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CONVENTION CALL 
~he fusion of the Class Struggle League and Vanguard Newsletter in 

Chicago, April 20-22, on the perapectiye and prograa ot reyolutionar7 
Marxism on which the Pourth Intematlonal was tounded, representa an 
important step in the resolution ot the crisis ot international working 
class leadershlp. 

fhe history ot the century and a 
q~er ot Marxism i8 a contlnuing 
struggle by its upholders to detend 
its reyolutlonary essence wlthin 
the organlzatlonal torms in which 
lt was aanitested,and to transcend 
those toraa no longer appropriate 
to the changed condltions or whlch 
had been transtormed into tetters 
fro. their reYolutlonar7 beg1nnings. 

1'hus the Cou1mist League of Marx 
and Engels, whlch dld not surviye 
the deteated bourgeois reYolutions 
ot 1848 tor long, glyen the imma­
turity ot the working cla8s moYement, 
was replaced by the Pirst Interna­
tlonal, the International Working 
Men's Assooiatlon. 
~hls 1mited tront ot Marxlsts, 

ProwlhOftl.ta, Bakunbllats .and. Engllsh 
trat. _l_ln. tor the ad.YaIloeaent 
ot the struaslea ot the intern.tlen­
.... lIOrklns 01 ...... lnn inter-
... teaaJ, eapl tal dld not leng aur­
,,1 Y. the det.at ot the Parle CO_1me 
ot l87l,gl"en the leyel otdeyelop­
• ent ot the internatlonal worklng 
claas at that ti.e, It,in lts turn, 
was succeeded by the Seoond Inter­
natlonal. 

The Second Intemational was con­
s'iructed on the program ot reyol u­
tlonary Marxlsm flrst embodied ln 
the COmJI1mlst Manitesto. Howeyer, 
the years or relative class peace 
(as "tree" competltive oapltallsm 

in the advanced o01mtries deyeloped 
into lmperialism) rotted the Second 
International and qualitatiyely 
transformed it lnto a C01mterreyolu­
tionary toroe ,,1 th the onset ot the 
flrst lmperiallst world war. 

Guided by Lenin and ~rotsky and 
with the vlotory ot the october 
BeYolutlon 1n Bussia which they led 
as lts lnsplratlon,the ~hlrd Inter­
natlonal sought to aohieve a world 
revolu~lonary Marxlstleadership ot 
the work1ng class able to wln behlnd 
lt all the oppressed in the adYanoed 
and underdeyeloped countrles. It, 
too, was transformed into lts oppo­
site as the reyol utlcnary waye in 
Europe receded and a bureaucratlc 
caste arose ln the flrst workers' 
state. ~he 1'hlrd Intemational be. 
c_ 1ft oYertly counterreYol utlonarJ' 
toroe .1th Its class collaboration-
1st "popular front" program. ot 1935 • 

:tHE POWl'S IN1'BIIf~ImAL 

A reyolu~lonary cadre, a IfY8ft • 
guard ot the· Yanguard," was again 
assembled under Leon frotsk.r's lead.­
ership, first as a lett opposltion 
to the dlsasterous policles of bu. 
reaucratic oentrlsm 1n the Bolsheylk 
Party and Comlntern and then in the 
Pourth Intemational. After the 
murder ot 1'rotaky in 1940,and wlth 
the destruction or other out stand lng 
leaders durlng. the second imperlal. 
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ist world slaughter. the remaining 
1 eadershlp ot\. the Fourth In tem'a­
tional became disorien·ted. Facing 
the difficult conditions of the 

court one or another section of the 
labor bureaucracy. ,. 

WORLD TROTSKYIST PARTY NEEDED 

class struggle during the war; the Today, the revolutionary pro-
post-war expansion of Sta.l1nism into gram on whioh the Fourth Interna-
Eastern Europe. China and Southeast tional was founded is upheld in 
Asia; the construction of deformed word and deed in the United States 
workers' states; and the restabili- only be the Class Struggle League 
zation (with the aid of the Stalin- and Vanguard Newsletter •. 
ists) and eoonomloexpanstonof We are guided by the dialectical 
world cap1tal1sm, the rema1ning materialist method of Marxism in 
leadership of the Fourth In tema- understanding the nature of the epoch 
t10nal abandoned the program of as imperIalist. in recognizing that 
revolutionary Marxism. the post-war capitalist economic 

The opportunists who today mis- development now ending was essentla-
appropriate the mantle of Trotskyism lly a hiatus 111 an "epoch of imperla.l­
also misrepresent as dialectical ist decay," a breathing spell for 
materialism their empl.rical. eclec- world capitalism made possible by 
tic and impressionistic methodology. the policies of the Stalinist AnJ 
Incorporating a fatalist objeotiv- Social Democratic misleadersof the 
ism, the revisionist outlook of international working class, and 
Pabloism seeks substitutes for the that the present epoch is one of 
"passive," IIbribed" and trconserva_ catastrophic capitalist crises, 
tized" working class in the advanced devasting wars--and the eve of 
and under-developed countries. the socialist revolution. 
USing the same method.neo-Bernstein We seek to build--we accept no 
revisionists such as Ernest Mandel substitutes __ a party of the Boishe­
view the post-war capi talist expan- vik type with ineradicable roots tn 
sion as a "neo-c.api talist epoch" in the worlring class, a Leninist and 
which, for the foreseeable future, Trotslryist working class vanguard 
world capi tall sm can overcome its party capable of leading the w'ork-
contradictions. So when these revi- ing class. (and behind it all the 
s10nists do orient to the working oppressed) in immediate struggles 
class, It is with a program based to the Victory of the socialist 
on the maintenance, rather than revolution. such a party will also 
the overthrow of capitalism. win the students and intellectuals. 

Ironically, the so-called "anti- . but to its revolutionary working 
Pabloi te" formations have only proven i class perspective and program. 
themsel ves to be. Pabloi sts in one or: We seele to form--in Trotsley' s 
another degree. Today, all these i words in The Revolution Betrayed 
pretenders to "TrotskyIsm" either i describingtFi"eBolshevlkparty under 
direct their attention, not to the ~ Lenin and Trotsky--an organization 
working class for the socialist i of "the most audacious iconoclasts. 
revolut10n, but rather to"winn ing the . fighters and insurgents" un1 ted to­
favor of petty...;bourgeolS movements ! gether for the taslr of "overthrow­
and formatIons, or approaeh the work-~ ing" the world," whose "seething demo­
ers on a reformist basis. They run f cratic support" is the basis for 
after the students, the "peace," : the confidence and authority of its 
feminist. Ilgay liberation" and Black leadership. The firm un1 ty 1n ac­
nationalist movements, the followers: tion of a Len1nist and Trotskyist 
of Haoist, Brezhnevist or Castroist : organiZation is assured by its thor­
Bonapartism. the urban I:IDd rural : oughly democrat1cpractice,by Lenin­
guerrilla movements in 'the under- i ist democratic-centralism, not its 
developed countries, 'engage in "popu-: buraucratic perversion (such as the 
lar frent" blOCS' with the l~ beral ; three "holy months" every two years 
bourgeoisie in the advanced'and i in which minor1tIes inthe Socialist 
wi th bourgeois nationalists in the : W?rleers Party can discuss the1r posi­
under-developed countries, and/or t..,ons) nor by 1 ts effective abroga-
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tion by bureaucratic cults such as 
the Spartaci st League, Worlters 
League and Workers World Party which 
pretend to democratic-centralism. 

REVOLUTI CN ARY }-10RK IN THE CLASS 

We build from its inception a US 
section of and a world party of 
Trotskyism, an international and 
net a nationally limited organiza­
tion. In this epoch, only the 
Transi tional Program concretely and 
creatively applied can unite the 
revolutionary struggles of the work­
ing class within nations and inter­
nationally for the overthrow of capi­
talism. For us, proletarian inter­
nationalism is not mere abstrac· 
tion, but the understanding with 
which we strive to imbue the US 
working class that its immediate 
and fundamental interests are in­
separable from the interestsof the 
internation~l working class: that, 
in its mm class interests, the 
workers of an oppressor nation must 
fight for the Leninist right to 
self-determination; that the working 
class as a whole must seeall strug­
gles against racial, national and 
sexual discrimination as its strug­
gle; that the US imperialist attacks 
on the masses in Indochina and else­
where are also attac!ts on the US 
working class; that the workers of 
an oppressed race or nation must see 
the revolutionary class struggle as 
the road to liberation; that in the 
world capitalist crisisnowdevelop­
ing, the working class in the US 
and elsewhere 1s faced either with 
the surrender of its living stand­
ards, a new world slaughter and a 
return to barbarism or extermina­
tion, or else the overthrow of 
world capitalism. 

As Leninists and Trotskyists, we 
seek to achieve the recognition by 
the US working class that thestrug­
gle against the special oppression 
and super-exploi tation of the Black, 
Spanish-speaking and other minori­
ties and of women is an essential 
requirement for its unity in the 
struggle for its immediate and fun­
damental class interests. We seek 
to transform the trade unions, the 
primary mass organizations of the 
working class, into revolutionary 

organizations by Winning their rank­
and-file to the program of transi­
tional demands, by fighting within 
them for an alternative revolution­
ary leadership. We fight for the 
creation of a workers' party inde­
pendent of the capitalist parties, 
a labor party basing itself on the 
transitIonal program. We seek to 
create links to existing organiza­
tions, or in their absense build the 
necessary organizations,of the un­
organized, unemployed and oppressed. 

Those incapable of defending exist­
ing social gains will never win new 
ones. Just as we unconditionally 
defend the wages, living standards 
and the elements of proletarian 
democracy of the working clas s und er 
capitalism in preparation for its 
revol utionary offensi ve, so also do 
we unconditionally defend the col­
lective property relations in the 
degenerated and deformed worlrers I 
states. We defend the Workers' 
states from imperialism which direct -
ly threatens their existence as we 
organize the working class in the 
advanced and underdeveloped coun­
tries for the social revolution. 
We defend the workers' states from 
the Bonapartists whose power rests 
on collective property and ~'lhose 
policies of "socialism in one coun­
try" and "peaceful coexistence" 
wi th imperialism endanger the social 
gains at home, betray the workers' 
movement internationally and facili­
tate the victory of imper1alism 
everywhere, by call.ing for their 

"removal by the working class 
through a political revolution. 

Those who flinch from the taskof 
rebuilding the world party of prole­
tarian revolution, the world party 
of Trotsky1sm--petty-bourgeols 
"revolut1onary" phrase mongers, 
organizational fetlsh1sts. who elevate 
rorm over content, cynics, dilet­
tantes, inveterate cliquists in­
capable of leadership in or loyalty 
to a Leninist and Trotskyist demo­
cratic-centralist organiZation, the 
disorientated "Trotskyist"cul ts and 
sects--will continue to malign and 
slander the Class Struggle League, 
Vanguard Newsletter and the coming 
fusion. They are aware that this 
fusion, a qualitative leap in the 
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building of the Lenist and Trotsky-. 
ist party is the beginning of the 
end of their "Trotsk,ist" pretensions. 

We call upon all serious revolu. 
tionists who are in substantial, 
principled agreement with the per­
spective and program of revolution­
ary Marxism here enunciated to join 
the fused organization. We weloome 

them to the convention in Chicago 
and urge them to contact the~ty 
Commiss1on either through the Class 
Struggle League or Vanguard News­
letter torequest observer status there. 

FOR THE WORLD PARTY OF TROTSKYISM! 
FOR THE VICTORY OF 'lHE INTERNATIONAL 

SOCIALIST REVOLUTION! 

AN OPEN LETTER TO BOBBY SEALE AND E1AINE BROWN 

/The Black Panther Party's Bobby . Both have nowidentifled themselves 
Seale is running for Mayor of Oak- ) as Democratic candidates after ini­
land;Elaine Brown for city council.: tially posing as independents~ 

Dear Brother Bobby and Sister Elaine: 

As revolutionists you have a responsibility to conduct your electoral 
campaigns in ways which will promote the consciousness of the workmg class. 

So far you have not done this. 
In the weeks remaining before the 
election, you have an opportunity 
to reverse this course and provide : 
mesningful leadership to the class.: 
Otherwise,you become Black liberals, 
reformists who sow illusions in the 
minds of the oppressed,and you set 
the stage for a disasterous defeat 
for those you seek to lead out of 
the quagmire of decadent capitalism. 

As you know, the government of 
the city of Oakland is a form which 
masks the rule of those who own the 
means of production. That form is 
not essential to bourgeois rule. 
Should so-called "democracy" prove 
too difficult, the rulers will do 
away with it just as they have re­
cently in the Philippines. fo 
quote dictator Marcos, "democracy 
became a luxury we could no longer 
afford." Truer words could not have 
been spoken by the most revolution­
ary Marxist. In your campaigns, 
you must stress the point that win­
ning office in a capitalist city 
means relatively 11 ttle to the work­
ing class. Should you win, you can 
at best out-liberal the lIberals. 
You must point out that if you try 
to take measures in behalf of the 
oppressed workers, you will be 
removed from office by the ruling 
class. It could mean your imprison­
ment or even death. If these things 
are not understood and pointed out 
in your campaign, the other choice 

will be the siren song of fascism. 
So rule number one 1s always tell the 
truth to the class and yourselves. 

The content of a workin~ class 
program 1s essential. The measures 
which you have taken so far (while 
commendable in themselves) do not 
constitute a program for the class. 
Everyone of the measures you have 
undertaken has a built-in negative 
side. This stems in part from a 
laclc of theoretical understanding 
of the tasks which are rGquired of 
a revolutionary party. The working 
class makes the revolutlon,not the 
revol utionary party. The party must 
lead the class. Your "intercommunal" 
approach reverses this role. Your 
programs to give away free food, 
medical care, transportation to 
prison for families of prisoners, 
the People's free shoe factory, et c. , 
build illusions in the class that 
the party will take care of them 
or that capitalism can somehow be 
"avoided." There is no survival 
program under capItalism. It must 
be overthrown. You must point out 
tha't these measures do not consti­
tute the perspective-or-program of 
the party. The only possible justi­
fication for them is that they are 
emergency measures taken for a class 
in full scale retreat. And that, 
of course, avoids reality~ The 
class is not in retreat. 

In the remaining day~ of the cam­
paign, you must as revolutionists 
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(that's what you claim to be,isn't 
it?)point out the fact of the class 
struggle and offer a program which 
educates and agitates toward the 
socialist revolution. You are now 
in a position to either throw back 
the struggle or, conversely, to 
carry it to a higher level. First 
of all, a sharp break has to be 
posed with the parties of big busi­
ness I the Democrats and Republicans. 
You can do this by calling for a 
congress of labor elected by rank­
and-file members of the trade unions. 
Such a congress would build a labor 
or workers party. Part of the pro­
gram of that party would be full 
employment by means of a sliding 
sea Ie of wages and hours (30 for 40). 
the independence of the trade unions 
from the state, for a workers' re­
public. It would seek to implement 
this program by agitation and propa­
ganda designed to lift the class 
from bourgeois habits of thought. 

In the meantime, the Black Panther 
Party must build caucuses in the 
labor movement which would seek to 
end the super-exploitation of blacks 
and other minorities on a class 
basis. That means no reformist 
slogans like "Hire 20% Blacks but 
instead make it "\vorkers Unite ,Jobs 

for All." Secondly, these caucuses 
(which would be racially mixed) 
would fight against the sell-outs, 
the pie-cards ,the labor bureaucrats. 
Class collaboration must end if ~vork­
ers are to erid the oppressive system 
of exploitation which is capitalism 
and replace it by socialism. 

As revolutionists, you must end 
your survival program, end your 
illusions in the government, end 
your reformism of "taxing the rich 
more," end your ludicrous scheme to 
hire more black policemen (black 
and white ~vorkers die just as fast 
when shot by black cops as white 
cops), end your program of COllcea l­
ing the truth from the class. 

Unless you adopt the pro8ram ~ve 
have outlined above--the Transition­
al Program--we cannot support your 
campaign. We calIon the members 
of your party to demand that a re\'o­
lutionary program be the program 
of the party. Until this is done, 
we have no other choice in Oakland 
but to VOTE NO FOR ALL BOURGEOIS 
PARTIES- -DEMOCRAT, RErUBL leAN, AND 
BLACK PANTHER. 

Fraternally, 

VANGUARD NElvSLETTER 
CUI.SS ;,STRUGGLE- LEAGUE 

NAOISTS SHo\v TRUE CHARACTER~-DISRUPT UNITED FRONT 

The Revolutionary Communist Youth (RCY, the Spartacist League's youth 
arm),called a united front demonstration for Friday, March 22nd infrant 
of the Israeli Consulate in the heart of San Fransisco's financial distr'ict 

The united front was in response j 
to a call by five leftist groups in' 
Palestine who are under attack by 
the Zionist state. Arrests,torture 
and intimidation are the responses 
of a regime cloaked in the mantle 
of religon when the class struggle 
can no longer be contained by 
appeals to "patriotism." 

VANGUARD NElvSLETTER (VNL), in 
principled agreement with the RCY, 
participated in the demonstration 
under the follmving three points I 

1. Defend the Israeli Militants! 
2. For Unconditional Defense of 

the Left against Bourgeois 
Repression! 

3. For 'International Working 

Class Solidarity! 

The line was rather small(about 50 
RCY, VNL and International Social­
ists). About fifteen minutes after 
the picket line was set up,approxi 
mately 200 people led by the Revoll' 
tionary Union (RU) and Arab natior 
alists arrived. They refused to 
join the picket line and instead 
completely surrounded it, marching 
in the opposite direction. When 
the RCY attempted to initiate a 
chant, the Maoists and Arab natior 
alists interrupted with chants of 
their O'..rn. Thus the whole spiri.t 
of working class solidarity was 
destroyed, providing, no doubt, a 
chuckle to the bourgeoisie who stood 
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around in larg~ groups. After mak-; 
ing sure they had done their dirty 
work, the RU and its followers left 
for a demonstration of their own. 

The purpose of a united front is 
to defend and advance the interests 
of the working class. Even a small 
propaganda front such as this serves ; 
the interests of the working class.~ 
To join a united front is a decision 
which each working class organiza­
tion must decide for itself. To 
disrupt it to the detriment of the 

international class struggle is to 
betray the class and allign with 
the class enemy, The RU has shown 
its true nature just as Mao has by 
his long standing practice of bet my­
ing the working class, such as in 
Ceylon, Bangladesh, Indonesia and 
Vietnam. 

VANGUARD NEWSLETTER serves notice 
on the RU and other class traitors 
that we will continue to participate 
in and initiate united fronts in 
the interests of the working class. 

LABOR COtvlHITTEE EXPOSED AS REFORMIST FRAUD by Harry Turner 

At a two day convention held at Temple University and the University 
of Pennsy,vania,Narch 31 and April l,the new "class-for-itself" organi­
zation of the National Caucus of Labor Committees (NCLC), the National 
Unemployment and Welfare Rights Organization (NU-WRO) was born. 

The highly unstable coalition be­
tween the NCLC stage-managers and 
dissidents from the National Welfare 
Rights Organization (MvRO), con­
structed on an openly reformist 
program,Bttracted approximatelySOO,: 
predominantly whi te student radicals, : 
but also a significant number of 
Black delegates. Only a handful of 
trade unionists were in evidence, 
however, among them,delegates from 
the farm workers. 

NU-WRO had benn touted by "New 
Solidarity," the weekly organ of 
the NCLC, as the organizational 
form by which the unemployed could 
achieve unity with the employed 
workers in struggle against the 
attack by the ruling class on the 
living standards of the working 
class as a ,,,hole. 

As VANGUARD NEWSLETTER also calls 
for the unity of the employed and 
unemployed against the capitalist 
anti-'oJorking class offensive J we 
decided to intervene at the conven­
tion in order to counterposed our 
revolutionary program, strategy and 
tactics based on the Transitional 
Program of Trotskyism to the NCLC J S 

reformism and elitism. 
As is its custom, the NCLC tried 

to camouflage the reformist NU-I'VRO 
program with radical phraseology. 
The program and the NCLC ideologues 
talk about the "self-destructive 
capitalist system," about the need 
for "common-struggle" of the "work-

ing class It and for "class-conscious­
ness," about the "class struggle" 
against the "capitalist masters," 
but at no time at the convention 
did theypO'S'ethe necessity of ~­
l..hrowing capitalism or once mention 
the words, "socialist revolution," 

The NU-~vRO program calls for the 
creation of "useful" jobs, which 
reflects the NCLC's reformist and 
technocratic outlook, its call for 
"productive jobs" under capitalism. 
To the capitalists, a job is "pro­
d:..Ictive," it nets them a profit, 
The capitalists are also demanding 
an end to "non-productive" and "use-
108s" jobs and are increasingly re­
sorting to automation to shore up 
their mass and rate of profit. 

The program also calls for such 
panaceas as a "Guaranteed Annual 
Income" which every liberal espouses 
--a preferred form of the capitalist 
do1e--reformist tax schemes aimed 
at winning mic.dle class support ,and 
the reform of the penal system-­
one of the means by which the capi­
talist state maintains itself in 
power--to achieve the objective of 
placing "the rehabilitated felon 
back into the ranks of society •••• " 

VANGUARD NEWSLETTER presented the 
following counter-motion to the p1:0-
posed "Statement of Purpose" and 
"Bill of Rights of the Unemployed I" 

"That the following program be 
adopted by the National Unemployed 



- 5'1 -

and Welfare Rights Organization: 

1) Jobs for all-a sliding acale 
of wages and hours to eliminate 
unemployment at a minimum wage to 
main taln a decent standard of life 
for all workers and their families. 
2) A program of public works to 
build housing,schoolsi hospitals 
and other facilitIes needed by 
the work1ng class. 
3) Workers' control of industry, 
workers' management of nationaliz­
ed industry and the expropriation 
of the monopolies,espec1ally the 
war Industries. 
4) The overthrow of cap1talism 
and the taking of state power by 
the working class--a workers' 
governmen t • 

"In furtherance of these demands, 
this convention endorses the stra­
tegy of bu11d1ng a network of rank­
and-file caucuses in the trade 
unions vlhich will strw~gle to be­
come the revolutionary leadership 
of the organized working class 
and which will un! te with and also 
buIld, where necessary, organiza­
tions of the unemployed, unorganiz­
ed and all oppressed. 

staffed and equipped nurseries 
for all children of the working 
class requiring them. 
3) For an independent workers' 
party, a labor party basedon the 
rank-end-file of the trade unions 
united to the organizations of 
the unemployed and oppressed." 

fa bar the road of the NU-WRO to 
the liberal capitalist politicians 
in the Democratic Party and to 
"popular front" blocs with them,we 
presented the following amendments 
to the proposed constitution: 

"4) Members and representatives 
of the ruling class--lncluding 
their political representatIves 
in the Democratic, Republican, 
Conservati ve and Liberal and other 
such capitalist parties are to be 
denied membership in the NU-lvIW. 
5) In striving to achieve the 
unity of the working class, the 
NU-WRO will promote united fromt 
relationsh1ps with other w·orking 
class organizations. 'fhe NU-WRO 
or its representatlves will not 
take part in "popular front" blocs 
with members and representatives 
of the ruling class in pursuit 
of its aims." "At this time,the following three­

point program for the network of 
caucuses Is endorsed: 

Although the NCLC and NWRO dissi­
den t s closed ranlrs and voted down 
the counter-motion and amendments 

l) The 1ndependence of the trade by a large margin, they achieved 
unions and all other workers' only a pyrrh1c victory. their 
organizations from the state. readiness to enter into "popular 
Ao;alnst Phase III and all other front" blocs with liberal Democrats, 
attempts to handcuff and place the as the vote en the amendments demon-
burden of the economic downturn strated, can only have made their 
and inflation on the working class. members--and not only the farm work-
2) The f1ght against special ers who voted for the amendments-­
oppression of the Black,Spanish- question the true nature of these 
speak1ng and other minorities and "revolutionary" organizations. 
of women;the fight against their VANGUARD NEWSLET1'ER's repreenta-
super-exploitation in the work- tlves not only attacked the reform-
place.ln the immediate and fundA-. ist program of the NU-WRO at the 
mental interests of all workers. : two-day convention, they also expos­
Support the struggles of all vic- ed the elitlst and idealist nature 
tims of capi ta11st oppression' of the so-called "class-for-i tself" 
Equal wages for equal work' tactic of the NCLCwhich condescend-
Against the "Equal Rights" Amend- Ingly characterized trade union 
ment which seeks to do aw~y with struggles as "parochial." Instead 
protective laws so that working· of a struggle within trade unions, 
women can be exploited as fully the primary mass organizations of 
as working men. F'or free, fully- the working class in order to oon-
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struct a revolutionary leadership, 
the NCLC has ignored the historic 
lessons on strategy and tactics of 
revol utionary work in the class from 
the time of the Communist Manifesto. 
and the dynamics of the class strug-: 
gle to project its ideal conception' 
of a "class-widell organization,lts 
"embryo Soviets," to which trade 
unionists are to be invited. 

It is this concept that lay behind 
its earlier "Strike Support Commit-' 
tees." Not a struggle against the : 
bureaucrats in the unions, but rath-! 
er the hope that a section of the : 
bureaucracy and also workers who . 
might be discouraged by bureaucratic: 
opposition might be won for "class-: 
for-itself" orientation. i 

Having predictably elicited little : 
re sponse from the employed workers,: 
the NCLC now turns to the unemployed.j 
It has opportunistically latched [ 
onto a dissident group within the 
NWRO whose Office of Employment 
Opportunity funds have been elimin-i 
ated and which is now being trans- : 
formed into a vehicle to convert 
welfare to IIworkfare, II the Nixon 
Administration's forced work pro­
gram to place the unemployed in jobs 
at far below union wages and as scab 
labor. The NCLC will now begin its 
"class-for-itself" organizat1on wi th . 
this group and convince the organiz-i 
ed workers to join it by lecturincs i 
them from outside their unions. 'llhe 
fact that unemployed organ1zations 
are i~herently unstable, that mass 
struggles of the unemployed isolated 
from the organized workers cannot 
win serious concessions in this 
epoch, the understanding that re­
forms are only by-products of ~­
lutionary struggles,all these les­
sons the NCLC eclectic and pragmatic 
reformers masquerading as revolu­
tionists ignore. 

As the discussion in the regional 
Nork-shops made clear, the NU-WRO 
is made up of antagonistic parts 
pulling in oppOSite directions. As 
against a welfare client service 
orientation by the NWRO dissidents, 
the NCLC places the need to con­
struct a national organization, 
which in pursuit of this goal must 
regrettably ignore these struggles. 
The opportunism of the NCLC will 

not pay them even short-term divi­
dends and can only dishearten and 
confuse both the unemployed and the 
would-be revolutionists who are 
talren in by the NCLC's double-talk. 

The unenviable job of trying to 
hide and distort the role of VAN­
GUARD NEWSLETTER at the convention 
was assigned to "New Solidarlty'sll 
Richard Sober. In the time-dishon­
ored manner of all political bank­
rupts unable to confront the ideas 
of their opponents, Sober, in the 
issue of April 9-13, resorts to 
vi tuperation and outright lies. Not 
a word of or concerning our coun ter­
motion! Not a word of our amend­
ments! Instead, the intervention 
of VANGUARD NEWSLETTER is linked to 
that of the Spartacist League (SL) 
and described as lithe clmming of 
two Shachtmanlte 'nut' groups." 'fhe 
dishonest Sober manufactures the 
phrase, II 'talre over the (proverbial) 
union leadership'," and attrl butes 
it to us. He manufactures events, 
such as that SL members "bolted for 
the nearest exit" upon being rebuked 
by a Black woman on the plat form for 
--correctly--nailing the omission 
of a struggle against racial dis­
crimination from the NU-WRO Bill of 
Rights. Basing himself on the 
organizational opportunist wisdom 
of."If you are so smart. why aren 1 t 
you rich," the pragmatic Sober lles 
about the size of our organization. 
He evidently hopes that his fiction, 
that VANGUARD NEWSLETTER's. "leader 
confided that a recent split had 
left him with only four stalwart 
comrades," will keep the N CLC mem­
bers and NU-WRO supporters from 
considering our revolutionary pro­
gram and perspective. He and the 
rest of the NCLC have yet to learn 
that the revolutionary "idea." as 
~rrotsl{y taught, is stronger than 
the strongest organizational barrier. 

The SL at first contented itself 
with leafleting and selling its 
literature from outside the conven­
tion. Only with the Saturday after­
noon session ,did its adherents take 
advantage of the open nature of the 
convention to intervene. It was, 
however,VANGUARD NEWSLETTER's par­
ticipation as delegates with a COlID· 

ter.motion andamendmerits which 
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served to expose the NCLC and NU-lvRO. 
In contrast to the 8L, VANGUARD 

NElJSLE1I'l'ER came to the NU-~.,rRO con­
vention with a strategy to unite 
the employed and*unemployed in 
struggle, the concept of a national 
network of trade union rank-and-flle 
caucuses l!nkedto organizations of 
the unemployed and providing a revo­
lutionary leadership for the employ­
ed, the unemployed, the unorganized 
and the oppressed under the leader­
ship of the Lenin! st and '.rrot skyi st 
vanguard party. 'rhis strategy, the 
"Memorandum on the Negro Struggle," 
the 3L discarded. In its place, the 
3L poses "milItant caucuses In the 
unions based on the full pro~ram of 
transl tional demands. II the fraudu­
lent nature of the SL' s stragegy for 
the trade unlons--in reality its 
IIml11tant" posturingtothe student 
m1leu--ls demonstrated by its full 
--not crl tical--support to the MIIT 
tant-Solidar1 ty Caucus in the NNU 
which does not have a IIfull" '.L'ransi-: 

tional Program. Evidently, the SL 
has decided to support an adventure 
in that union lacking a serious base, 
in order to convincenot the workers , 
but rather the radical milieu that 
its intentions tONard the working 
class are serious. Instead it only 
demonstratestls unseriousness. As 
with caucuses in other unions it 
has supported, the Nilitant-Soli­
darity Caucus will prove barren of 
worker-recruits to the SL. 

11he fusion of the CLASS S'.L'RUGGLE 
LEAG UE an d V AN GUARD N EV! SLE'l''l'ER at 
Chicago on AprIl 20-22 will create 
the embryo of the Leninist and 
'rrotskylst vanguard party. Unlike 
the technocrats of the N CLC and the 
pretenders to trotskyism of the SL, 
we will be able to build a real ~..,ork­
ing class foundation on the basls 
of a serious trade mllon strategy, 
a national network of ra:1k-Bnd-flle 
caucuses TN'hlch 1dll also unite the 
organIZations of the unemploy'cd 
under revolutionary leadership. 

ON THE FREN CH ELECTICN S - by Harry 1'urner 

As our readers are by now aware, the Gaullist coalItion was able to 
achieve a vi ctory over the Un10n of the Left, the ne~'l "popular front" 
coalition of the Communist,Sociallst and Left Radical bourgeois parties 
in the second round run-off French legislative elections on March 11. 

Although the Gaulllst coalItion 
received 46.1% of the popular vote 
as against the Union of the Left's 
45. J~, they managed to wln 275 seats 
to 176. To achieve th1s victory. 
the Gaull1st coali tlon had to depend 
not only on the gerrymanderlng of 
electoral districts against the 
working class,but also on a frene­
tlc "red-scare" campaign to mobilize 
the peasantry and other petty-bour­
geois elements to its side. During 
that campaign, President Georges 
Pompldou threatened to refuse to 
abide by bourgeois lega11ty and 
relinquish power to a Un10n of the 
Left majority. 

Thus, French capitalism, resting 
on the Bonapartist constitution of 
the Fifth Republic,presents a pre­
vieTtI of the fascist methods to which 

'- it wUl re sort when the work1ng class 
threatens its power and when the 
Bonapartl sm of capi tallst decline is 
unable to ma1.ntaln "law and order." 

The Gaulllst party itself. the 
Union of Democrats for the Republic 
(UDR) lost its absolute majorIty and 
84 seats in the National Assembly. 
Its coalItion partners also lost 
seats but in lesser proportion. As 
the shift to the left of the French 
electorate demonstrates, dissatis­
faction with the Gaullist r eg1me and 
wi th soclal condl tions Is widespread. 

The SP achieved the greatest elec­
toral gains, a considerable number 
of T\Torkers voting for its candidates, 
and picked up 48 seats. The CP 
gained 73 seats, returning to its 
1967 par11amentary strength. It 
has managed,on the whole,to retain 
its worl{lng class electoral support. 

The independent petty-bourgeois 
Un1 ted Soclalist Party (PSU} gaIned 
two seats for a total of 3. The 
Left Radicals won 11 seats in the 59 
distrIcts in which it ran candidates. 

As to the so-called "Trotskyist" 
"far left, II the coa11 tion of the 
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Ligue Communiste (LC) and Lutte 
Ouvriere(LO)recelved,approx1mately 
JOO,OOO primarily working class 
votes in the 261 districts in which 
they ran candidates. fhe LC, which 
called for a vote on the second 
round for the "popular front" Union 
of the Left, ran 92 candidates and 
received 100,000 votes. LO, which 
cri ticized the LC r s support for the 
"popular front," did not allow thi s 
"minor" principled disagreement to 
interfere with the electoral bloc. 
Having a working class base and also 
able to get television time,the LO 
ran 167 candidates and rece~ved 
twice the vote. 

'llhe Organisation Communiste Inter­
nationaliste (OCI), after prolonged 
negotiations with the LC and LO for 
a joint election strategy, broke 
with both on the issue of the LC's 
support to the "popular front" and 
called upon the 't'lOrkers to vote only 
for the CP and SP on both ballots-­
as w'ell as for their own 20 candi­
dates on the first ballot--and in 
no case for the Left Radicals. 

'llhe French CP has long advocated 
a parliamentary road to socialism 
as does the SP. Concerned to re­
assure the French "public" about 
their respect for the institutions 
of capitalism, the Union of the Left 
presented it with their Common Pro­
gram of Government for very limited 
and moderate nationalizations and 
also did everything possible to dis­
courage stril{es and demonstrations. 

For the revolutionary Narxists, 
not the parliamentary road,but the 
seizure of power, the smashing of 
the bourgeois state machinery and 
the "dictatorship of the proletariat" 
ls on the agenda. However,in order 
for the working class, leading be­
hind it the mass of the oppressed, 
to take this road, it is necessary 
to solve, in the words of the '£ran­
sltional Program, the "crisis of 
the leadership of the proletariat." 
The French worl{ing class , its organ­
ized sector in particular, is led, 
in themaln, by the CPo A section 
of the working class now also sup­
ports the SP. Only 2% of the voters 
voted for the "frotskyists" of the 
"far left." 

What was required from the revolu-

tlonary Marxists, the trotskyists 
of France was an understanding of 
the electoral policies of Lenin and 
frotsky. It seems to this writer 
that it was necessary, not to "go 
it alone" 1n the sectarian hope that 
the workers would immediate foresalre 
their illusions in the reformists, 
but to win them by a correct stra­
tegy and tactic. It was necessary 
for them to tell the "Mensheviks" 
and "Social Revoll,ltionaries" total{e 
the power--w1 thout the" Cadets"--to 
form a government only of these 
workers' parties. But, at the same 
t1me,to say what is and not to sow 
for a s1ngle instant 11lusions in, 
nor to soften in the slightest their 
cri tici sms of the se "socia11 st s, " 
to support them, in Lenin's phrase, 
the way a rope supports ahanged man 
and, at the same time, to present 
a program of transitional demands 
creatively applied to France and 
their party as the only reTTolu­
tionary alternative. 

Concretely, it was necessary' in 
tht s writer's opinion, to critically 
support the CP and SP on the flrst 
and second round while attaclring 
and exposing the new "popular front 'f 
and opposin~ a vote for the Left 
RA.dicals. '£he electoral proeedllre 
in France makes it entirely possible 
to do so. It ls, of course, useful 
and necessary 'Co also,in line with 
this strategy, run cand toa.tes in 
chosen districts so as to achieve 
the broadest scope for agitation and 
to demonstrate working class support. 

Unfortunately, there is as yet no 
'llrotskylst organization in France. 

'£he United Secretariat r s LC clear­
ly disclosed its readiness to follow 
the path to open political class 
collaboration of the eX-'llrot skyi st 
Lanka Sarna Samaja Party of Ceylon 
and of the POUH of Spain. It lacks 
only the mass support which would 
make its presence in the cabinets 
of the Ii beral bourgeoisie deslmble. 

fhe LO again demonstrates its In­
ability to resist an organizat.ional 
"bargain" at the sacrifice of prin-
cipled politics. As our readers 
will recall,it initiated the first 
stages of a unity with the LC des­
pite its differences as to the 
nature of the deformed worlcers I 



states--all capitalist to LO--and 
on its worlceri st as against the LC's 
studentlst tactics. 
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'l'he OCI, whi ch did call upon the 
CP and SP to talce the power, "forgot" . 
that in giving "critical" electoral 
support to reformist, it 1s imper­
missible to mute its criticism of 
or sow illusions in them. It 
seems to have done both. Henri 
Heber of the LC's "Rouge" repeats 
OCI propaganda for a CP-SP govern­
ment as capable of satisfying the 
"elementary and basic rr demands of 
the working class. 

this position is only a slight 
variant of that of the Socialist 
Labour Lea~ue (SLL) of Britain with 
whom the OCI until recently was ; 
united in the International Commit-: 
tee (IC). The SLL's IC attacks the ~ 
OCI for not gi ving electoral prefer ... ; 
ence to the CP over the SF on the . 
first round and for adapting to 
French Stalinism and social-democ­
racy. In Britain, the SLL calls 
on the Labour Party councilors to 
"fight for sociali st demands," i.e. , 

it adapts to its own labor bur~au­
cracy. ~he Workers League which is 
in solidarity wi th the 8LL has look­
ed hopefully toward the most dis­
credited right-wing section of the 
AFL-CIO to initiate a "Labor Party." 

'l.lhe 8partaci st League's (SL) analy­
sis of the French election again 
shows that it is only capable of 
ultra-left posturing abroad as at 
home. It advocated votes for the 
OCI and La in the first round--even 
though the La was linked, despite 
its platonic protestatlons. to the 
"popular front" through its bloc 
partner, the LC--and abstention on 
the second round I Without the can­
didates of LO, the SL would have 
been exposed as, essentially, tell­
ing the French workers to sit out 
both rounds I 

'.rhe French frotskyi st party, still 
must be organized. It will be the 
responsi bili ty of the world party of 
trotskyism, of which the fusion of 
the CLASS Sl'RUGGLE LEAGUE and VA"J­
GUARD NEWSLEfl'ER is a beginning, 
to work for its early emergence. 

OUR LAS'l' ISSUE AND UNEXPI£iED SUBSSBT.P£.IQNS 

VANGUARD NEWSLETtER will cease VA"lGUARD NEvJSLE:.I.'11ER--is planned for 
publishing with this issue. the new the near future. 
orgainization resulting from our Our readers will receive the new 
fusion with the CLASS S1'RUGGLE organization'spaper for the balance 
LEAGUE will continue to publish a of their subscriptions. 'l'hose who 
monthly tabloid ne~~spaper. also have a subscription to CLASS 

A quarterly theoretical journal Sl'RUGGLE will have the balance of 
--in a measure, a continuation of their subscript10ns added to that. 
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Wounded Knee and the Working Class 

Expressing the bitter anger or 12.000 Oglala Sioux en the Pine Bidge 
reaervation against generations of raoist oppression. poyerty and hope­
lessness, 300 militants have seized and still hold the town of Wounded 
Knee, SOllth Dakota. 

Ev"'ry r.t)volutionlst worthy of the name will defend the Oglala Sioux 
against the United States government whose federal marshals, FBI $gents 
and troops now ring Wounded Knee. 

The dealings ot the us gov,rnment with ·tt-e Indian people, as the 
massaore at Wounded Knee demonstrates, 1s a hloody page in the history 
of US oapt talism:genooidal racism, ' •. 'm ton murder. the oynioal breaking 
of treaties with the Indian tribes. the theft of tribal lands, the penning 
of the deteated tribes into "reservations," the deliberate starvation 
and robbery.t the Indians by venal agents of the Bureau'of Indlml Affairs. 

Today, life on Indian reservations is one or wretohed, grinding 
poverty: a yearly inoome tar below minimal existenoe. hovels 1aoking 
elementary neceas'.tiea, the highest unemployment, infant and adult 
mortality rates. 

It was Lenin who stated ln What Is To Be Done that the working 
olass must be "trained to respond to all oases of tyranny, oppression, 
violenoe and abuse--no matter what aliBi 1s afrected ••• froa a Sooial 
Democratic £,revolutionary Marxlsy point at v1ew and no other." 

We in VANGUARD NEWSLETTEB conslder the Oglala Sioux and the other 
Indian tribes to be part ot an especially oppressed and dispersed ethnic 
or national minority, not a nation. As such, we fully support their 
ctruggle for de •• cratic· rights, autonomy and tor an end to all aspeots 
of raoial oppress.1on. We consider the armed seizure of' Wounded Knee, 
however,to be a tactio born of despair which,although oalling attent10n 
to the plight of the Oglala Sioux,wl11 not materially ohange oonditions 
for them, 

THE UNITED N AT I QIl S OR THE WORKING CLASS? 

Even it the Oglala Sioux were a nat1on, their speoial oppression 
could not be ended through an appeal "tor sovereignty to the United 
Nat1ons" as the Amerioan Indian Movement (AIM) plans and whlch the 
Workers World Party (WWP)/Youth Against War and Fascism (YAWP) publicly 
supports. WWP/YAWP knews full well that, llke the League of Nations 
before it, the united Nations Is, in Lenin's words, a "den ot thieves." 
It preters, howevever, to tail behlnd a completely bankrupt bourgeois­
demooratic illuaien. 

~~P/YAWP should oertainly be aware, but has evidently "forgotten" 
that the special oppression ot the Indian as well as of the Black and 
Spanish-speaking peoples oan only be ended In this imperlalist epooh by 
one means--the sociallst revolution'. Its leaders once knew that only 
the working class at the head ot allot the oppressed can overthrow the 
system of oapitalist violenoe, opprossion and speoial oppression, ot 
eoonomio crises and wars ot extermination" and that any ooncessions won 
~re only by-produots ot this struggle. 
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THE SPLIT IN VANGUARD N£lNSLETTE~ by Henry Platsky 

The Politics of a "Highly-Principled" Ego! 

. Our more observant readers undoubtedly noticed the substantial change 
~n the masthead of our March, 1973 issue. 

On March 13, 1973, David F9nder 
appeared at the regular NYC VANGUARD 
NEtvSLETTER COMMITTEE meeting to 
read a statement disassociating him-: 
self, Ed di Tulll0 and David Jones : 
from VANGUARD NEWSLETTER (VNL). 

The action came as no surprise. 
It was the logical culmination of 
a personal-bloc which developed 
a:ound David Fender that soughtto 
d~srupt the fusion between VNL and 
the CLASS STRUGGLE LEAGUE (CSL). 

Cdes. di Tulll0,Fender,and Jones 
all shared a common backgound in 
the Communist Tendency (CT) in the 
Socialist Workers Party (SWp). 

In the January 1972 issue of VNL 
Fender \vrote an introduction to : 
~he ~rticle "In Defense of Trotsky-; 
lsm, There he documented the " 
struggle bet"tveen the CT and the 
Proletarian Orientation Tendency 
(POT) within the SWP. As our 
readers are by now aware, the POT 
defended the program of the SWP 
majority while differing on the 
question of a proletarian orienta­
tion as opposed to the petty­
bourgeois orientation of the SWP 
majority. In defending the basis 
of the S~"JP"s revisionism the POT 
came into conflict with the CT 
Which, at least formally, defended 
a Trotskyist program against the 
SWP's right-centrist program. The 
struggle between the two opposing 
tendencies caused a good deal of 
personal resentment between the 
leaders of the two groups. As 
the struggle in the stvP developed, 
a primarily personal struggle also 
divided the ranks of the CT. 

As Cde. Fender documented in his . 
introduction, the CT soon degenera-: 
ted into Ita sect,an in-group,self- . 
righteous and self-satisfied," 

VNL, Fender was forced to leave the 
CT virtually alone (except for Ed 
di Tullio on the West Coast). While 
Cde. Fender's isolation was due 
mostly to personal clique-ties that 
had developed within the CT,it be-
came clear, after David Jones 
left the CT a few months later 
that something else was operating. 

A new CT leader ship \vas a ble to 
depose Fender (until that time tIle 
leading figure) when he extended a 
vacation for a few weeks without 
informing his comrades. The CT 
leadership was able to use the 
hostility that developed against 
Fender's indiscipline amougst the 
rank-and-file to isolate him. 

The CT, an unprincipled personal 
bloc, finally shot\1ed its serious­
ness for building a Lentnist 
Party by dissolving into the IS 
o ppor tuni s t st\'a mp. lvha te \"er 
Fender's pel:sonal role in the CT, 
his political role was a principled 
one. 

Fender and di Tu~o came into 
VNL at a time of great crisis for 
the organization. Tvm of the ed­
itors, Hugh Fredricks and Robert 
Davis, resigned to join the CT. 
At the same time Cde. TUl:ner's 
serious personal difficulties 
threw the responsibility for the 
organization on Fender's shoulders. 
For a time, Cde. Fender bore this 
responsibility, shmving himself 
to be a capable and serious leader 
of the organization. 

The activities of VNL in the 
Committee for Rank-and-File Caucus­
es, Cde. di Tulllo's work on the 
West Coast, plus the recruitment 
of Cde. Jim Hays from the Workers 
League in St. Louis brought VNL 
into contact wi th fresh revo lution-
ary forces. " dri ving away many in the SlvP who 

might have been attracted to its 
program. Fender throughout, op­
posed the CT' s behaviour. ltfuen 
the CT, after being expelled from 
the SWP, ref.used to unite with 

Early in the summer of 1972, a 
number of leading members of the 
Spartacist League (SL) left the 
organization. At the same time 
lye made contact with members 



As world oapital1st eoonomr aga1n verges on the odge of the abyss, 
as the struggle among the 1mperialis·ts sharpen for markets and spheres 
of intluenc~ for commodities, capital and raw materials, eaoh ruling 
class strives to mainta1n its mass and rate of proflt at the expense of 
the living standards of the working olass. N1xon the spokesman.for US 
monopoly capita11sm. has already .enunoiated a program of aggressive 
strUggle abroad to mainta1n its power and priv1lege against Its capl tal­
ist rivals. At heme. he.proposes to plaoe the burden of inflation on 
the baoks ot the workers through tlPhase .3." while curta.iling soc1al 
servioes to the poor, the slck and th~ aged. 

It 1s neoessary, therefore, to conduct a strug~le in the working 
cla.ss to win it tor the socla.li~t "point of view" and for OPPOSition to 
the "tyranny, oppression, violenoe &~d abuse" to which the Ind1an people 
have been subJeoted~or generations. 

A NETWORK OF RANK AriD FILE CAUCUSES 

How is this to be aocomplishfltd? We 1n VANGUARD NEWSLE1'TEH call for 
a network of rank-end-tile caucuses in the trade unions linked with and 
also helping to bu1ld organizations of the unorganized. the unemployed 
and the oppressed. We call for this network of caucuses to be built at 
this time on a three point program: the independenoe of the unions from 
the state. the struggle against all special oppression and super-e:xploi ta­
tion ot minorities ~,d ot women and an independent workers' party. a 
labor party based on the rank-and-flle or the unions. 

PActORY COIiIlIHB.BS JMD womams' COmClLa 

Within the rsnk-an4-tile cauouses, we stri.e to wtn the workers 
to our full prograa of transl tlona! 4aJUnds. Wa build an aJ. temati ve 
reyolution&r1' leadership in and for the main working clasa organizat1ons 
Qble to lead behind it the declsive battallons or the working class and 
all oppressed. We see the rank-and-file caucus becoming the factor~ 
committee and the network of oaucuses becoming the workers' oouncils at 
a revolutionary mGment. We build ~ Leninist and Trotskyist work1ng olass 
yanguard party which wll1 be able to lead the working class and the 
oppressed to a victorious sooialist revolut1on. 

The special oppression of the Oglala Sioux and the Indian people as 
a whole will onl". be ended on this road. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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of the Leninist Faction of the SWP 
(formed out of the most serious 
leaders and members of the Prole­
tarian Orientation Tendency). As 
prospects for building a serious 
Trotskyist organization in the US 
brightened, Cde. Fender's weakness­
es again came to the fore. At the 
end of the summer, Fender extend­
ed his vacation without informing 
the organization (he later claimed 
that he had not definitely said 
when he would return) thus repeat­
ing his performance in the CT. 
This act was only a small sample 
of what was to come. 

In August .we approached the 
Leninist Faction leadership in 
Boston, after the appearance of 
their basic document "Marxism Vs. 
the SWP." Ive informed them that 
we were in essential agreement 
with the document and proposed 
fusion between our two organiz­
ations when the Leninist Faction 
emerged from the SWP as an indep­
endent tendency, after an exten-' 
sive discussion of differences. 
We made clear that whatever differ­
ences existed would not serve as 
a barrier to ~ united Leninist 
organization because of our agree­
ment on program and strategy for 
this period. The Leninist Faction 
leadership informed us of their 
intention to propose fusion 
discussions with both VNL and the 
Spartacist League because of the 
formal agreement between the stat­
ed programs of all of the three 
tendencies. 

At that point, the most serious 
differences between ourselves and 
the Leninist Faction were tactica.l. 
As Cdes. Phil Stein and Harry Turner 
have explained in the January/Feb­
.ruary and March issues of VNL, 
while these differences were import­
ant, both organizations nm.; agree 
that these differences could be 
easily contained within a demo­
cratic-centralist organization. 
This was the unanimous opinion of 
VNL at that time. By November, the 
SL had broken off negotiations with 
the Leninist Faction/ClassStruggle 
League. This was an important 
victory for us. This was followed 
by an intensive negotiating session 

with the CSL leadership. 
The negotiating committee for VNL, 

Turner, Fender, and myself, were 
determined, at this meeting, to 
dispel once and for all our doubts 
and suspicions about the Leninist 
Faction leadership. The upper-most 
question was whether the LF/CSL 
comrades had overcome the opportun­
ist behaviour we felt they had dis­
played within the POT. The CSL 
comrades, in return, raised ques­
tions about our "softness" as 
Comrade Stein explained in the 
January/February VNL. At that time 
the CSL comrades were concerned to 
know whether this "softness" indic­
ated an opportunist streak on our 
part. The CSL comrades also ques­
tioned the ability of the ex-CT 
comrades to function as serious 
revolutionaries. The CSL leaders 
had known the CT comrades in the 
S\vP. They questioned Fender's 
lack of seriousness and his ego­
tism. At that time David Jones 
had just joined VNL and the CSL 
comrades mentioned several incid­
ents in Cde. Jone's career which 
they felt would exclude him from 
a serious organization. ~ve re­
jected these charges then on the 
grounds that Cde. Jones vehemently 
denied all but one (taking books 
from the StiP bookstore in Boston 
following the expulsion of the CT. 
Jones defended, and as far as we 
know still defends this gross 
violation of proletarian principle. 
{ve told both CSL and Jone s tha t a 
repeat performance of such an 
act would bring the most serious 
disciplinary action from VNL.). 
The CSL comrades were unable to 
produce evidence to substantiate 
their other charges. Themeeting 
was quite a heated one but we left 
each other convinced that each was 
dealing with a serious tendency. 
From that point onward we moved 
closer towards fusion. 

Fender, however, was moving in 
an opposite direction. The hostil­
ity that Fender felt for the ex-POT 
leaders began to express itself 
politically. After the aforement­
ioned meeting, it was clear that 
Fender was determined to under­
mine the CSL leadership regardless 
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of their seriousness. 
The SL had invited VNL and CSL 

to participate in a united front 
contingent in a peace march in 
Boston. The CSL comrades had agreed 
to prepare a leaflet for both CSL 
and VNL. The leaflet produced how­
ever tv-as of very poor technica 1 
quality. At the NYC VNL meeting 
of Nov. 16th, Fender and another 
comrade used the poor technical 
quality of the leaflet as an excuse 
to urge VNL to bring its own 
leaflet to Boston along with the 
CSL/VNL leaflet. Fender showed 
his true motivation by also opp­
osing letting the CSL produce ' 
placards for the demonstration. 
Fender was clearly moved by his 
distrust for the CSL leadership, 
not a desire for pretty leaflets. 
Both Ccte. Turner and myself crit­
icized the two comrades for ignor­
ing the need to discourage organ­
izational hostility. 

At the next meeting, Fender con­
tinued his drive against the' CSL. 
By then it was clear that only a 
180 degree turn about on the part 
of either organization could pre­
vent unity. Fender reacted with 
unjustifiable indignation to a 
proposal by the CSL to establish 
a joint paper (a proposal later 
withdrawn by the CSL after rec­
ognizing its impracticality.). 
Fender stated flatly that he was 
suspicious of the CSL's motivation 
and tried to draw a connection be­
tween this proposal and their past 
history in the POT. Again, Cde. 
Turner and myself criticized Fender 
and a supporter for their unthink­
ing hostility. Fender reacted as 
if he were personally struck. He 
offered to resign from the negot­
iating committee if comrades felt 
that his personality was a factor 
in hindering unity. All of the 
comrades present assured Fender 
that this was not the case. In an 
informal discussion afoe:r-the meet­
ing, Cde. Turner argued that while 
he disagreed with Fender's behav­
iour on the negotiations committee 
on one or two occasions. on the' 
whole his role had been positive. 

Refusing to be co'nfused, by facts, 
Fender shortly followed' up his 

threat. 
A meeting was scheduled with the 

CSL negotiating committee for Sat. 
Nov. 25. He informed Cde. Turner 
the evening before, in a phone 
call initiated by.ede, Turner,that: 
he was resigning from the committee 
as of that night! He promised to 
be home later that evening to dis­
cuss the matter further but neither 
Cde l Turner nor myself were able 
to reach him although we called 
early into the morning. He failed 
to show up for the meeting that day, 
as well as a joint distribution 
outside the SL convention. On 
Sunday he arrived an hour late to 
a meeting with a representative of 
Spartacus (B-L) and left the meet­
ing after staying only an hour. 

At the next meeting, the NY local 
voted to censure Fender for viola­
tion of elementary Bolshevik disc­
ipline, 

Fender, in his defense,presented 
a confused series of counter-charges 
and excuses. He argued that he 
had the right to resign from apost 
without first informing or discuss­
ing it with the organization. He 
then claimed he took such a drastto 
measure to "insure unity." At 
the same time he claimed that 
there ~vas a difference tmvards 
the fusion--that VNL was accommo­
dating to the CSL, that if he re­
mained on the negotiating committee 
he would again be "criticized" for 
his roler that the VNL "majority" 
would attempt to silence him, etc. 
The comrades present pointed out 
the sheer dishonesty in Fender's 
position. They exposed his posi­
tion on discipline as a mockery of 
democratic centralism. His charge 
of "accommodation" was exposed as 
a hastily devised smokescreen to 
cover his indiscipline and demand­
ed that he make specific any 
charges of accommodation. They 
also inquired as to why he had 
never raised such criticism before. 
They rejected his claim that he 
wanted to "insure unity," predict­
ing that his real hostility towards 
the CSL,which was behind his action, 
would soon'make itself clear. 

Orie can see' the confus ion' tha t 
was in Fender's mind at this 
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point. His personal antagonism to : 
the CSL combined lrlth his inability: 
to withstand criticism forced him ! 
into a hasty, indisciplined act. ~ 
He covered up his act with a "left": 
attack against his accusers. On : 
the one hand he lvanted to insure : 
unity by removing his personality, i 
which, he claimed, the majority saw i 
as a hindrance to unity, (a view i 
that he implicitly supported by l 
resigning!) from the committee. At 1 

the same time he accused us of i 
accommodat1ng to CSL without de­
tailing any accommodations. He was 
thus caught in his own contradic­
tion. If we were the ones in the 
wrong, why~idn't he remain on the 
negotiating committee to fight our 
"accommodations" as any serious 
Bolshevik would? The answer was 
that Fender was building a case 
around his own ego and "integrity" 
rather than expressing a serious 
political difference with VNL. 

Fender was to soon confirm the 
accusations of the VNL majority. . 
As discussions with the CSL contin-i 
ued Fender opposed I giving the CSL l 
our mailing list J having a VNL . 
member sit on the CLASS STRUGGLE 
editorial board, selling CLASS 
STRUGGLE, and finally, at the VNL 
meeting of Feb. 1, arguing that 
agreement with the CSL no longer 
existed and fusion plans,therefore, 
should be halted, Thus Cde. Fender 
fought to "insure unity!" 

As th~ differences in NY intens­
ified, Fenders former partners in 
the CT rushed to his aid. lV-hi Ie 
Fender was protesting VNL'salleged 
accommodat1ons ,di Tullio and Jones 
were loudly claiming their support 
for the fusion. On Dec. 19, how­
ever,dl Tullio authored a state­
ment from the ~vest Coast describ- . 
ing the struggle in NY as a "person-i 
al" struggle, thus blurring the : 
whole significance of Fender's 
actions. dl Tullio, who according 
to a \vest Coast comrade, "loved 
Fender like a father loves a son" 
admitted to Cde. Turner in a phone 
call that his purpose was to get 
the NY loca 1 off "Fender's back. II 
Two-thirds of the bloc was formed. 

Fender had used the first issue 
of ClASS STRlJG(fl.E as the basis to 

claim that it exposed the CSL's 
"real" pOSition on trade unions; 
therefore agreement no longer 
existed. The first issue of 
CLASS STRUGGLE only exposed the 
fact that the CSL comrades had 
never put out a paper before. The 
CSL itself offered harsh self­
criticism for their first issue-­
to no avail. The Fender bloc was 
desperately in need of an issue-­
a straw man--in order to create 
a "political basis" for their 
existence. Thus Jones, who re­
placed Fender on the negotiating 
committee, stated at a Feb. 3rd 
Meeting that, while he "supported" 
fusion,he felt CLASS STRUGGLE 
revealed the CSL's "real" position 
on the trade unions--a word for 
word parroting of Fender! Jones 
soon sent a letter to NY attack­
ing VNL's "bureaucratic procliv­
ities" and "flccommodatlonism." 
Thus the bloc was cemented. The 
threesome went on to demonstrate 
the kind of struggle they meant 
to fight. Fender and di Tull10 
ceased functioning as leaders of 
VNL. Both refused to write for 
the paper (di Tul110 refused to 
finish his series on the SL), 
attend meetings or activities,etc. 
They claimed that they needed the 
time to produce a "document" pre­
senting a full explanation of 
their pOSitions (such a document 
has not appeared to this day--the 
minority remains without any Writ" 
en statement's!) 

Fender, continued to take the 
lead in producing "differences" 
with the VNL majority. At one 
meeting he asked the VNL majority 
whether or not they would remain 
in VNL if fusion was decided ag­
ainst. Cde. Turner and myself merle 
clear that we would not remain in 
an organization that could not 
complete a principled fusion.When 
Cde. Turner turned the question 
around, Fender replied that he 
would remain in VNL if it went 
through with the fusion! The 
Fender bloc, however, trumpeted 
Turner's and Platsky's "indisci­
plined attitude" to the skys.When 
the membership remained unmoved by 
this piece of factional nonsense 
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Fender created another difference 
at the Feb. 27th meeting of VNL. 
He put forward a motion to stop 
interventions into the activities 
of every radical tendency except 
the CP- YlvLL! When the NY loea 1 
laughed off this motion, Fender 
failed to appear at the next NY 
meeting. A week after that he 
appeared again to read the state­
ment of resignation. The statement 
repeated the tired, old charges of 
accomodationism, bureaucratism, 
etc., without detailing any specif 
ics. Fender promised to produce 
a written version of the state­
ment--he still hasn't! 

It is our opinion that Fender has 
proclaimed his dissertion from 
revolutionary politics. Fender's 
history in the revolutionary move­
ment has been one of spates of 
fine, even exemplar;y contributions 
(e,g. the "Historical Roots, •• " 
document) which eventually peter 
out under the pressure of his own 
personal needs. Fender was faced 
\vith his final test in VNL--a test 
he failed. His proclivity towards 
put:ting personal considerations 
before politics transformed itself 
into a world-view--a political 
platform based upon his personal 
hostility towards the CSL leader­
ship (who were, to his dismay, 
quite knowledgeable about his 
erratic qualities). Ur~ble to 
politically justify his position, 
he used his censure as an excuse 

to launch an attack upon VNL. 
He found allies amongst those who 
lv-ere unable to disentangle their 
personal loyalties from their 
political positions. Unable to 
produce a serious political state­
ment of their views, the minority 
lvas forced to leave the organiz­
ation without leading even the 
barest beginnings of a struggle. 
Those who were taken in by Fender's 
distortions are now faced with a 
choice. either follow the road 
of Fender into political oblivion 
or recognize their error and re­
turn to revolutionary politics! 
For those who choose the latter 
path, the door remains open! 

Our enemies, such as those in 
the SL, will no doubt gloat over 
Fer.der's defection. We repeat 
that Fender's joining VNL was a 
principled political act! No one 
has proven otherwise! As repeat­
ed before Fender's early acti vi ties 
within our organization ,,,ere those 
of a serious, disciplined comt'ade. 
lvhi Ie we have gone to some length 
to analyse and explain Fender's 
departure, the SL remains silent 
on the recent defection of nine 
of its leading members! 

\ve go forward to consuma te the 
fusion with the CLASS STRUGGLE 
LEAGUE! A fusion based on revolu­
tionary, Leninist principles! A 
fusion that will build the nucleus 
of a real Trotskyist party in t~e 
US! 

HISTORICAL ROOTS OF THE DEGENERATION OF THE FOUBTH INTERNATIONAL AND fi-IE 
CENTRISM OF THE Sh'P - For a Return ro the' Prole,tartan Road of frotskyism 
- Part VII 

lAs our readers are aware, this 
is the last issue of VANGUARD NE\vS­
LETTER, Those readers who wish to 
continue following this series may 

At the end and immediately 
after the war, there was an up­
surge of the masses through the 
\vorld which was reflected in the 
growth of the Trotskyist move­
ment. The Rep in England, for 
~xample, had a sizeable prolet­
arian base for its size. Out of 
roughly 500 members, the RCP was 
approximately 80% workers. After 

requAst a photo-copy of the remalnd~ 
er of the document free of charge, 
by writif18. to our address on the 
masthead~/ 

the reunification in France the PCI 
began to grow and was able to re­
cruit a base--even though small-­
in the working class. Certain 
sources put the French section at 
2,000 strong. In the United States 
the SlvP too began to grow,and by 
1946 the party reported a member;.. 
ship of 2,000. . 

Optlmi'sm abounded. Opportunit1es 

, 

• 
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seemed to be opening up everywhere Ii 
Trotsky's prediction about the 'var 
throwing capitalism and bourgeots 
democracy into a prolonged and 
aggl:avated crists seemed to be com~ 
ing true down to the last letter. 
The enthusiasm and confidence of 

Trotsky's prediction of the crisis 
of capitalism and bourgeois demo­
cracy and the subsequent rise of 
the masses under the banner of the 
Fourth International ,~vas not with­
out foundation, The rise of the 
masses did occur. What was miss­
ing was a presupposition that was 
understood in Trotsky's predictionl 
tha t the Fourth Interna tiona I wou ld 
be sufficiently prepared to provide 
the masses Hith a revolutionary 
alternative. In fact, in 1937 he 
clearly stated, "If in the event 
of a new war, the masses are not 
headed by a revolutionary party ••• 
a ne~v revolutionary situation ",'ould 
throw society back." But as we 
have seen, in the most important 
countries such as in France the 
sections of the International were 
incapable of taking advantase of 
the opportunities open to them. 
The politically bankrupt sections 
were unable to provide any valid 
alternative to the treacherous 
leaderships of Social Democracy 
and Stalinism which allowed the 
breathing space capitalism needed 
to secure its wohbly legs. But 
according to the SWP and the Inter­
national leadership, the Fourth 
International had not yet had its 
chance to lead the masses in the 
storming of the bourgeois bastions 
and, therefore, the crisis was 
still around the corner.A dogmatic 
interpertation of Trotsky--sterile 
orthodoxy--replace a critical an­
alysis of the objective situation 
and our own historical role. 

the period lvas best summed up in : 
Cannon's speech to the 12th Nation~ 
a.l Convention, "The Coming American i 
Revolution," in which he stated, ! 

"Our economic ana lysis has shown ~ 
that the present boom of American ~ 
capitalism is heading directly 
at a rapid pace toward a crisis J . 
and this wi 11 be a profound social! 
crisis which can lead, in its i 
further development I to an objec-: 
tively revolutionary situation.": 

ThG crisis from which the revolu-i 
tion would leap was just around the ~ 
corner, "Onward to a party of i 
10 J 000," was the slogan of the SWP ! 
convention. ~ 

But the analysis of the STvP and 1 
the International proved to be : 
wrong. Nevertheless, the SWP and 
the International dogmatically : 
clung to what they thought Trotsky: 
had pred icted . Long after it had . 
tecome abundantly clear that the 
capitalist crisis 'vas not around 
the corner,they continued to argue 
that it was on its way. Ernest 
(Germain), the economic theoreti­
ctan of the International, confid­
ently defended the International's 
pOsition at the 2nd ~vorld Congress 
in 1948 against the Rep majority 
which as a minori ty of one maintain­
ed that the boom would not be so 
ephemeral. Such farsighted analysis 
by the British section was ,however,; 
branded as disillusioned petty- : 
bourgeois skepticism. 

Nobody could defend Trotsky's 
anticipations of the events down 
to their last letter. Trotsky, 
like all the great Marxists, antic 
ipated the future not with the 
intention of being history' s script 
writer, but of indicating the gener­
al development of events given 
certain preconditions. Sometimes 
even the general flowof historical 
development is interrupted by his­
torical accidents. Nevertheless, 

To ignore the physical as well 
as political disintegration of the 
International during the war was 
to attempt to build upon a founda­
tion of sand. The results could 
only be an ever continuing collapse 
of the structure, politically and 
organizationally,regardless of how 
impressive the facade appeared at 
anyone time. The Second Ivorld 
Congress in 1948,however,sanctifi­
ed the role of the International 
to that time and posed with optim­
ism about the "more or less rapid 
transformation" "of our sections" 
"into mass parties." 

In the activities report of the 
IS, "10 Year'S of Fighting," adopted 
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by the 2nd Congress, we find the 
following sanctimonius excerpts, 

"c) In the face of the occupation 
of Europe by the Nazis and the 
reactions it provoy-ed amor~ the : 
masses, the International defend-: 
ed the principle of the lini< ; 
between the struggle against 
national oppression and the 
struggle for the socialist revo­
lution ...... 
d) Against the tide ofchauvlnlst : 
propaganda flooding the whole ! 
'vorld,the Trotskyists held aloft: 
the flag of revolutionary inter- : 
nationalism ••• " : 

While having stated the above the) 
authors felt no compunctionin stat~ 
ing further on I : 

"At first the pressure of the war) 
and of the occupation of Europe : 
by the Nazis completely bewilder~ 
ed the pre-war leadership of the j 
Fr'ench Trotskyist movement. A . 
few of them deserted the organ­
ization and others abandoned all , 
political activity. Among those i 
who stayed, some leading comrades! 
developed positions tvhich essen- : 
tially constituted a complete re~ 
treat from the revolutionary ; 
positions of the 4th Internation~ 
al ••• " . 

Under the heading "The Na tiona I 
Question during the ~"ar," the re­
port continued, officially stamp­
ing as good coin the Internation­
aI's mvn deviations on the nation­
al questions 

"[he question was to organically 
combine the masses' national 
demands with the proletarian . 
socialist program. The sections: 
or tendencies 'vhich hesitated to ~ 
audaciously take the initiative i 
to write the struggle for nation~ 
al demands in their programs or : 
which showed their incapacity to ~ 
do so, to organize this stru~gle i 
or to participate in the hat~on- ! 
al'movement of the masses : 
(strikes, partisan armies, insur-! 
rections such as the Greek one : 
of December 1944) made serious ' 

sectarian mistakes which weighed 
on their development. ,," 

And we learn that, outside of 
possible tendencies here and there: 
the Greek section seems to have 
been the only one to have raised 
objection to the International's 
deviations on the national question. 
and it was branded as sectarian. 
The Greek section, however, outside 
of having been small to begin with 
and losing its leadership during 
the war, fcund itself in three 
parts at the end of the war. To 
say the least, it was not able to 
have any preponderant influence in 
the International as a whole. 

The 2nd tvorld Congres s he ld ten 
years after the founding of the 4th 
International maintained that the 
International was alive and well. 
The political documents issuing 
from the 2nd World Congress ,however: 
proved that the International was 
not well, and even raised specula­
tion as to its total demise. The 
young International was weak in 
cadres at its founding, b'.lt its 
strength was not in its numbers 
but in its unrelenting revolution­
ary program. The 2nd Congress of 
the International could brag of an 
increase in cadres.but the program 
had for all essential purposes be­
come a religous relic. It had been 
replaced by a concoction born of 
social patriotism, enriched by 
p:ragmatism and impressionism and 
couched in sterile orthodoxy. 
Future events were to prove that 
the demise of the International 
'vas more than mere speculation. 

The new leadership of the re­
organized European Secretariat and 
subsequently, in 1945, of the Inter-­
na tiona 1 Secretaria t, was person­
ified by Michel Raptis (Pablo) who 
took over as general secretary 
of the European Secretariat after 
the arrest of Marcel Hie in 1943 
and his murder in 1945. Leaving 
aside political considerations,one 
could not help but be suspicous 
of this new leadership from the 
organizational wheeling-and-deal­
ing tha t was carried on under the 
guise of reorganization, Negotia­
tions were opened up with the POUM. 

.. 
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Negotiations with the Shactmanites 
were placed on the agenda for the 
S\'lP. A phony Irish section was set 
up consisting of one individual who 
turned out to be sympathetic to 
Shactman. An Italian section was 
concocted which proved to be large-· 
ly Bordigists. But these and other 
organizational gymnastics were only 
a portent of the organiza tiona 1 and 
political acrobatics yet to come. 

The 2nd \vorld Congress began to 
take up the most important theoret­
ical question of the nature of 
the Eastern European states occupi­
ed by the Soviet Union. The Con­
eress documents held that these 
states remained capitalist, that 
"structural assimilation" by the 
bureaucracy was impossible except 
for, possibly, "one or another 
country," and that the bureau-
cracy must withdraw under the 
pressure of imperialism, or "the 
real destruction of capitalism ••• 
take place only as a result of 
the revolutionary mobilization of 
the masses." (Here it is impossible 
to take up the question of Eastern 
Europe and the many fallacious 
theories advanced, such as the 
theory of "structural assimila­
tion." fo the present the Eastern 
European question has not been 
dealt with satisfactorily.) 

national by surprise. The under­
estimation of the capabilities of 
the ~vorld Stalinist bureaucracy 
in the general frarne\vork of the 
world situation--which itself had 
been misunderstood--laid one of 
the bases for the zig-zag which be­
came knmvn as "Pabloism." When it 
finally decided that the Eastern 
European countries had been trans­
formed into workers' states--deter­
mined precipitously and empirically­
the International leadership, with­
out retracting a single comma that 
appeared in the 2nd lvorld Congress 
documents, now began over-estimat­
ing the potential of the same 
Stalinist bureaucracy. Both posi­
tions showed a lack of understanding 
of Stalinism and its hureaucratic 
ru~e. 

The change in the Interna tiona l' s 
position followed the Second l'lorld 
Congress by a matter of w'eeks. Be­
fore the ink ~vas dry on the Con­
gress documents, the International 
Secreraria t (IS) wa s lvTi t i ng open 
letters "To the Congress, the CentrAl 
Committee and the Nembers of the 
Yugoslav Communist Party, II in which 
the IS was ,according to the British 
section, 

"forced by events to proceed from 
the standpoint of the British 
Party, that the productive and 
political relations in Yugo­
slavia are basically identical 
with those of the Soviet Union." 

One can see from the above how 
unprepared the International was 
for the actual events that took 
place in Eastern &lrope. Outside 
of "one or another" exception, 
there could be no "structura 1 assim-: The British comrades continued in 
U.ation"--a thoroughly reformist : their "Letteron Yugoslavia sent to 
concept in its own right--in East- : the I.E.C."s 
ern Europe. and the Soviet bureau­
oracy remained "cumpelled to main­
tain the bourgeois function and 
structure of the state, not only 
because its destruction is imposs­
ible without a revolutionary mo­
bilization of the masses,but also 
in order to defend its own particu- : 
lar exploitation (sic) of the work­
ers in these countries." The trans­
formation of the Eastern European 
r:ountries into deformed workers' 
states--in process at the time the 
documents of the 2nd World Congress 
liTere belnp; passed--took the Inter-

"If indeed there exists in Yugosla­
via a capitalist state, then the 
IS Letters can only be characteriz­
ed as outright opportunist. For 
the IS does not pose the tasks in 
Yugoslavia ~vhich would follmv if 
bourgeois relations existed there 
as the dominant form. The Letters 
are based on conclusions which can 
only flow from the premise that 
the basic overturn of capitalism 
and landlordism has taken place. 

"The second Open Lettergivesseveral 
conditions necessary if Yqsosmvia 
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is to go forward with true revolu­
tionary and communist progress. 
Yet nowhere does it call for the 
destruction of bourgeois r:elatlbns 
in the economy and ·the overturn 
in the bourgeois system and regirneu • 

"The comrades 'vi 11 remember that: 
the Congress doc'...1ment gives as its 
first reason why 'the capitalist 
nature of the buffer zone is ap­
parent, t tha t 'Nmvhere ha s the 
bourgeoisie as such been destroyed 
or expropriated.' ~,oJhy no mention 
of this in the Open Letters1 Of 
all the seven conditions given in 
the Congress document as making 
'apparent r the capitalist nature 
of Yugoslavia and other buffer 
countries, the IS mentions only 
one--nationalization of the land. 
But even here, the question of 
the failure to nationalize the 
land is raised, not from the 
point of view of proving the cap­
italist nature of Yugoslavia. It 
is raised to point out,correctly, 
that the nationalization of the 
land is necessary in order to 
cO:r.lbat the concentration of income 
and of land in the hands of the 
kulaks. The question is raised in 
the genera 1 context of the Letter) 
as an aid to the soci.alist develop­
ment of agriculture in a country 
where capitalism and landlordism 
have been overthrown, but the 
danger of a new exploitation is 
still present in the countryside. 

"Not only are main tasks posed in 
the Open Letter identical to those 
to be carried out to cleanse a 
state similar in productive and 
political relations in the Soviet 
Union; but, we must add,that the 
impression given is that these 
relations are a great deal 
healthier than in Russia. 

"The articles appearing in our in­
ternational press revealed one 
thingl the thesis &dopted by the 
World Congress failed to provide 
a clear guide to the problems that 
arose from the Cominform-Yugo­
slavia split and the tasks of the 
revolutionaries in connection 
with the regime and its economic 
base. " 

It is evident from the quote tliat 

the comrades of the British section, 
along ''lith their other disagreements, 
disputed the position of the Inter­
national on the nature of the Eastern 
Suropean states. \:Jhile we cannot 
agree with the British section fS 

alternative political analysis on 
the question, (an analysis similar 
to the Vern-Ryan tendency of the ShIP 
that red army equals workers state) 
the letter of the'3ritish comrades, 
nevertheless, exposes the Inter­
national's total disregard,without 
even the slightest compunction, for 
their' own political evaluation. 
The letter' exposes as well the 
Secretariat' s crass opportunism and 
is a premonition of the adaptation 
the IS was goi.ng to make, not only 
in relation to Yugoslavia, but to 
Stalinism in general. 

The attitude that the YCP was on 
its way to reforming itself,under 
the leadership of Tito, flowed 
from what seems to have been the 
assumption that any opposition to 
the Kremlin by another CP had, of 
necessity, to be from the left. 
The ideas of the British comrades 
that the Yugoslav "bureaucratic 
regime, resting as it does mainly 
on the peasantry, can have no 
independent perspective between 
the SO'/iet Union and American 
imperialism, "and that the struggle 
of the YCP was a "desire of the 
Yugoslav leaders to maintain an 
independent bureaucratic position 
and further aspirations of its own~" 
,"ere completely dismissed by the 
International leadership. The 
IS leadership behind Pablo and 
Healy~as well as the French section 
behind Bleibtreu and Lambert, thre,,, 
themselves into the word of estab­
lishing contacts with Yugoslav 
govo:r-·nment officials, organizing 
work brigades to go to Yugoslavia, 
and sycophantically praising in 
their press the "courageous" pos­
ition taken by the YCP and its 
leader Tito. Tito's portrait even 
decorated the walls of the offices 
of the IS and the French section. 
The attitude to Yugoslavia was only 
a precursor to positions that the 
IS would take in relation to China, 
Bolivia, Cuba, Algeria, Vietnam, 
etc. 

, 

t 


