and Japanese capitalism due to
cheaper production costs and higher quality exposed to the world the in-
creasingly weakening position of the dollar. In 1971 the U.S. suffered its
first trade deficit. European banks, speculators, cte., began to trade in the
hillions of dollars that had piled up overseas for gold. Finally. in August of
1971. the flight of gold from the U.S. forced Nixon to slam the door by an-
nouncing that the dollar would no longer be exchanged for gold. A 10 per-
cent import surcharge was placed on European and Japanese commaodities
{which weakened the ability of European and Japanese products to compete
with U.S. products within the U.S.), plus a “Buy American™ tax credit on
capital equipment. European and Japanese investors rushed to rid them-
selves of the crumbling dollar in exchange for a stronger currency. The U.S.
responded in December of 1971 with a dollar devaluation sctting the price
of gold at $38 an ounce. A new Smithsonian Agreement resetting the rate of
exchange of currency accordingly lasted all of 14 months when first the
British floated the pound in June, thereby revaluing it downward to improve
its position in the world market,

In order 1o try 1o hold the value of the dollar to that agreed upon, West
Germany was forced to print thousands of German marks in order to meet
the demand of speculators trying to unload the over-valued Eurodollars.
This only further exacerbated the already acute inflation in West Germany.
Japan was put in a similar position.

The continued breakdown of the monetary system. the threatened trade
wars, the spiraling inflation throughout the capitalist world signal the onset
of a new world crisis. The capitalists. desperate o improve their productive
capacities at the expense of their competitors, must produce more for less,
This can mean nothing more than an attack on the wages and working con-
ditions of the workers. the growing together of the labor bureaucracy and
the state, and a cutback in services for eduction. welfare, ete. Already in the
U.S. and Britain and West Germany. the capitalists have unlecased wage
controls and freezes. thus destroying all collective bargaining procedures.
Trapped by the antiquated maode of ownership which acts as a fetter on
praduction, the capitalists are doomed to a trade war, increasing militancy
of the working class in response to the attacks by the ruling class, Bonapar-
tism and, eventually, a new imperialist war.

In such a period, Marxists must organize the class to defend itself from
the capitalist offensive while at the same time building the vanguard party of
the working class that will overthrow capitalism. the only real solution to
the crisis. The existing “Trotskyist™ organizations are not doing this.

The impressionist adaptionist politics of Pahlo-Cannon-Mandel finally
went the full cirele in the early 60s. The Castroite revolution convineed the
Cannon-Mandelites (minus Pablo, who served as scapegoat for the FI
betravals and was bounced) that not only mass Stalinist ar working class
parties but also petty bourgeois led nationalist movements. radical protest
movements of students, youth. women, ete.. even bourgeois led liberal
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peice” movements — all could substutuie for the working class in huil'(.lmg
a vanguard party. Mandel put the tinishing touches lu.!hxs_ “theory™ by
analyzing the “new stage™ of capitalisnn “neo-capitalism.” This SHAZC WIS o
he characterized by the “buying oft” of large sectors of the working class.
thereby “de-politicizing them.” Capitalists \.‘nuld.ul\!‘l' offsct crisis through
“military expenditures.” Cincreased state imtersention.” eie. Along with |h|~_:
however, came the “proletarianization’” of large sectors of w hm."-wll.lr

employees, technicians, etc. These sectors., inlcrc.as'mgl,\ "ulu_‘n;nql by l.hc
emptiness of life under capitalism. would provide new reservoirs of cadre for
the Fourth International. What Mandel. the originator of this theory. did
was o simply isolate certain immediate phenomena trome their hmnrlg;ﬂ
origins, designate these superficial and temporary phenomena asllhe prin-
ciple features of a “new system.” and then “thearize™ based an the indefinite
extension of said system. i !

In the eves of petty bourgeois intellectuals, the ability to “recognize”™ new
stages, to “analyze” them. and hase one’s theories on them rather than
“restricting” oneself 1o old “dogmas” is simply the height of intellectual
“crcmivily‘." Thus, the United Secretariat (US) and the SWP dove head-first
inta the petty bourgeais protest swamp. Unfortunately 'lnr both. the respec-
tive swamps in Europe and Latin America "m.d the U.S. were of differing
qualities ol rubbish. The liberal-pacifist-Stalinist peace movement won 'thc
heart of the SWP, while the terrorist-adyventurist Maoist-anarchist gu\jrrlllu
movements attracted Mandel and Co. The policies of the pro-Mandel forces
would not have sat well with the SWP's very sensitive allies in Congress fmd
the reformist-feminist movements. Therefore the naive cadre of ”.‘c L.'nncd
Secretariat has been treated o the embarrassig spectacle c'-I' rcal.xlmg in the
paper of the SWP, which claims to be in 1)n»litfcal s;nlid‘:{rll) with Ihf‘.‘..l.!s.
glowing reports about the electoral activities of a §plm»tt from the ()?tlcnal
section in Argentina? Meanwhile, the official section sweats it out in the
hills of Argentina fighting the kind of guerrilla warfare !ha.l the SWP onee
advocated (especially when people like Guevara were warming the hearts of
the romantically inclined radicals).

A far more potent poison is brewed by the chiel i?ncrn‘llinnul. competitors
of the SWP, the 1C (1 and 2). The potential of this bady as an international
tendency. however, has been seriously damaged by the \‘p’l;l berw ccu: l:n: :«-r-
es supp 2 Healy : e Socialist Labor League of Britain and the for-
;;; ::28;23";!){:&'1‘l't:Ie‘dlr(\ll‘érnalkiunal Communist Organization (OCI) and
its leader Lambert in France. Both these groups have picked up o lew sup-
porters here and there and. thus. bath claim 1o represent the real In-
ternational Committee. . ;

The 1C retains o shred of Trotskyist orthodoxy and continues 1o prm!nct
impending capitalist chaos, However. it shows its basic rejection f" i
revolutionary proletarian perspective in Iwo 1uml.umcnml ways. First, ni
adapts to the backward prejudices af the working cl;\(‘s. rejecting l!u
struggle for revolutionary politics in the class. Thus the 1C bends o white
supremacy and declares thiat Blacks are not doubly-exploited. and it eccepts
male chauvinism and rejects any notion that women are oppressed and any
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form of struggle against the oppression of women. On the other hand, the IC
adapts to every non-proletarian layer in motion. Its elevation of vouth to a
revolutionary class has reached a hysterical pitch. It courts the trade union
burcaucracy and seeks to build a reformist labor party after the British
maodel. It adapts to guerrillaism in Ceylon, the Middle East and Vietnam.
Its adaptation flows from basic acceptance of the Pabloist thesis of “ob-
jectivism™ — that objective events will necessarily push developments in a
revolutionary direction,

The lessons of the Trotskyist movement since the end of WW 11 show that
the centrist politics of Healy et al are no real alternative to Pabloism. In the
caming crisis of capitalism. the SLL-OCI will prove unable to break from
the pressures generated by the bourgeoisie through the labor bureaucrats,
Stalinists, etc., in order to lead the working class to victory.

The Spartacist League since its inception has proved itself incapable of
transforming itself into a serious Leninist party despite its ability 1o parrot
generally “correct”™ politics on most occasions. The SL is in reality
bureaucratically run sect based around James Robertson and a coterie of
loyal followers. which cannot live out in practice its pretensions to being a
Trotskyist organization.

The SL distinguished itself in its early perind by collecting a maotley assor-
tment of petty bourgeois intellectuals whom it involved in one hare-brained
scheme after another. SL. became infamous for its provocative attitude on
demonstrations {(members often openly carried lead pipes in the name of
defense) for its ultra-left slogan mongering (a favorite agitarional  slogan
of the SL in the early days of the antiwar movement was “Soviet Shield
Must Cover Hanoi.”) Because of the blatant petty bourgeois orientation of
the SWP, the bureaucratic-opportunistic practices of the Waorkers League,
and the absence of any viable alternative, the SL has been able to exude a
slick “Trotskyism™ for the “new left,” thus winning a few would-be
revolutionists. The SL exposed its real nature, however, in an intense faction
fight in 1968, when the SLL majority openly backed away from a proletarian
perspective.

The following statement from a document of the SL majority pretty much
sums up the approach of the SL toward the working class:

All majority comrades are united in the belief that the principle way in which
the Spartacist League will grow into an effective fighting propaganda group on
the road o a mass revolutionary party is to recruit radicals, including radical
warkers, by fighting for a program within the radical movement, in this period.
rather than devoting our major forces to work within the trade unions. {"Super-
exploitation and All That.”)

Here the SI. majority clearly delineated its perspective to build a
propaganda group in the petty bourgeois radical movement (of course win-
ning aver any workers who might be found there — the fact that the very
nature of this radical movement virtually excluded all but one or two in-
dividual workers was of little concern to the SI.) and then, sometime later,

build a party. Thus the process of involving the vanguard in «f/l mass
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strugeles was thrown out for a strateey that looked tor casy pickings an the
radical movement and ignored the mass mosement of workers. the trade
unions. When a section of the nunoriy in the SL prematurely sphit. Robert-
sen and Co. used this as a0 pretest o toree the remauning leader of the
minority. Harev Turner. o resign. Robertson then burcaucratically sup-
pressed the last two documents of comrade Turner. written while he was still
a member of the organization (and @ member of the political commitiee).
Thus. the SL leadership clearly exposed its inability to deal seriously with
any political minority, sealing its fate as o bankrupt scct.

Now ., as the erisis of capitalism decpens. the SLhas announced that i has
indeed collected enough torces trom the petty bourgeaisic to turn o the
working class, And so the SL's students are dressed in work shirts and jeans
and sent to work in factories. And what Kind of work dao they do? Well,
first they organize only on the basis of the cntire transitional program. All
caucuses are built around this program and only workers who agree with the
SL's program may enter, Further, the SL retuscs to engage in work in ather
rank-and-file caucuses and ahstains from every struggle by the ranks against
the burcaucrats, This policy is in direct contradiction to the SL policy voted
on at their seccond national conference. which states: “Through caucuses.
union militants attracted by one aspect of the program of the SL can func-
tion in an organized way with our comrades in struggle without having 1o
accept the full program of the SL." (Spartacist. Nov.-Dec. 1969).

They organize on the hasis of the entire transitional program  ex-
cept . . . except for calling for socialism or a socialist revolution or
identifying themselves as communists, revolutionary socialists or members
of the Spartacist League! We of course are opposed 1o adventurism — to
spouting oft communist phrasenlogy at every local union meeting. At the
same time, as Lenin and the Communist [nternational suggested. one must
he prepared for bourgenis repression by organizing illegal as well as legal
activities. Thus. if the SI. cannot have its tracie union cadre propagandize
for a full program within the unions certainly the SLocould use a few of the
dozens of student members it has o help its trade union cadre from without
as the Young Communist League used 1o do for the CPin the 20s and 30s.
The fact is that the SL waves around its “full transitional program™ not to
win workers but for ancther purpose.

The real purpose of the SL's current work s to snatch up the small num-
her of radicals, Maoists, workerists, ete.. that have entered industry here and
there. A strugele to defend the workers” immediate needs against the
capitalist onslaught is of little interest to the SL. compared to the task ol
“out-radicalizing™ its rivals, the Internanional Socialists. the Waorkers
Lcague and others in its trade union work. Thus. from a strategy that looks
to win warkers in the petty bourgeois movement. the SLshifts to i strinegy
that looks o win petty bourgeois radicals m the workers” movement, The
SL.. without a serious change in program wnd practice. will also remain a
hlock 10 the building of & revolutionary. Leninist party in the U.S: in the
coming period.
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Finally. the Workers World Party, which left the SWP in part because the
SWP had abandoned a proletarian orientation. has now itself wrned its hack
on & revolutionary working class perspective. Their shameful capitulation ta
Stalinisn in supporting the terms of the Vietnam peace treaty underline their
adaptation,

All these “Trotskyist™ tendencies have adapted in one way or anather to
guerrillaism. nationalism, feminism. pacifism. and the youth movement,
These movements and ideologics are all in fundamental contradiction to
Marxism in that they pose a road other than that of proletarian revolution
as the solution to the crisis of capitalism. Where Marxism is based on the
understanding that the industrial working class must fead the peasantry and
all other oppressed sectors behind it that the working class is the only con-
sistently revolutionary class in modern society, these anti-Marxist bourgeois
ideologies give equal or superior status with the working class ta other sec-
tors of society: they propose mutli-vanguardism: they reject the decisive
leadership role of the proletariat. Thus they serve (o Justity the retreat from
the difficult job of winning hegemony in the working class,

GUERRILLAISM

Pablo, viewing the post-war developments empirically, concluded that the
“epicenter” of the world revolution had shifted to the underdeveloped sec-
tors of the globe. This schematic conception was more completely
developed by Mao Tse Tung's heir-designate, Lin Piao, in the thesis that the
backward countries would triumph aver American capitalism in the same
manner as had the Chinese countryside over the cities,

In both cases, the role of the working class is disparaged. To the “Third
World™ ideologists, the working class in the backward countries, as in the
advanced. is a privileged and “conservatized" layer, sharing in imperialist
oppression. Pablo came, quite logically, to agree openly with this viewpoint,
and found it possible to become a functionary — for a short time — in the
Algerian government of Ben Bella. who had replaced the trade union
leaders elected by the workers with his satraps. as had Castro in Cuba. The
peasantry, on the other hand, is invested by the “Marxist. Leninist and Trot-
skyist™ revisionists with the revolutionary qualities which the Marxists have
always attributed to the working class. Thus the JBP in Cevlon, the Mukti
Bahini in Bangla Desh. the Debrayists. Castroists, and Gueveraists in Latin
America repudiate the working class and seek the historically bankrupt
petty bourgeois strategy of guerrilla warfare,

Lenin, in an article on guerrilla warfare. stated the following:
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1is not guerrilba actions which disorganize the movement, but the weakness ol
w party which s incapable of aking such actions wirder its conteol the
pirty of the profetariat can never regard gacsrilha wartire as the only, or even as
the <hiel method of struggle; it means thi this method mast be subordinate t
other methewds . . . (Nol., 1)

Marx. more specitically on peasant war, stated in Igncr o Engels on
April 16, 1856 that: “The whole thing in Germany will depend on lhe.
possibility of hacking the proletarian revolution by some second edition of
the Peasant War.” For profctarian revolutionists. the central question is
always the feading role ol the proletariar.

[t was Trotsky whe first understood that the proletariat would take power
in Russia, not iw)' a revolution in stages. but “in permanence.” i “unin-
terrupted™ development. provided its small working class could lead U_uj
large mass of peasants. The proletariat could. however. only fullill its
leading role if it had at its head a party of the type that Lenin had fought
for. In 1917, the leadership of Lenin and Trotsky. who were united on
program and party. was to achieve the first and only successtul proletarian
revolution. ot

Sy we do not forever reject the tactic of wartfare in favor of r-:‘turn]ls'l c.lu"c-
toral schemes and “peaceful. legal™ demonstrations a la the $\\ P. We utilize
peasant guerrilla warfare as a tactic only in the context of the !c.u_lcrs‘hnp.
struggle and support of the urhan working class. Otherwise guerrillaism is &
futile dead end. Thus in Vietnam the Stalinist NLF refised 10 organize (hc'
decisive urban proletariat in Saigon. Hue. and elsewhere as the leadership of
the revolution. Only the leadership of the urban working class guuld'h.u\c
decisively paralyzed and dcfc:tcd ll;c pup[;gl ThliCu :cg:mkc. J[i\ugullr\rl:'ula:
SCCretariat ed its back on the working class 1o take euernill:
:Lz:rrtka'r‘enllltl EJZ;L‘;'Q'?Z::J:; in~ Bolivia (Moscos's POR]\. and ?n Argf:mu_w
(the PRT-ERP). Argentina most clearly shows the two faces of l’ahnlfsm in
the United Sceretariat. The SWP-backed PST ran an election campaign so
reformist in content that it was allowed to ride the coattails o the Pcn'gms:
movement and receive full legal rights in the midst of the fierce p«-llulucal
repression  enforced by the  Lanusse  regime. .\h‘-amwlnlc.. the .l. n‘ncd
Secretariat majority-supported PRT-ERP escalated its campaign of urhan
guerrilla terrorism and Kidnappings. Such mclics:' hrought into vogue largely
by the Uruguyan Tupamaros, who participated in the popular trc_u‘n in }ljat
country, reflecting the total isolation of the petty bourgeois radu..zils {r«»tlz
the working class, and their rejection of the revolutionary nature of the
proletariat. Couts g

That the Trotskyist strategy based on the leadership of the working class
remains correct was most clearly demonstrated by the I}uh\'mn events. Ih..
development of the Popular Assembly, the struggle against the Bt\:lilp.\llh{
Torres regime. and the coup Jed by Banzer Suarez presented all would-he
revolutionists with the decisive test. The POR of Bolwia ;n‘ul all ;\hc'
Gueverist and Maoist sects did not even show up for the test. because they
were out calling the masses to arms™ as they had been for the last several
vears. divorced from the decisive struggles of the workers.

27




The POR of Guillermo Lora. however. had significant roots n the
warking class, played a major role in the Popular Assembiy. and could have
heen the decisive lactor as a Leninist working class vanguard They were in
a decisive role precisely because they had rejected guerrillaism in favor of a
working class orientation. However. their politics did not meet the situation:
they failed the test by following a classical Menshevik course: and they
sought refuge inoan “anti-imperialist front” with the bourgeois General
Torres. Noo Marxist will deny that the Popular Assembly represented a
situation of “dual power.” with the Torres regime balancing in Bonapartist
fashion between clements of the hourgeoisie. on the one hand. and the
workers and peasants, on the other. Did the POR call for such transitional
measures as the demaocratization of the army by the election of officers and
the formation of soldiers’ committees? No. they did not. And yet. one of the
most fundamental tasks m a revolutionary situation is to win the rank-and-
file soldiers to the workers® cause.

Was the need to arm the workers and replace the army with a workers’
militia raised as a fundamentally necessary measure for a proletarian
revolution? We know that the POR called for arms. but only against the
threat of an attack from the right wing of the military, and cven they sul-
fered under the illusion that the Torres revime would provide the workers
with arms. The cry fo expropriate the  property of the counter-
revolutionaries was only raised, it seems. when the military overturn was
taking place. The Popular Assembly was a Soviet structure in embryonic
form. but with an important difference. The Russian Saviets of workers were
separate from those of the peasants. Only in the regional and “All-Russian”
congresses did the representatives of these different social classes sit
together. The Popular Assembly was never differentiated in this manner.
Instead of the more advanced workers winning hegemony first in the
working class and then over the peasantry. the more hackward peasantry
was able 1o bloe with the more hackward workers to retard the de elopment
of the movement as a whole. The POR was not only instrumental in
crearing the Popular Assembly. but also in aaming it. But this classless
designation by a Trotskyist party could anly denote a certain disorientation.

The question which must he asked of the POR's leadership is. did the
party struggle within the Assembly to build the consciousness that it must
take the power. and that no confidence was to be placed in the Torres
regime. the Bolivian Kerensky? Did the POR, in ather words, make clear
that only a proletarian dictatorship could speakand act inthe interests of the
workers and peasants? On the contrary. the POR., and the international ten-
dency led by the OCIL, continue to fully support and detend the POR’S
capitulation during the crisis. They use time-honored Menshevik formulas
ahout “unique conditions” and take Trotsky's notion of support 1o colonial
countries against imperialism (leaving out the other part of Trotsky's
strategy which was continued intransigent opposition 10 the aational
bonrecoisic ane its regime and the strugele for the permarent, proderarian
cevodution in the colonial counpyi. and transform it into the Stalinist twos
stage theory of revolution.
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The crisis of world capitalism. which is now manitesting itsel with special
sharpness in Latin America, presents the revalutionary socialists there with
an exceptional opportunity o epen the road for the international socialist
revolution, The neo-Menshevik Sralinists and Socul-Democrats. the new-
Narodnik Castroists and  Maaists. the neo-Pilsudskyists. all threaten e
disarm the Latin American working class. The revolutionary socialists will
he ahle to win the leadership of the Latin American masses only by con-
ducting an irreconcilahle struggle against these anti-working class reformist
and revisionist tendencies.

NATIONALISM

In the epoch of imperialism’s death throes. the colonial revolution against
imperialist exploitation plays an impaortant role in the world proletarian
revolution.  Likewise, the struggle of oppressed  racial and national
minorities spearheads the struggle of the working class as a W hole. We
wholcheartedly support these struggles and intervenc in them fully. Precisely
hecause of their importance. we must have thorough theoretical clarity on
the role of nationalism.

Nationalism is an ideology (it is not a struggle. it 1s an ideology ) which
unites a group of people on the neni-class basis ol their pationality — unites
them in order to fight for statchood. quality of language rights, ete. In
nationalism. all questions are judged from the point of view of how they af-
fect the “nation” — i.c. from a non-class point ol view. The traditional
Marxist position on nationalism is that class struggle and proletarian in-
ternationalisin are always counterposcd 1o nationalism. Lenin expressed this
attitude in the following way:

In Russia. particularly after 1905, when the more intelligent members ol the
hourgeoisie realized that brute force alone was ineffective. all soris of
Pprogressive” hourgenis parties and groups have been maore and more resorting to
the method of dividing the workers by advocating the different baurgeots weas
and doctrines designed to weaken the struggle of the working class.

One such idea is refined nationalisn w hich advocates the division and the split-
ting up of the proletariat on the most plausible and specious pretexts: as for
example. that of protecting the  interests of “national culutre,” “national
autonomy or independence.” aml so on and so forth.

The class conscious workers fight hard against ¢very kind of nationalism, hoth
the erude, violent, Black Hundred nationalism. and that most refined nationalism
which preaches the equality of natons toecther with . . the splitting up of the
workers cause. the workers organizations, and the working class movement @c-
cording to nationality. Unlike all varieties of the nationalist bourgeoisie, the class
conscious workers carrying out the decisions of the recent conference ol the
Marxists, siand, not only for the amalgamation of the workers of the different
nationalities in wnited proletarian organizations of every Kind
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I'o the bourgeoisie . . . the demand Tor mational equality very often amounts in
praciice o advocating national exclusiveness and chauvinism: they very ofien
couple it with adverde s of the division and estrangement of nitions. This is ah-
slieredy incompatible with proletarian inteenationalivi. which dvocates, ot
only closer relations between nations. but the sl yamarion of the workers of all
nationalities in wiven state in anited proletarian organization. (Vol, 200 original
cmphasis )

Lenin was also explicit in arguing that Marxists must oppose nationalist
idealogies of all stripes:
Marxism cannot be reconciled with nationalism. be it even of :hc.“uu.»s: Just,
“purest”. most refined and civilized brand. In place of all forms of ndtionalism
Marxism advances internationalism, the amalgamation of all nations in the

. K e
higher unity . . . {Vol. 20) 4 ¥ s

we st strive to unite the workers of all nations as closely as possible.
strive to unite them Tor a joint struggle against off national exclusiveness, against
all nationalism

Marxists must fight in every case to replace nationalist cnnscin}nsnc:« \\?th
proletarian internationalist consciousness. Nntinnul'nsm un.d profetarian n};
ternationalism cannot coexist — they are opposite Idcul_n_glcs. But the SWI
has invented “revolutionary nationalism.” The “Transitional Program for
Black Liberation™ says: "To one degree or another, .almusr every A_fro-
American shares the stentiments if not the ideology of llwluck n(!.llnll:lll.ﬁll‘l.‘
The spectrum of the Black Nationalist movement comprises & wide ‘\‘.l!‘l,cl_\
of political positions and trends. ranging from those on the extreme rl'g_hl..
who want to build black business. through the purely cultural mfuunahsls.
to the revolutionary left wing.” This. ol course, completely d‘ISlnr(S the
meaning of nationalism and equates it with the national struggle in general,
which it is nor. As Lenin said:

To throw off the fuedal yoke. all national npprc.ssiun.. and ;‘-”.p”,”lcg'f? ::
joyed by any particular nation or language. \s'lhc pnl1pgr.nt|'wg"d‘a!) (r ”;c.'
pr’nicluri';u as o democratic force, and is certainly in the 5|‘14.L.r.u§ls 0 ".:
proletarian class swraggle. which is .‘Im:uml_.md ;ttsardetl by h'lﬁk.?'r‘llli:ﬂ_“l'"r“:\'
national question. But to go heyend these strictly limited and d‘dl.l'.l.t .Lll-\ol I;;g
limits in helping bourgeois nationalism means lera,\uj.s‘th'c p!_'l!d-i.l iat .”1‘}' ‘\.‘x““_l
with the bourgeoisie. There is a borderline here. Vw})nc.l is ntl'..n \f:r) s‘n.g_.'h.. "
which the Bundists and Ukrainian nationalist-socialists completely lose sight of.
(Vol. 201

< = »
H o - . < i - 1
The bourgeois nationalism of iy oppressed nation has a general democratic
content that is directed ageinst oppression. and it is this content that we -
s ; ikl
conditionally support. (Yol _())'

» N

The principle of nationalism is historically iln«:\il_‘.ll‘lc in !murgc:vn" S'milf.“l‘yl'.:\ilvl“(:'.
taking this society into due account. Marxists fully recogmize the nn .m;;g
Tegitimacy of national movements. But o prevent this rccngn’unnx.n Im.mu f\u."” 8
an apology of nationalism. it must be strictly {mn:n-./ ter what ‘f\ll"w;: \4.:‘”'\
wrelt mevenents. in oorder that this recognition '"“3' not lead 10 bourgeod
ideology obscuring proletarian consciousness. (Val. 200
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Marxists are the most consistent fighters for the full cquality of all
nations. Our suppaort to the national liberation struggle is in the form of sip-
poart 1o the vighe of sell-desermination. The right of nations 1o self-
determination means onfy their right to secede and form a separate state:
“The article of our programme (on the self-determination of nations ) cannot
be interpreted 1o mean anything but political self-determination. i.c.. the
right to secede and form a separate state.” (Vol. 19) A

Lenin over and over repeated that the right to self-determination means
aily the right to secede and furm a scparate state, This is what Marxists are
obligated to defend — the right of any nation to secede and form a separate
state. Marxists use their support to this democratic right to wnite the
proletariat of the oppressor nation and the proletariat of the nppressed
nation. “Advocacy of the right 1o self-determination is very impartant in the
fight avainst the abscess of nationalism in afl 1ts forms,” (Vol., 19)

In fighting for the general democratic right of all nations to secede and set
up @ separate state. the proletariat of the oppressor nation shows the
proletariat of the oppressed, qtation that it is fighting in its interests.

Lenin's “The Right of Nations to Sclf-Determination™ was written not
only against Rosa Luxemburg. but also against Great Russian Chauvinists
who wanted self-determination to mean anything bt the right of a nation to
secede. It was also written against the petty hourgeois nationalist parties,

which wanted self-determination to mean culwral autonomy. Marxists are
not in the least obligated to support all the demands of an oppressed
nationality — to do so would reduce us to mere cheerleaders of the naticnal
struggles. It is our task 1o advance the demands that are in the interest of the
world proletariat. In order to do this, we must fight naticnalism, for
nationalism says that the strivings of the nation are of paramount im-
portance.

If we look at the SWP and its support to nationalism, we see that it has
abandoned the Leninist position in the following ways: (1) the SWP is for
nationalism: it does not stand for or tight for proletarian internationalisn:
(2) the SWP is for building an “independent Black political party” and La
Raza Unida Party — this is impermissable from a Leninist point of view. for
it divides the proletariat; (3) the SWP takes self-determination to mean
anything and everything the oppressed nation or sections of it want — thus
the SWP acts as a cheerleader for nationalism and not as a leader of the
class struggle: (4) the SWP even supports privileges for the oppressed nation
— this is a pure and simple narionalise position. nat a Marxist one,

The fight  for Marxism is a fight against nationalism of any kind what-
soever. Since the SWP does not combat nationalism, it does not put forth the
independent class view of the proletariat. thus it abrogates its responsibilities
in the struggle to lead the American working class — Black. white. Chicano,
Puerto Rican — to power. The clearest example of this succumbing o
nationalism instead of advancing proletarian internationalism is the SWP’s
position on the Oceanhill-Brownsville strike. In a strike which was fought
for the right of teachers to their job. the SWP came out aeainsi the strike.
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The SWP actually crossed the picket lines and encouraged others 1o do so.
all in the name o “community control.”™ What did the SWP have 1o sayv o
the wachers whose jobs were being threatened” What did the SWP have 1o
sav o the union members who wanted their union to be able 1o protweet their
1ohs? All the SWP had o say was that these teachers should not be weaching
hecause the Bluck community had o higher right than the organized
proletariat, Instead of advancing the slogan of jobs for all. the SWP ¢nds up
implying that white teachers, especially Jewish teachers, should give up
their jubs to Black teachers. It is not at all surprising that the SWP s
reduced ta the position of strike breaker in such a sitwation — it follows
logically from supporting nationalism.

In addition, of course. the community control position of the SWP is
purcly “culutral national autonomy™ — setting up of a racially segregated
scheol controlled by the specific minority, rather than by the sue. Lenin's
position was:

This most harmful scheme for the nationalisation of the Jewish schools shows,
mc'ulcnl;lll)' how  mistaken s the plan for so-called “cultural national
autonomy ™. Q.. the idea of taking education out of the hands of the state and
handing it over to cach nation separately. 1t is not this we should strive for, but
for the unity of workers of all nations in the struggle against «ff nationalism. m
the struggle for & truly demaocratic commenr school and for political liberty
generally. (Vol. 19}

And just because it happened today in the teachers union does not mean
that it will not happen tomorrow in the auto union or the steel union. The
capitalist class is perfectly capable of using Black nationalist sentiments to
set the Black community against white workers, and the SWP will succumb
to any such actions as long as it supports nationalism. To nationalism must
be counterposed  the international class struggle of the proletariat. To
narrow nationalist demands must be posed class demands such as Jobs For
All, Sliding Scale of Wages and Hours ete.

Within «f! proletarian organizations the struggle against special op-
pression will require the vigilant attention of all proletarians. Special com-
niittees invalving men and women workers of both the oppressor nation and
of the oppressed nation and national minorities dealing with the spec cial op-
pression of the Black, Spanish-speaking peoples and of women will be
necessary in this struggle in raising the consciousness of the workers 1o class.
i.c.. socialist consciousness,

It is ot the business of Bolsheviks to raise the demand for independent
Black political parties or La Raza Unida parties, as does the SWP.
Naturally, we defend the riehir of Blacks and Chicanes to form such parties
— there is no doubt on that score. But we do not advocate such parties, and
to them we must counterpose the labar party. which fights for full cquality

for all nations, which unites the working class as ¢ ofass, nat 63 separite

nations.
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The workers wili not allow themselves 1o be dl\unnu! by sugary speeches
about national culture or pational “cultural atopomy. The workers of all
nations together. wmumll\ uphold Tull Ireedom and complete equality of
rights in organizations common 1o all — and that is the guarantee of genuing
culture. (Val. 19, p. 92),

o & A
It is not the business of the Social-Democrats of Russia to unite
mnto ane nation the Germans in Lodz, Riga, St Petershurg. and Saratov, Our
business is to struggle for full democracy and the annulment of all national
privieges and to unite the German workers in Russia with the warkers of all other
nations in upholding and developing the international calture of socialism
The sum total of economic and political conditions in Russia therefore demand
that Social-Democracy should e unconditionally workers of all nationalities
in all proletarian organizations without exception (political, trade union,
cooperative, educational. ec. cte.) (Vol, 19)

. - - v

The interests of the working class demand the amalgamaton of all the workers
of all the nationalities in a given state in united proletarian organizations —
political. trade union. co-operative, educational, etc. This amalgamation of the
workers of different nationalities in single organizations will alone enable the
proletariat to wage a victorious struggle against international capital and reac-
tion, and combat the propaganda and aspirations of the landowners . . . (Vol.
19)

» & 4

The Great Russian and Ukrainian workers must work together, and as long as
they live in a single state, act in the closest organizational unity and concert,
towards a common or international culture of the proletarian movement,
displaying absolute tolerance in the question of language in which propagandi is
conducted, and in the purely local or purely national details of that propaganda.
This is the imperative demand of Marxism. All advocacy of the segregation of the
workers of one nation from those of another. all atacks upon Marxist
“assimilation.” or atempts. where the proletariat is concerned. 1o contrapose one
national culture, and so fourth, is howrgeois nationalism, against which it is
essential to wage a ruthless struggle. (Vol. 20)

" . N

The proletariat must demand Ireedom of palitical sepiaration for the colonies
and nations oppressed by their “own™ nation. Otherwise. the internationalism of
the proletariat would be nothing but empty words .

On the other hand., the socialists of the oppressed nations must, in particular,

defend and implement the full and unconditional unity, including organizational
unity, of the workers of the oppressed nation and those of the oppressor nation.

Without this it is impossible o demand the independent palicy of the proletariat
and their class solidarity with the proletariat of other countries in face ol all man-
ner of intrigues. treachery. and trickery on the part of the bourgeaisie. (Vol, 22)

This last quote best sums up the strategy Bolsheviks advance toward the
struggle of npprcs\ul minorities, First, we demand of the workers of the op-
pressor nation commplete opposition to all forms of diserimination. Amoeng
the workers of the oppressed minorities. we light against nationalism and for
proletarian internationalism — for working class unity.

33




In apposing the demands for Black “cultural autonomy’ we also stand
with Lenin who supported “all reasonable and just wishes of the national
minorities.” As he pointed out in the case of the Jewish people of Russia. the
Bosheviks stood for “the provision of premises for the teaching of “Hebrew,
Jewish history, and the like™ and the “hiring at state expense” of teachers for
these suhjects. We support the provision of courses in the history of the
Black and other specially oppressed minorities as also necessary in the re-
education of white students in the struggle against racism and chauvinism.

The SWP's call for independent nationalist parties, and its help in
building them s, in actual fact. helping 1o divide the proletariat of various
races and nationalities. The Black party which the SWP calls for. it calls for
on the grounds that Blacks are mainly workers.

This c¢learly implies that because the Blacks are workers, they are
therefore incapable of adopting or accepting an alien class idenlogy. The

history of the workers movement shows that the opposite is true—that all
workers are constantly being musled hy petty bourgeois and bourgeois
ideologies, and that it takes the strictest and most relentless criticism by the
vanguard party to lead workers away from these incorrect paths. Those who
dustify a Black party on the grounds that it would -be predominantely
proletarian are in reality calling for a Black labor party. Put this way, the
demand becomes aobviousiy incorrect, In our opinion, a Black party would,
by its very program. be nationalist and not working class. As a nationalist
party. it would keep the workers divided, it would seek privileges for one
group of workers, and it is most capable of being used by any Black petty
bourgeois nationalist such as Baraka. or even by Black politicians like
Swokes and Hatchers,

Because the SWP was never crystal clear on what is meant by self-
determination, it justifies supporting any and every demand of Blacks and
Chicanos on the Qruuml.ﬁ of “self-determination.” That the SWP has no idea
whatsoever, or better, that it cares not in the least what self-determination
means and why we must support the right to self-determination, is evidenced
by the Fact that it applies the term to women's liberation. Clearly, 1o the
SWP. self-determination means the right of an oppressed group in society to
do what it wants to do. unhindered by anybody. Because it believes this, the
SWP is reduced to saying in the “Transitional Program for Black
Liberation” that “All the demands that bring them (Blacks) into action for
their own aims are worth raising, fighting for, and incorporating into an
overall revolutionary strategy and program.” s 2

And what does this uncritical thinking lead towards? It leads to the SWP
not anly supporting but actually advocaring  privileges Il'm' the oppressed
nation, hence nationalism in its crudest form. [t is sufficient to turn to t.hc
“Transitional Program for Black Liberation™ 1o see some of the totally in-
correct demands. : ",

The SWP puts forth the demand exempt Black youth from |m!||~.n"y ser-
vice, Keep in mind that this is the SWP offering a demand that it thinks a
Black party should raise and that it. the SWP. wugld support. By
specifically making demands for Blacks. the SWP is in this case proposing
privifeges fur the oppressed minority. We oppose this. As Lenin said:
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Insofar as the bourgeoisic of the appressed nation fights the OPPIESSOr, we dare
always. in every case, and more strongly than anyone else. in fuvonr, for we are
the staunchest and most consistent enemies of oppression. But insofar as the
bourgeoisie of the oppressed nation stands for its o hourgeois nationalisn. we
stand against. We fight against the privileges and violence of the Oppressor
nation. and do notin any way condone strivings for privileges on the part of the
oppressed nation. (Vol. 20
A working class party. a party of proletarian internationalism, puts torth

the demands. abolish the standing army, free universal military fraining
for men and women under the direction of the teade union rank and file.
Those arc the demands a Bolshevik party puts forth. You cannot have it two
ways — the Buolshevik party cannot keep those demands, which are the only
demands in the interest of the working class. in its back pocket, and advance
instead the demand that the most oppressed sections be “exempt” from
“military service.” The SWP has capitulated to nationalism and is now a
cheerleader for it instcad of a vanguard party of proletarian in-
ternationalism. One manifestation of this is its “Transitional Program for
Black Liberation™ — there is no such thing as a transitional program for
black liberation separate and apart from working class liberation.

A further demand in the SWP's Black program is free university

education for all third-world students who desire it, No! The vanguard
party of the working class puts forth the demand free education for
everyhody, students to he paid while attending school,
In the case of the prisons, the SWP demands review the cases of and
release all Black prisoners because they have not received fair trials,
Besides the tact that this demand is totally confusing (should all Black
prisoners he relased? Should they have their cases reviewed first and then be
released regardless of the outcome? Or what?) it is again an incorrect
demand. The vanguard party may demand that all political prisuners be
released immediately and that all ather prisoners be tried by a workers
tribunal, or the vanguard party may demand that all prisoners be released.
whether or not they are political prisoners. But the vanguard party cannot
demand, and still remain a party of preletarian internationalism. that all
Black prisoners be released. or that all women prisoners be released. Here.
as elsewhere, the party is separating the struggle of Blacks and Chicanos
from the struggle of the working class. The SWP's so-called Trotskyist
program is not Trotskyist but nationalist. pure and simple.

Another of the SWP's demands is autonomous Black studices depart-
ments in universities, Such a demand is incorrect. It clearly falls into the
category Lenin inveighed against — the separating of nationalities according
to school systems, We are for Black history. Black studies. Chicano studies,
ete., being taught in all universities: we are for the hiring of Black and
Chicano teachers. we are for free education for everyhody. We are nor for
litting Black stwdies departments out of the university as a whole, and
having them run separately.

Finally. the SWP raises the slogan of preferential hiring, This. too. is in-
correct. Itis the task of the party 1o raise the slogans of jobs for all, sliding
seale of wages and hours, equal job opportunity, equal pay for cqual
wark.
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We must fight for tull cquality for all super-exploited and  super-
appressed groups. This can be done by Io!lhl.l'l‘:! m the unions for jabs tor all.
30 ror A0, against shoving Blacks and Chicanos mto menial tasks and
against their exclusion from the better skilled or higher paid in.h\. agiainst
rascist pricticies by company or foremen. White workers must show Black
and Chicano workers that they are willing to fight against racism. We st
propagandize tor the building of a labor party, and its program must in-
clude not andy jobs Tor all. full equality, but also demands for crash housing
progrim. adequate schools. c1c,

We must Fight against racism and nationalism of all Kinds, ng.\inc_l p:n‘l.ic\'
and  programs  which  counterpose nationalism  to - proletarian in>
ternationalism. which say that the national struggle supx_*rscdci the class
struggle, which imply that it s the division of this country into nations, and
nor its division into classes. that is the cause of society's ills.
© )t is necessary o say a word about nations. A nation is a group of peaple
sharing the same |nn§uugc. culwre. and land area. Hence. in Russn‘;a. there
were over 100 different nations. including the Great Russian nation, ll)c
Ukranian nation. the Poles. the Germans. ete. At different times Lenin
spoke of the Jews both as an “extra-territorial™ nation — a nation without
territory. o dispersed nation and a national, i.e, cthnic minority. I'here s
only one nation n the U.S. and that is the American nation. Indians are not
a nation or a numher of nations. Those Indians living on reservations live a
ribal, not @ national, existence. They arc a national. cthnic minoriy . I'hose
Indians not living on reservations have heen basically assimilated into the
American nation.

There are in addition to these. national minorities such as Puerto R}C;lﬂﬁ.
We distinguish between nations. for whom we defend the right of scll-'
determination. and national minorities — to us the latter are a group of
people whao have a distinet fanguage ;md' culture. but u.lsn have g lr:unclm@
elsewhere. thus we do not support their right to secede from and form a state
out of the terrtory of the U.S. Puerto Ricans are such @ national minority.
We fight for full rights for Puerto Ricans amd Chicanos, but we do not sup-
port their right to form a state within the U.S, — we support the rngluint

Prerto Rico o tull independence. Under certain conditions, of course.
racial or national minerities can become nations distinet from  their
homelands as did the Quebecais. Under these conditions we would naturally
support the new nation’s right to self-determination.

The Chicanos canstitute a cross between these two categories. On the one

hand they have a traditional territory and homeland within the borders of

the U.S. In this sense, they are a nation with the right to self-determination
in Aztlan. However the Chicano people have strong, constantly renewed
cultural ties with their original homeland, Mexico. Nevertheless, we feel it is
correct to support the right of self-determination for Aztlan, e

In our opinion. Blacks are not @ nation, nor are they a national minority.
They are Americans who are a racial minority. Blacks have no distinct
language. no distinct land area, and it is cpen to great debate whether they
have a distinct culture or not.
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If Blacks are not a nation (which the SWP held tor years and which it
reversed without the slightest scientific analysis), then how do we explain the
rise of nationalism among Blacks? First, let us say that all that goes by the
name of nationalism is not necessarily nationalism. For example, much of
what goes under the heading of Black nationalism is racial price, a desire for
equality, a willingness to fight for freedom. On the other hand, there is much
that goes by the name of Black nationalism that actually is contained in
nationalism — the desire to separate (Republic of New Africa), the desire to
form new scparate parties and organizations for Blacks. the desire for
priviiges for Blacks because they have been oppressed for so long.

We explain this phenomena by saying that it is in the interests of the
bourgeoisie to go along with such nationalist sentiments, for the advocates
of nationalism are, in essence, dividing the waorking class and counterposing
the national struggle to the class struggle. It does not matter that there are
no Black bourgeoisic — Black politicians will arise who will serve the in-
terests of the white bourgeoisie — Baraka. Stokes, Hatcher, and the future
hold many more. They will serve their interests through nationalism. The
actual basis of nationalist aspirations is the Black petty bourgeoisie —
Baraka, Cleage, Henry, Karenga, etc. striving for their own power base.
Traditionally. nationalism arises from the search by the bourgeoisic and the
petty bourgeoisie for their own markets. Of course, such sentiments develop
because there is no revolutionary proletarian leadership in the Black com-
munity.

Despite the fact that we believe Blacks are a racial minority and not a
nation, we hold, as did Trotsky, that it is possible for a nation to be forged
out of this racial minority. As Trotsky said. in the event of a rise of fascism,
it is possible that the Blacks. like the Jews, could demand a separate state in
their overwhelming majority. thus they would have the consciousness (o be a
nation. In such a case, we, as Trotsky, would support the right of Blacks to
self-determination. Like Trotsky, we guarantee them this right in advance —
that is, we say that if the Blacks wish to separate. we will defend their right
to do so. At all times, of course, we express our own opinion on whether or
not it is advisable for any group 1o secede,

Our opposition to nationalism does not mean that we would not support
Black organizations when they arise, including trade union caucuses. It
means, while we would not call for them, we would enter such organizations
with our transitional demands. Not being afraid to offend the nationalists by
offering our own program, we would intervene energetically in the Black
community. At the same time, we would agitate among the white workers
against all forms of racism and seek constantly to draw Black and white
workers together in the struggles.

The most telling indictments of the reactionary nature of nationalism are
the Munich events and the other terrorist acts of the Black September
guerntla group. We, of course, stand with the guerrillas in their struggle
against Zionism and imperialism. We have nothing but scorn, contempt and
class hatred for the crocodile tears shed over Munich by the bourgeoisie,
whose existence is dependant upon the mass murder of insurgent workers
and peasants the world over. But from the point of view of revolutionists
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against imperialism and Zionism we fully condemn and oppose the
guerrilla's tactics at Munich. We do not merely oppose terrorism as a bad
tactic. That is the course of the revisionists, who adapt to the nationalist
politics of the guerrillas, and many of whom reject revolutionary violence
altogether. For the tactic is but an expression of the nationalist politics of
the guerrilla movement, and that is what we oppose. The guerrillas consider
the Jewish people as a whole their enemy. Following the lead of the Arab
bourgeoisie, they seck to supplant the Isracli bourgeois state with an Arab
bourgeois state. Such a course is based on the rejection of the class struggle
and proletarian internationalism. The nationalism of the guerrillas would
destroy any chance of winning the Israeli proletariat to the cause of the
repatriation of the Palestinian refugees and to opposition to Zionist im-
perialism. Such an alliance between Israeli and Palestinian workers and
peasants is absolutely necessary for successful proletarian revolution in the
mideast, which is the only solution to the oppression of the Palestinians and
the Arab people as a whole. Such an alliance can only be forged under the
leadership of a Leninist working class vanguard party.

We oppose proletarian internationalism and Marxism to nationalism . . .
We seek to win the working class of the oppressed nation to the struggle
against all forms of discrimination. We seek to prove to them, by word and
actions, that the struggle of oppressed minorities is the struggle of the
working class as a whole. At the same time, we must win the working class
of the oppressed nation to the understanding that only the victory of the
working class aver capital can assure their liberation. We seek to prove that
their allies are not the bourgeoisie of their own nation, and their enemies are
not the workers of the oppressor nation, but vice-versa,

In the struggle to expose nationalism, we must be careful not to make any
unconscious adaptions to white chauvinism. Such an adaptation is made by
both the Workers League and the Spartacist League in their rejection of the
Marxist analysis of the super-exploitation of black workers. In their only
written position on “Black Nationalism and Marxist Theory.” the WL says,
“However it does not follow from this that the Negro as a whole represents
a super exploited grouping or caste in American society. While a case would
be made for this a century ago when Negroes were still tied to the cotton
and tobacco plantation economies, it does not hold water today. In every
category of Jow pay and poverty at least two-thirds of the workers in this
category are white.”" The Spartacist League holds a similar position, based
on “the general average of exploitation” being the same throughout
capitalist cconomy. What these positions blindly refuse to acknowledge is
that a section of the working class, easily distinguishable by its color, is for-
ced into the lowest paid jobs, which contribute especially 1o keeping the
general rate of exploitation up. The very fact that even according to the
WL’s figures Blacks occupy the lowest paid jobs in a percentage three tinies
their percentage of the population as a whole, illustrates this point. An un-
derstanding of the role Blacks and oppressed minorities in general play in
capitalist economy is essential to the organization of the working class as a
whole against capital.
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FEMINISM

Like guerrillasim and nationalism, feminism is an ideology which rejects
class struggle as the road to liberation. Like nationalism. it is a bourgeois
ideology which secks to unite individuals on a basis other than a class basis,
in this case on the basis of sex. Feminism proclaims that the organization ol
women. as women, the “sisterhood™ of the maid and the queen, can achieve
women's liberation. In 1921 the Comintern warned the working class
against feminism:

Putting before the Communist Parties of the East and the West the direct 1ask
of extending the activity of the Party among women proletariat, the Third
Congress of the Comintern declares also 1o the women of the entire world that
their emancipation from age-long slavery and inequality depends upon the vic-
tory of Communism.

What Communism offers 1o woman, the bourgeois women's movement will
never afford her. So long as the power of capitalism and private property con-
tinue to exist, the emancipation of woman from subservience to her husband can-
not proceed turther than her right to dispose of her property and earnings as she
sees fit; and also 1o decide on equal terms with her husband the destiny of their
children

The Third Congress of the Comintern confirms the basic proposition of
revolutionary Marxism, i.e. that there is no “special soman question™ and no
“specific women's movement™ and that every sort of alliance of working women
with bourgeois feminism, as well as any support by women workers of the
treacherous tactics of the social-compromisers and opportunists leads to the un-
dermining of the forces of the proletariat, delaying thereby the triumph of the
social revolution and the advent of Communism. and thus also postponing the
great hour of women’s ultimate liberation

Communism will be achieved not by "united efforts of all women of different
classes.” but by the united struggle of all the exploited. (Worien wnd Revoluiion.
No. 2)

Just as the SWP pays no heed to the nature of pacifism and the nature of
nationalism. so it pays no heed to the nature of femnism. The organization
of women as women is not incorrect. What is incorrect is to couple this
organization of women as women with the bourgeais lie that this will eman-
cipate women. This is what feminism is. this is the lie it preaches, and this is
the lie the SWP preaches. Precisely because it has the most contempt for the
emancipation of women, the most contempt for the oppression of women,
the SWP is the most bBlatant on the question of feminism. going along with
the ludicrous lie that “When Women Say This War Will End, It Will End.”

The Third Congress of the Comintern. in its position on the emancipation
of women. pointed out to the working women of the world that ““the women
ought to remember that the Secand International never created and never at-
tempted 10 creat any organ whose task would be to carry on an active
struggle for the complete emancipation of women. The organization of an
international alliance of women socizlists was started outside the Second In-
ternational by the initative of the men workers themselves. The women
socialists who devoted themselves to work among women had neither
representation nor a decisive vote in the Second International.”™
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In addition to the above, Lenin taught the necessity of the Communist
Partics working among women:

The Party must have organs — working groups. commissions, committees, scc-
tions, or whatever else they may be called — with the specific purpose of rousing
the broad masses of women, bringing them into contact with the Party and
keeping them under its influence. This naturally requires that we carry on
systematic work among the women. We must teach the awakened women, win
them over for the proletarian class struggle under the leadership of the Com-
munist Party and equip them for it. When | say this I have in mind not only
proletarian women, whether they work in mills or cook the family meal. 1 also
have in mind the peasant women and the women of the various sections of the
lower middle class, (Lenin on The Women Quesiion)

It is therefore perfectly right for us to put forward demands for the benefit of
women. This is nol a minimum programme, nor a programme of reform in the
Social-democratic sense, in the sense of the Second International. It dogs not go
to show that we believe the bourgeoisie and that its state will last forever, or even
for a long time. Nor is it an attempt to pacify the masses of women with reforms
and Lo divert them from the path of revolutionary struggle. It is nothing of the
sort, and not any sort of reformist humbug ¢ither, Our demands are no more than
practical conclusions, drawn by us from the crying needs and disgraceful
humiliations that weak and underprivileged women must bear under the
bourgeois system. We demonstrate thereby that we are aware of these needs and
of the oppression of women, that we are conscious of the privileged position of
men, and that we hate — hate — and want te remove what oppresses and har-
nesses the working woman, the wife of the worker, the peasant woman, the wife
of the little man, and even in many respects the woman of the propertied classes.
The rights and social measures we demand of bourgeois society for women are
proof that we understand the position and interests of women and that we will
take note of them under the proletarian dictatorship.

* 2 .

Our national sections still lack the proper understanding of this question. They
adopt a passive, wait-and-see attitude when it comes to creating a mass movement
of working women under Communist leadership. They do not realize that
developing and leading such a mass movement is an important part of aI_I'Pany
activity, as much as half of all the Party work. Their occassional recoznition of
the need and value of a purposeful. strong and numerous Communist women's
movement is but platonic lip-service rather than a steady concern and task of the
Party. .

They regard agitation and propaganda among women and the task of rousing
and revolutionizing them as of secondary importance, as the job of just the
women Communists. None but the latter are rebuked because the matter does not
move ahead more quickly and strongly. This is wrong, fundamentally wrong! It
is outright separtism. It is equality reversed. What is at the bottom of the in-
correct attitude of our national sections? . . . In the final analysis, it is an un-
derestimation of women, and their accomplishments, That is what it is!
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We can clearly see from the quotes that Lenin and the Comintern un-
derstood the importance of the Communist Parties working among women
workers and fighting against the oppression of a/i women in bourgeois
society. However, to look at the history of the SWP, one would never know
that socialists actually set up a congress outside the Second International in
order to discuss and do something about women's emancipation. one would
never know that Lenin stressed the nccessity of setting up argans, com-

mittees, etc. to do work among proletarian women. To look at the history of

the SWP from 1938 to 1968, to attempt to see where it stood on the woman
question, is 1o look in vain. The SWP never publically concerned itself with
this question {with the excention of a tinv article or two on the Eaual
Rights Amendment of the 1940s). To our knowledge, the SWP never
published a pamphlet that could he sold to working women, explaining the
special oppression women suffer and how communism alone will end this
appression.

. Then, just as it jumped uncritically into the nationalist movement, so it
Jumped uncritically into the women’s liberation movement. (And just as
“Black work™ is something only for Black comrades to do. so women's
w_'og'lg is something wily for women comrades— the SWP perpetnates the
divisions in class society rather than making an effort to overcome them.
and in so doing, it shows its total lack of understanding of the importance of
work among the Black proletariat and work among the women proletariat).

Because Blacks in this country are at a much higher level of con-
sciousness (political) than most other sectors of the population, the SWP
cannot go lo the Black movement and pander off a “one-at-a-time™ refor-
mist strategy for struggle. If it did that, Blacks would simply lump it into the
same category they lump all other “one-at-a-time”, "take things slow"
groups, i.e. as heing against Black liberation. And they would be right. But
the women’s liberation movement is nowhere near the consciousness of
Blacks, so the SWP rushed into that movement — still exhibiting every
ounce of its contempt for women and panders off on that movement the
“one-at-a-time" reformist strategy. It tells women that first they must fight
for abortion repeal, t/ien they can go 1o another demand. As the Communist
Tendency so aptly characterized it, the SWP's strategy here is nothing less
than a reformism-by-stages theory.

The building of a single issue women's movement can only divert the
party from its task, can only end up in a reformist swamp. The vanguard
party must raise moeny demands in the women's movement, and it must
always show how only socialism can solve the problem of the oppression of
women. The task of Bolsheviks in the women’s movement is to show that
only the victory of the proletariat in the class struggle will solve the op-
pression of various sectors of the working class, as well as the oppressicn of
the petty-bourgeoisie.

Our most important work to be done in women's liberation is in the
working class. where for over thirty years the SWP and other “Trotskyists”
refused 1o address themselves to the woman question. It is time 1o begin.
Proletarian women are ready to hear the truth about their double oppression
as women and as workers.
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As Leninists, we respond to the oppression of every sector of society and
seek to inject the struggles of all the oppressed into the consciousness of the
working class. Only in that way can the working class develop
revolutionary consciousness. Thus we seek to win the working class to the
understanding that the oppression of women is essential to the maintenance
of class rule: and the liberation of women is necessary to the liberation of
the proletariat. Male workers must understand and support the struggle of
women for liberation. The party must actively carry the struggle of women
to the working class as a whole. and must direct women 1o the class struggle

road to liberation. [ :
Our tasks in the women's struggle are to raise the question of women's

oppression in the trade unions, to fight for Equal Job Opportunity;
Equal Pay for Equal Work; Equal Education and Training; Jobs for
All; Free 24 Hour Child Care Centers; Sliding Scale of Wages and
Hours; Free and Unrestricted Right to Divorce; Free Birth Control In-
formation and Devices; Free Abortion on Demand; No Forced
Sterilization; Universal Military Training,

PACIFISM

In its most general sense, pacifism is the desire for peace. It is in this
sense that Trotsky referred to pacifism in the Transitional Program where he
spoke of the “pacifism of the diplomat, professor, journalist, and the
pacifism of the carpenter, agricultural workers, and charwomman.” There
he said further, “In the pacifism and even patriotism of the oppressed, there
are clements which reflect on the one hand a hatred of destructive war, and
on the other a clinging to what they believe to be their own good —
clements which we must know how to seize upon in order to draw the
requisite conclusions.”

“Using these considerations as its point of departure, the Fourth In-
ternational supports every, even if insufficient, demand, if it can draw the
masses to a certain extent into active politics, awaken their criticism and
strengthen their control over the machinations of the bourgeoisie.” In the
general sense (insofar as pacifism of the masses is a desire for peace)
Bolsheviks stand with the masses, just as we stand with the anarchists in
their desire for a stateless society. However, pacifism has a more specific
meaning,. and that is that it is a belief that peace can be achieved by means
other than the class struggle. 1t is in this sense that pacifism is relentlessly
criticized and fought against by Bolsheviks, just as we fight against the
anarchist's refusal to build a vanguard party to smash the capitalist state and
establish the dictatorship of the proletariat.

Addressing itself to the question of war, the Fourth International said the
following in 1940:
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Our struggle against United States intervention into the war has nathing in
common with isolationism and pacifism. We tell the workers openly that the im-
perialist government cannot fail to drag this country into war. The dispute within
the ruling class involves only the question of when to enter the war and against
whom to level the fire first. To count upon holding the United States 1o neutrality
by means of newspaper articles and pacifist resslutions is like trying to hold back
the tide with a broom. The real struggle against war means the communist
struggle against imperialism and a merciless exposure of petty-hourgeois
pacifism. Only revolution could prevent the American bourgeoisie from in-
tervening in the second imperialist war or beginning the third imperialist war. All
other methods are either charlatanism or stupidity. or a combination of both.
(Munifester of the Fourth fnternational on the Imperialist War and Proletarian
Revolurion . .

Even Burnham at one time undersiood the question of pacifism and
wrote:

The most common mistake made in the attempted struggle against war comes
from the belief that this struggle is somehow “independent” of class struggle in
general, that & broad union of all sorts of persons, from every social class and
group can be formed around the issue of fighting war, since — so the reasoning
goes — these persons may be all equally opposed to war whatever their dif-
ferences on other points. In this way, war is lifted from its social base, considered
apart from its causes and conditions, as if it were a mystic abstraction instead of a
concrete historical institution, Acting on this belief, attemplts are made to build
up all Kinds of permanent Peace Socicties, Antiwar Organizations, League
Against the War, etc.

War is not the cause of the troubles of society. The opposite is true. War is a
symptom and a result of the irreconcilable troubles and conflicts of the present
form of society, that is to say, of capitalism. The only way to fight against war is
to fight against the causes of war the only way to fight against war is to
fight against capitalism. (War and the Workers)

* = *

Pacifism subordinates the working class — the only class which can lead the
fight against war — to the middle class ideas and middle class individuals
(preachers, fake liberals, professional “antiwar agitators”) and thus weakens the
class strength of the workers.

Trotsky also spoke on the question of war and how to fight it. In his
“Open Letter for the Fourth International,” he said the following:

The struggle against the war and imperialism can not be the job of any sort of
special “"committees.” The struggle against war is the preparation for revolution.
that is to say, the job of working class parties and of the International. The
Marxists pose this great task before the proletarian vanguard. without any frills.
To the enervating slogan of “disarmament™ they counterpose the slogan of Win-
ning the Army and Arming the Waorkers, Precisely in this is one of the most im-
portant dividing lines between Marxism and centrism drawn, He will never find
the courage to solve the revolutionary tasks who does not utter them aloud.
(Weitings, J935-36)




the Stalinists, reformists. centrists and the petty and liberal hl.-urgcni'sjc.
They “participate” only as opponents of the petty bourgeois pacifist
ideology by exposing its fraudulent nature and to point to the socialist

In the Transitional Program. Trotsky said that the Bolshevik-Leninist
policy regarding the struggle against war was formulated in the 1934
document, War and the Fourth International. Here is what this thesis has to

say:

The struggle against war, unthinkable without the revolutionary mobilization
of the wide working masses of the city and village, demands at the same time
direct influence on the army anid navy, on the one hand. and on fransport on the
other. But it is impossible to influence soldiers without influencing the worker
and peasant youth. Influence in the sphere of transport presuposses a strong
foothold in the trade unions. Whereas meanwhile, with the aid of the Profintern,
the Third International has lost all positions in the trade union movement and
has cut itself off from all access to the working vouth. Under these conditions to
talk of a struggle against war is like blowing soap bubbles.

As an independent current petty bourgeois “left" pacifism starts from the
premise that it is possible Lo insure peace by some particular, special means, out-
side of the class struggle of the proletariat, outside of the socialist revolution, By
articles and speeches the pacifists inculcate “aversion to war,” support the con-
scientious objectors, preach boycott and the general strike (rather than the myth
of the general strike) against war. The more “revolutionary™ pacifists are not ad-
verse even to talking al times of insurrection against war. But all and severally
they have no conception of the indissoluble bond connecting the insurrection
with the class struggle and the policy of a revolutionary party. For them in-
surrection is just a literary threat directed at the ruling class and not a matter of
long and persistent effort,

The Amsterdam Congress against the war, as well as the Paris Congress against
fascism, organized by the Third International are classic examples of the
replacement of revolutionary class struggle by the petty bourgeois palicy of
ostentatious demonstrations, showy parades, Potemkin villages.

In all its mouthings about “new Kind of pacifists,” etc.; the SWP has never
distinguished between pacifism as a desire for peace and pascifism as a belief
that peace can be achieved by means other than the class struggle. Just as
Kautsky for twenty years slurred over the Marxist definition and un-
derstanding of the state, so the SWP, like all revisionisis, slurs over the
basic Marxist definition and understanding of pacifism. Let us say that we
do not approach the question of definitions like pedants. To us, definitions,
like theories, are tools — they are guides to action. Marxists give special
meaning to terms such as pacifism. nationalism. feminism, social-patriotism,
ete, in order to draw a clear line between correct methods of struggle and in-
correct methods of struggle. He who ignores these basic Marxist
definitions— without saying he is doing so — is the most dangerous of
revisionists. The less exact and precise concepts are, the hap-
pier is the revisionist, for he can go on revising unattacked. Ambiguously
phrased formulations (such as “neo-capitalism™) can be filled with alien
class concepts,

As Trotsky said, it is the task of the vanguard party to support cvery, even
if insufficient, demand against war if it can draw the masses 1o a certain cx-
tent inta active politics. The revolutionary Marxists do not permit them-
selves to be used as a left cover for “Potempkin villages™ by participating in
and as supporters of demonstrations and marches for “peace” organized by
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revolution as the only road to peace. We expose. in the case uf.thc Us. im-
perialist intervention in the Indochinese war, the representatives and the
“labor licutenants™ of the “soft”™ wing of imperialism who participate and
encourage participation in the marches for “peace” in lnduchip‘a. We make
clear that this “soft™ wing is motivated not only by the “costs™ 10 the .U.S.
cconomy, in the growing militancy of labor, in the radicalization of ths
vouth and the Black and Spanish-speaking minorities, but also h\ the “.dcal
which world Stalinism has offered for the maintenance of capitalism in In-
dochina and throughout the world, It is on the basis of the counter-
revolutionary “peaceful coexistence™ line spawned by the Stalinist ad-
vocates of “socialism in one country” or even half-a-country that the
Stalinists. centrists, reformists and liberals of all varieties have united to
organize “broad” peace demonstrations and marches of a “popular front
character in behalf of the DRV-NLF program for the maintenance of
capitalism in South Vietnam,

The SWP demonstrated its bankruptcy in building the National Peace Ac.-'
tion Coalition (NPAC). What is NPAC? — It is a special “antiwar
organization whose line is that the mass Qcmonstratltlps can cn'd the war and
bring peace. And who gave NPAC this line? — The SWP!! It is not the task
of Bolsheviks to build such organizations, for in building them we would be
sowing illusions, Just look at the Militant, which implants the idea that the
war can be ended by mass dcmonslralinns.'that ending the war will end the
economic problems of the working class, will practically gnd the oppression
of Chicanos, Blacks, and women. The task of Bolsheviks is to build the
vanguard party; it is to tell the masses the m_uh regarding (1) the causcs. of
war — as long as there is capitalism there will be war. (2) the only way to
fight war — the organizing of the working cla;s into a vanguard party t!mt
will averthrow capitalism and establish the dictatorship of the proletariat.
The SWP does ncither of these things. ‘

It is in the interests of the working class to demonstrate against the war,
and it is necessary for the vanguard party to tell this to the workers and to
draw the workers into demonstrations against the war. It has alwc_:_vs been a
policy of Bolshevism to hold demonstrations against war (sometimes these
take the form of demonstrations against the war. sometimes they take the
form of strikes against the war, sometimes the form of boyc«m‘of war goods,
sometimes the form of strikes of solidarity with the other side, etc.). But
inextricable from this building of demonstrations against the war is _the
teaching of truth about the causes of war and the oql_y means _nf Stopping
war, The SWP has, in building NPAC, built a pacifist organization that
sows illustions as to the nature of the fight against war. T.he vanguard party
must seek to form united fronts. not pacifict organizations. iy

From the beginning NPAC and its predecessors were pacﬁst
organizations. But NPAC is something more ll_\an that now — it is now. in
miniscule form. a popular front. The SWP, losing completely and utterly its
faith in the ability of the working class to make «ny fundamental change in
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sociely, sought out and invited into NPAC bourgeois politicians. The task
of the vanguard party is not to invite bourgeois politicians into anything. but
to fight the illusions that a bloc with the progressive bourgeoisic can ac-
complish anything worthwhile for the working class. The task of the party is
to tell the working class that a bourgeois politician will say anything —
anvthing — but he is not to be trusted. But we do have a situation where
NPAC is an organization that teaches the true cause of war and how to fight
war. We have a situation where NPAC teaches pacifist lies to the masses,
then turns around and seeks out and invites bourgeois politicians to join it.
We can only call this the essence of a popular front — i.e.: a coalitipn with
one section of the bourgeoisie, with the program subordinate to the interests
of the bourgeoisie.

It is incarerect to confine the popular front to electoral coalitions, The
Bolivian Front Against the Dictatorship is a non-electoral popular front,
NPAC is clearly a coalition with liberal bourgeois elements (Vance “Out
Now' Hartke on the steering committee), with a pacifist, non-class program
in which revolutionary politics are subordinated to drawing in these
bourgeois elements, Of course, pacifism can only wind up in a block with
the bourgeoisie, since it is hostile to the class struggle. If in this case. where
the bloc is actually formed, we deny that a popular front exists, then we are
denying the meaning of the popular front,

In addition to the above errors, which are most serious, the SWP refused
to call for the military victory of the DRVN and NFL forces and at the
same time attack their Stalinist sellout program. The imperialist aggression
in Vietnam is fundamentally an attack on the Vietnamese workers' state. In
1954, with the crushing of the French army at Dien Bien Phu, Vietnam was
in the hands of the Viet Minh and was thus a deformed workers state. At the
Geneva conference the Soviet and Peking burcaucracies pressured the Viet-
namese Stalinists into handing over the southern sector of Vietnam to the
imperialists. The fundamental aim of imperialism in Vietnam is to not only
crush the struggle for the overthrow of the U.S. puppets in the South but to
ultimately destroy the collectivised property relations in the DRVN and
return it to the sphere of imperialist exploitations. Just as in the second im-
perialist world war the Trotskyists stood for the unconditional defense of
the Soviet Union against imperialist attack, so must Trotskyists today stand
for the unconditional defense of the DRVN and for the extension of the
social revolution hack to the South, while at the same time holding no pun-
ches in our criticism of the Stalinist betrayers in Hanoi and calling for and
aiding in the building of a revolutionary Trotskyist party in Vietnam. We
cannot hide behind the bourgeois-democratic slogan of “'Self-determination
for Vietnam.” We must make it clear that our defense of the Vietnamese
Revolution is the defense of the Vietnamese workers’ state and that we are
for the extension of the social revolution back to the South and throughout
Indochina in a United Soviet States of Indochina. Does the SWP in any way
teach the masses why they must be for the victory of the Vjetnamese? Do
they ever mention the fact that the DRVN is a workers’ state which must be
defended against imperialist aggression? Absolutely not. Any reference to
the nature of the Vietnamese struggle is to say that the struggle is a colonial
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struggle for national liberation. This. however, as we have shown. is not the
case. The SWP says that by advancing the social-patriotic slogan of “Bring
The Troops Home Now," it impfies that it is for the victory of the Viet-
namese. What a shallow reply. The SWP does not at all explain to the
American working masses that the Vietnamese are their class brothers, that
the American impenalists are making the American working class fight
against its own interests, against the interests of the world proletariat. Thus,
they do nothing to break the American workers from the racism and
national chauvinism which keeps the class divided and tied to its “own"
bourgeois masters.

Inextricably bound to the question of war and peace is the question of the
military. The attitude of the Bolsheviks has always been that we are for the
universal military training of the working class. The working class rmust
know the military skills in order to defend itself against the capitalist class.
In the epoch of the death agony of capitalism, «/l questions will be decided
by military means (not in the crass sense of only military means — ob-
viously the vanguard party must have prepared the working class for the
correct tasks through a correct program).

This brings up the question of the proletarian military policy, which, as
we see it, flows from our understanding of the nature of the state (an in-
strument of suppression of one class by another class), and has two pars:
(1) the necessity of military training for the working class, (2) the question
of what form that training will take — who controls the training.

The SWP until the early 1950s. we believe, stood for the military training
for part of the working class. (We say “part” because to our knowledge the
SWP never called for universal miilitary training for men and women.)
Thus. even in its old approach to the question, the SWP was half-hearted
and did not fully understand its tasks. Today we can see further the lack of
understanding on both the military question and the women question in the
fact that the SWP views as a horror the possibility of the capitalist class
drafting women. The SWP says that neither women nor antiwar people in
general will tolerate such a thing. And what about the class interests of the
proletariat? Oh, them! What are they in the face of the interests of women in
general and antiwar people in general?

On the question of both one and two — i.e., the need for military training
plus who is to control it. we must call for Abolition Of The Standing
Army, its replacement by Universal Military Training For Men and
Waomen, Paid For By The State and Under Rank-and-File, Trade Union
Control,

Here is what Lenin had to say on the question:

The soldiers stationed in St. Petersburg want better rations. better clothing, bet-
ter quarters, higher pay. a reduction in the term of service and shorter daily drill.
But more prominent among there demands are those which could be presented
only by the civic-minded soldier. They include the right to attend in uniform all
meetings, “on an equal footing with all other citizens,” the right to read !
newspapers and keep them in the barracks. freedom of conscience. equal rights
for all nationalities, complete abolition of officers’ baimen, the abolition of court
martial, jurisdiction for the civil courts over all military offences, the right to
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defend onself against any attempt on the part of a superior to strike a subor-
dinate, the right to present complaints collectively. Such are the principal
demands of the soldiers in St. Petersburg.

- -

But in order to secure the really complete and lasting satisfaction of these
demands, it is necessary to take another littic step forward. All the separate
wishes of the soldiers, worn out by the accursed convict life of the barracks,
should be brought together into a single whole. And put together, these demands
will read: abolishment of the standing army and introduction of the arming of the
whole people in its stead,

... Let us tear the evil up by the roots. Let us do away with the standing army
altogether. Let the army merge with the armed people, let the soldiers bring to the
people their military knowledge, let the barracks disappear 10 be replaced by free
military schools, )Vol. 10)

Further. Lenin said:

On the question of a militia, we should say: “We are not in favour of a
bourgeois militia: we are in favour only of a proletarian militia." Therefore. "not
a penny, not a man,” not only for a standing army, but even for a bourgeois
militia, even in countrics like the United States or Switzerland or Norway. etc.
(Vol. 23) .

* ® =

There is only one way to prevent the restoration of the police. and that is the
creation of a people’s militia and to fuse it with the army (the standing army to be
replaced by the arming of the entire people). Service in this militia should extend
to all citizens of both sexes between the ages of sixteen and sixty-five without ex-
ception, if these tentatively suggested age limits may be taken as indicating the
participation of adolescents and old people. Capitalists must pay workers, ser-
vants. etc. for days devoted to the public service in the militia. Unless women are
brought to take an independent part not only in political life generally, but also
in daily universal public service, it is no use talking about full and stable
democracy, let alone socialism. (Vol. 24)

On the question of the necessity of universal military training for the
proletariat, all the so-called Trotskyists — the SWP, SL., WL, — say nor a
word. On the question of the draft, they are for abolition of the capitalist
draft with no alternative. That is, they do not call instead for universal
military training. They even fail to address the question of the darigers of a
“volunteer army.” There are three alternatives: (1) “volunteer army™ of
highly paid troops to be used against the proletariat, (2) army of the
capitalist draft — to be used against the proletariat. (3) abolition of the
standing army, abolition of the draft, and the arming of the people. The
revisionists are for getting rid of the draft, but they do not point the way for-

ward to the third alternative. In short, they offer nothing to replace the.

capitalist army with and thereby give in without a fight to the volunteer
army.

During World War IT the SWP answered the question of who controls the
army by answering that there would be “trade union control.” The SWP was
wrong to advance the slogan in this way. First of all, it should have called
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for the abolition of the standing army, for universal military training under
trade union control. It would then have made clear that “trade union con-
trol™ meant control not of the haurgeais army, but of the workers’ army.

We consider the following program, developed by Vanguard Newsletter
against U.S, imperialist intervention in the Indochinese war, to combine the
essential revolutionary Marxist understanding of the manner in which the
U.S. and international working class must conduct the struggle against an
imperialist power waging war on an under-developed country. This program
calls upon the international working class 1o launch a world-wide campaign
to: (1) boycott US. products and blacklist all cargo which can be used by
the U.S. imperialists against the Indochinese masses; (2) demand that the
Saviet Union and China give the Indochinese sufficient military assistance
for defensive and offensive actions against the U.S. forces there: (3) call
upon the masses in Indochina for a revolutionary struggle, which alone can
end their quarter century of bloodshed and suffering. A coordinated military
offensive in all Indochina, not the limited defensive actions which wait upon
a Soviet and-or Chinese counter-revolutionary deal! Not guarantees to the
“national” capitalists and concessions to the landlords in governments of
national “concord.” but the program of the permanent revolution — the
overthrow of capitalism, socialization of the means of production and the
land by the working class at the head of the peasantry. Waorkers power! The
dictatorship of the proletariat!

In the United States. the fight for this program must be coupled with
posing the need for a network of rank and file caucuscs in the trade unions.
These caucuses, based on the transitional program, must unite the racially
divided working class in the struggle against special oppression and must
link their daily struggles not only to the struggle against the U.S. imperialist
war in Indochina. but also to the socialist revolution,

In its fight against imperialism, the parly must penetrate the working
class, there to fight for the workers to recognize the imperialist wars as at-
tacks on the world proletariat. It must build united front demonstrations,
boycotts and strikes, against the imperialist war; it must explain the cause of
war and how to end war. The Bolshevik party will not build or take respon-
sibility for NPAC or other similar pacifist and popular front organizations.
In the fight against imperialist war we advance slogans of: immediate and
unconditional withdrawal of all U.S, troops and material from southeast
Asia; military victory to the DRYN and NLF — defeat US. im-
perialism: workers' control of war industries: confiscation of military
profit — expropriation of war profitcerss abolish the standing army,
free universal military training under the control of the trade union
rank and file for men and women between the ages of 16 and 65; for a
united front of workers' stafes against U.S. imperialism — no Stalinist
sellouts: for socialism in Vietnam — no coalition government.

We should make clear our position on the Paris peace accord, as ex-
pressed both in Veangward Newsletter and Cluss Strugele. We in no way
adapt to Stalinism by excusing the NLF-DRVN leaders for the treacherous
terms of the treaty. The program of the NLF-DRVN was the Stalinist
program of defeat from the beginning. The terms of the settlement provide
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for the maintenance of capitalism in South Vietnam, Thus, as did the
Geneva Accords, they not only do not guarantee peace. on the contrary,
they guarantee  the resumption of war. Only the program of permanent
revolution. only victorious socialist revolution, can solve the problems of
the Indochinese workers and peasants by eliminating imperialism from In-
dochina. Only worldwide socialist revolution can guarantee peace in In-
dochina by destroying imperialism altogether,

THE WORKING CLASS

In their flight from the struggle within the working class. all of the so-
called Trotskyist groups have, in one fashion or another, seen the sector of
socicty known as “youth™ as a substitute for the working class. The SWP
has of course glorified the “youth rebellion™ and the “student movement.”
calling upon the sections of the Fourth International to “'sink roots™ into the
student movement and into the youth. As any botanist knows, this is like
trying to “'sink roots™ into water. Youth, like water, is in constant change. [t
has no shape or politics of its own. Young people reflect the class
backgrounds they come from. It is young (and not-so-young) workers that
the revolutionary party must sink its roots into.

In the midst of all the revisionism of the SWP, WL, WWP, the SL. appears
as orthodox. But this appearance belies reality. Unlike all three, the Spar-
tacist [.eague has not engaged in the “youth cult”™ mania, either. But in place
of these blatant departures from Marxism, SL has erected its own tower of
Babel, calling it the "ORO arientation.” ORO is typical SL shorthand for
an SL-coined term, “ostensibly revolutionary organizations." In place of the
proletarian orientation the Trotskyist party must have if it is to sink roots
into the class, the SL. has an ORO ocrientation. But, says the SL, this is a
working class orientation, How so? Because, says SL. to orient toward a
working class tendency is to orient toward the working class. Evidence? The
SWP’s arientation toward the CP in the 1930s! As we have said before. and
as we will have ta say again, the Spartacist League does not understand
dialectics, The CP of the 1930s was a huge party of the working class. The
SWP. PL. Labor Committee, and so on, are not parties of the working class
— they are filled with petty bourgeois whose program and prejudices
prevent them from getting into the working class.

To such groups, especially to Progressive Labor, the S orients. The
youth group of the SL, the Revolutionary Communist League (RCL), ad-
dresses PLers as “"Dear Comrades” in letters. The RCL addresses members
of the Class Struggle League as “Dear Sirs™ in correspondence. A small
matter, but indicative. The SL shies away from winning serious
revolutionaries to its program. In fact, it has such little confidence in the
“power of the idea,” as Trotsky called it, that it substitutes spies for ideas.
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The SL advances the “theory™ of the “declassed revolutionary in s talks
with other arganizations. Once you become an SL member. goes the theory,
you are “declassed”™ — no need 1o worry about petty bourgeois intluences in
the party, for there are none! At the SL Central Committee table sit
declassed revolutionaries, free from any pressures exerted by class society
(thus, you see, they are always able to make the correct decision). Through
definition, SL wipes out the Jessons of fu Defense of Marxism. The SL is
filled with members who have no Marxist understanding of class influences,
who have no desire to enter the working class. And for the members who de
desire to enter the class, what does SL offer?

[t offers a pscudo-militant program, a program guaranteed to isolate the
vanguard from the working class. As Trotsky stated in “Against Sec-
tarianism,” a scction of the transitional program: “A correct policy regar-
ding trade unions is a basic condition for adherence to the Fourth In-
ternational. He who does not seck and does not find the road to the masses
is not a fighter but a dead weight to the party.”

Formally speaking, the Spartacist League “goes 10 the masses™ in that it
has here and there a trade union caucus. But it functions in such a way that
it prevents itself from winning workers. For example, without specifically
denying it, SL rejects the tactic of critical support in trade union elections. It
rejects the Leninist tactic of gaining a hearing in the workers-in-motion.
rejects it for the pure caucus of transitional demands. But even here it is un-
clear what SL would do. For example, it implies that intervention of the
state. as in the United Mine Workers Arnold Miller campaign. makes non-
support a principled question. But as the state intervenes more and more in
trade union elections, what will SL do — refuse to run even its own can-
didate in a government-supervised election? Trotsky said that we must learn
how to operate in the unions “even under fascism.” but SL appears to have
the same answer for all periods — its “revolutionary caucuses.”

Trotsky outlined the basic characteristics of the sectarian in Against the
Stream:

Though he swear by Marxism in every sentence, the sectarian is a direct
negation of dialectical materialism, which takes experience as its point of depar-
ture and always returns to it. A sectarian does not understand the dialectical in-
teraction between a finished program and a living (that is to say. imperfect and
unfinished) mass struggle. The sectarian’s method of thinking is that of a
rationalist. a formalist and an enlighteer. During a certain stage of development
rationalism is progressive, being directed critically against blind beliefs and
superstitions (the eighteenth century!) The progressive stage of rationalism is
repeated in every great emancipatory movement. But rationalism (abstract
propaganda) becomes & reactionary factor the moment it is directed against the
dialectic. Sectarianism is hostile to dialectics (not in words but in action) in the
sense that it turns its back upon the actual development of the working
class. :

The sectarian sees an enemy in everyong who attempts to explain to him that
an active participation in the workers movement demands a constant study of ob-
jective conditions. and not haughty bulidozing from the sectarian rostrum. For
analysis of reality the sectarian substitutes intrigue. gossip and hysteria.
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[t is the above characteristics which the SL. exhibits. But because of its
seeming “orthodoxy.™ it is the competitor of the Class Struggle League for
cadres in this immediate period. Witness the members whao left CSL. for the
“perfect” and “pure” home of the SL (prodded on by the work of several
agents, of course). Just as the SL exposed its real nature to the Leninist Fac-
tion (its spies, its ORO orientation, its declassed revolutionaries, its refusal
to allow people with the LF position on democratic centralism to fuse with
the SL), although fooling it temporarily. so too will it expose itself to all
serious revolutionaries. The greatest aid to exposing the SL is the fusion of
VNL and CSL, and the building of the new Class Struggle League. And SL
knows this, too, which is why it hates the fusion so much. As we sink our
roots into the working class and, through our correct interventions, begin to
win the class to revolutionary socialism, we will soon outgrow the Spartacist
League.

CURRENT STATE OF THE
AMERICAN WORKING CLASS

The program and tactics of Marxism flow from the analysis of class
society and the working class as the only revolutionary class in capitalist
society. The tactics are designed 1o win recruits to the party. to propagan-
dize and agitate and to move the class struggle forward. The various tactics
that Marxists use in relationship to the class are based on the level of con-
sciousness of the class, on whether the struggle is advancing or retreating. on
the strength of the class and the strength of the enemy. This means that
while Bolsheviks are wranite hard in program, they must be absolutely
fexible in tactics. Lenin called for the boycott of duma elections in one
vear, but for participation the next. Trotsky called for critical support to
Browder in 1940, but was ready to withdraw it when Browder would openly
pledge support to the imperialist war. The Bolsheviks urged against the July
demonstrations in 1917 because the entire class was not yet ready to seize
power, but in October it was another story.

The current level of consciousness of the American working class is cne
of great discontent, but discontent based on a very low political con-
sciousness and an uneven trade union consciousness, The discontent stems
from the worsening living conditions of the class, heralded by Phase | in
August of 1971. The low political consciousness stems from the fact that the
American workers, who have enjoyed a relatively high living standard under
world imperialism, have never had a mass political party of their own. In
addition, radicals have, except for the CP and the early but tiny SWP, been
by and large outside the class. The uneven trade union consciousness is due
to the bureaucracy, the parasitic growth on the trade union movement.
Many workers, especially younger ones, equate unions with an inevitable
bureaucracy. This Kind of attitude prevents them from struggling to oust the

union burgaucracy because they feel it will simply be replaced by another.
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I'he level of consciousness of the working class is best gauged by looking
at the trade unions, the only existent mass organizations ol the workers,
Trotsky predicted that “The trade unions ol our time can either serve as
secondary instruments of imperialist capitalism for the subordination and
disciplining of workers and for obstructing of revolution, or, on the con-
trary, the trade unions can become the instruments ol the revolutionary
movement of the proletariat.” Bolsheviks must intervene in the present of
the movement, the trade unions today. in order to bring forth the future of
the movement. At the same time, we keep in mind what Trotsky stated in the
Transitional Program:

The Bolshevik-Leninist stands in the front-line trenches of all kinds of
struggles, even when they involve only the most modest material interests or
democratic rights of the working class. He takes active part in mass trade unions
for the purpose of strengthening them and raising their spirit of militancy. He
fights uncompromisingly against any attempt to subordinate the unions to the
bourgeois state and bind the proletariat to “compulsory arbitration™ and every
other form of police guardianship — not only fascist but also “democratic!” Only
on the basis of such work within the trade unions is successful struggle possible
against the reformists, including those of the Stalinist burcaucracy. Sectarian at-
tempts to build or preserve small “revolutionary™ unions, as a second edition of
the party, signify in actuality the renouncing of the struggle for leadership of the
working class. It is necessary to establish this firm rule: self-isolaton of the
capitulationist variety from mass trade unions, which is tantamount to a betrayval
of the revolution, is incompatible with membership in the Fourth International.

At the same time. the Fourth International resolutely rejects and condemns
trade union fetishism, equally characteristic of trade unionists and syndicalists.

* M ¥

Therefore, the sections of the Fourth International should always strive not
only to renew the top leadership of the trade unions. boldly and resolutely in
critical moments advancing new militant leaders in place of routine functionaries
and careerists, but also to create in all possible instances independent militant
organizations corresponding more closely 1o the tasks of mass struggle against
bourgeois society.

We struggle for the “most modest material interests or democratic rights™
of the working class, but ai the same time we struggle “to create in all
possible instances independent militant organizations corresponding more
closely to the tasks of mass strugele against bourgeois society™ At this time
these organizations are the trade union cuacuses. In the process of struggling
to build the caucus, and in the caucus itself, we fight for immediate in-
terestsisuch as a better contract, against a layoff. against a firing) and for
the central demands of the period (such as for a labor party, jobs for all,
sliding scale of wages and hours. against discrimination, independence of
the trade unions from the state) and we seek to win trade union militants to
the transitional program as a whole. Our strategy is to propagandize around
the need for a national network of rank and file caucuses, thus uniting the
separate industry caucuses and thus expanding the strength and con-
sciousness of the working class.
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Unlike the SIL.. we know that what is involved here is a process. While we
would prefer a sitwation where we could build mass caucuses on the full
transitional program, such is not the situation we find today. While we
propagandize around the full transitional program, we must be ready to ac-
cept caucuses built on less. It is the only way we will be able (o win the class
through action, through its own experiences.

The most likely paths for the development of trade union caucuses and
our intervention are:( 1) our joining existing caucuses that develop in places
where we do not have comrades at first, but where we later send comrades
in. Examples are RAFT in steel and TURF in auto, plus the many Black
caucuses in auto and elsewhere, (2) our initiating caucuses with other
workers. The first alternative is the more likely precisely because the
movement of the class is faster than the ability of a small revolutionary
group to initiate actions within the factories at this time.

Isolated from the masses of workers, we roat ourselves in the class and
work with the class as it is, Out of our intervention in the caucuses that start
now will come the mass revolutionary vanguard party. Our most important
task, our most stringent guideline, is to be able to combine the struggle for
“maodest gain” or immediate interests with the advancement of the tran-
sitional program as a whole to help the class fight on a particular focus, but
to show the whole picture. We must not fall into the trap of “single-issue
focus™ as practiced by the SWP (“agitation” which excludes socialist
propaganda): nor must we fall into the “total program™ trap of the SL,
which insists that nobody but purists can belong to the caucus they build,
and which will not build or participate in caucuses that have less than the
full transitional program.

In the process of fighting to win the working class, we must avoid the trap
the WL falls into, the trap of secing the pronouncements of various (rade
union bureaucrats as “progressive.” Both the WL and SWP [ail 10 wage
relentless and ruthless struggle against the trade union bureaucrats. Both see
seemingly leftward behavior of these bureaucrats as an excuse to praise that
which does not exist — the independent leftward movement of the masses.
The bureaucrats are agents of the bourgeoisic within the workers movement.
In waging struggle against these agents, we must never imply that they are
capahle of revolutionary or even disinterested action. What they do, they
do in their own interests, which are the interests of capital: they wish to
protect their lucrative positions under capitalism.

The CSL does not seek to lead the working class from outside the class, as
does the SWP and, in essence, the SL. The CSL understands the necessity of
being rooted in the working class. Thus we seek to colonize our members in
basic industry (auto, steel, transportation) and in the important new sectors
of communications, public transportation and postal workers. Because of
our small size we cannot spread ourselves thin, The decision as to which two
or three areas to concentrate on will be made by the newly elected leader-
ship: the suajor area of concentration (and thus of colonization) will at this
time be the auto industry, both because it is the second largest union and
because it has many caucuses developing within it, thus allowing us to com-
bine entering a basic industry with finding immediate openings for our
political work.
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NATURE OF THE PARTY

The party we seck to build is the Leninist party. This means a party with
the revolutionary program, rooted in the working class, practising
democratic centralism. Unlike the other tendencies that call themselves
Trotskyist. we are the only tendency that does not seek to circumvent the
necessity of rooting the party in the class. All the others, without exception,
seck “greener pastures’” — the students, youth, or OROs, In the short run. it
is harder and longer to attempt to build the party in the Leninist manner,
but in the long run it is shorter and easier because it is the only way to
become a working class party in composition as well as in program.

The struggle of VNL when Comrade Turner was in the Spartacist League
indicates that VNL has fought for a proletarian orientation against a petty
bourgeois one. The struggles of the CSL. when it was in the SWP Proletarian
Orientation Tendency and in the SWP Leninist Faction indicate likewise
that it has fought for a proletarian oreintation. Only the new Class Struggle
League seeks to penetrate the working class, taking into the class the
struggle for Trotskyism. All others shrink from this task. or are incapable of
it.

Likewise, only VNL and CSL understand and practice the Leninist con-
cept of democratic centralism, full freedom of discussion, unity in action.
The other organizations pervert this concept, twisting it to their own per-
sonal desires. The SWP has no “full freedom of discussion.” The SL
likewise limits discussion to when the central leadership can put out
bulletins. The WL is the worst caricature of all: there is so little democracy
in the WL (where differences are “smoked out”) that there has never been
an organized political opposition that has developed in the organization in
all its years of existence.

Those who fear full freedom of discussion fear the power of the idea, fear
their own inadequacies, their ability to convince others. They set up limits
on discussion ostensibly to “protect the organization,” but in reality to
protect themselves, protect their ideas and their positions, All seem 1o view
the public discussion of any differences as “unl.eninist.” They twist and turn
and ignore the decisions of the Third International under Lenin which
allowed national sections 1o decide whether or not and to whai extent
public discussion of differences would be allowed. To these “dialecticians,”
it IS never, never, never.

On the other hand are those who see the party as an endless discussion
circle, Such were the anti-Trotskyist “state capitalists” who left the CSL.
They were not concerned with getting out a newspaper or intervening, as
soon as one convention was over they started their documents for the next.
insisting that they be answered first and foremaost, before the convention
tasks were carried out. Such people do not understand what a party is all
about. The party is a weapon of the working class, not an endless discussion
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group. These people wanted to discuss externally their fundamental dif-
ferences with Marvism. This the CSL would not let them do. The Bolshevik
vanguard partly is not a centrist organization where all differences are
welcome. We are a combat party of the working class where differences
within the principles of Marxism are inevitable and. in fact, necessary for
the growth of the party and the winning of the working class.

THE BUILDING OF
THE INTERNATIONAL

The Leninist vanguard party is not a national one but an international
one with national sections. We seek to build at one and the same time a
national section and the international party. The capitalists are organized on
an international scale. The workers need an international party not only for
organizational reasons, but also because only through international
discussion, experience, and application of theory can the correct leadership
for the class be developed.

Our international task, then, is to build the world Tratskyist party. The
two biggest obstacles to this task are the United Secretariat and the In-
ternational Committee, cach of which attracts radicals because of their
tradition and size. In fighting against the politics of these two fake Trot-
skyists, we will come in contact with — and must aggressively seck out —
other national sections fighting the same rotten politics, With these sections
we must collaborate in the building of an international Trotskyist tendency,
to become the world Trotskyist party.

The central leadership should put a person or subcommittee in charge of
our international work, This would include, as a beginning and among other
things. the training of comrades in foreign languages. It would also include
subseribing to and familiarizing ourselves with the press of the Trotskyist
tendencies in other countries. Translations of important articles should be
made for publication in the press or internal bulietin, Our newspaper should
carry articles on the international struggle, Our press must actively intervene
in these struggles, must project a line, make predictions. foresee, rather than
supply comment from the base of hindsight. We must seek to attend the con-
ventions and conferences of international comrades, to present our analysis
and listen to that of others — these things are the beginnings of the in-
fernational struggle of ideas. With our present size we cannot of course ac-
complish these things at once, but we can begin them. thus laying the foun-
dations for the building of the world Trotskyist party, the new Trotskyist In-
ternational. ®
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The program of the Class Siruggle League, ex-
plained in this pamphlet, is applied in the
newspaper Class Struggle. For a revolutionary
socialist understanding of capitalist society, for
analysis of the workers’ struggles, and for a
program to unite the working class in the over-
throw of capitalism, SUBSCRIBE NOW TO CLASS
STRUGGLE $1 for 12 issues.
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