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NAC STATEMENT ON RECRUITMENT OF "ORTHODOX TROTSKYISTS"

The IS is based upon the world outlook of third camp socialism. This position is more than
an irreconcilable opposition to the imperiulisy war camps, or.cpesition on the "Russian Ques-
tion." It is an updating of Marxism as a guide to revolutionary uction, as deep~going as Len-
in's was for an earlier period of nmpermhsm.,

Third camp socialism starts from, the recognmon thai' unhke the days of the Communist
Manifesto, the struggle for world leadership is not confined o the class forces of the bourgeoi=-
sie and the proletfariat, but. is now a three-cornered one beiween the bourgeoisie, the Stalin-
ist bureaucracy, and the proietariat. Our politics start from the necessiiy for an indeperident
prolefona fgt)cy in revoluhonary opposmon fo .he two other main classes of the modern world.

U

Ihe impact of Stalinism requvred our reexamlmng ‘the queshon of workmg class rule, of
what is both necessary and fundamental to socnahsmh Thls reexammehon was in no way a
moving away from Marxism, or Leninism, but o wiping awcy of fhe revisionist overlay glossed
on to their revolutionary content during the pericd of the’ degenemhon of the Russian revolution,
It led us to the resumption of Marx’s view thai nationaiizationiis progressive where the state
which nationalizes property is the proletariat organized as the'ruling class. Nationalization
of property without workers® rule, directly or indirectly; . is not-sufficient to characterize a state
as progressive or a workers' state. A workers' stake exists ‘only when the proletariat is raised’
to the position of ruling class, wheré-ibestablishes its democtacy. ' Without wél;'kers"éde'mécr_c'lcy,
without Soviets, parties, unions, or-factory committees, withéut workers' control of production
and the state, there is no workers' state. We do not accept the prépasition that any other
group can rule for or in the name:of the working class, any'more than we accept the revisionist
idea that some other group can make the revolution for and without the working class; setting
up workers' states in its wake. ‘The emancipation and rulé of the working class are’ the tasks
of the working class itself.

These ideas are not just a position on Stalinism,: they ave the basis for our conception of rev-
olutionary socialism from below. They are our guide to both theoretical questions an world pol-
itics, and to practical revolutionary activity, (informing our attitudes to'the question of working
class consciousness and self-activity as the road 16 revoiution;-the re !ahohs‘ﬁib of the revolu~
tionary party as leader, not subsiitute for the cioss, and fhe mportance of workers' democracy
within the revolutionary movement., :

it is these ideas which make the IS a d.s.mchve polmcal fendency, witha dnshnchve world
outlook. These politics were developed in, and out of the experiences, of the Trotskyusf move-
ment, the revolutionary Marxnsm on the 1920 cmd '30's. After 1935 the Trotskyist movement
stood for revoluhonary oppos:hon to Stohmsm, qnd later for the right toa multi-party system
under socialism, gradually rejecting conglusions i} had previously occepfed in the process of the
degeneration of the Russian revoluhon,;'!'ﬁg Trofskyts* movement however never fully understood
the pgture of the bureaucracy; continuclly unde:eshmcmng it, not belnevmg it cclpable o play-
ing oﬁ“!ndependenf class role, first in Russna, f'1en internationally, not behevmg it capable of
extending its "revolution, " expecting it to |esr01e or ot least pave the way for the restonation
of onpn‘allsm. It was hkew:se confused on fhe nature of woikers' states - maintaining, that it
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was possible for the working class to be politically usurped yet still the ruling class through the
juridical form of nationalized property. Yet the working class has no other way to establish its
“class role (unhke ‘previous ruling ‘classes) except politically, democmhcaily, ond collechquy.

R-is' thi’ quolnfy, mherenf in fhe pro:efonai' and no ofher x,lc:ss, which makes it the bearer af

Tsoci@lism . e hg 3 gl

While Trotsky was alive the position on Russm was an evolvmg one;. wn‘h hlS death it has be-
cohi:frozen., ' Life itsdlf, hbwever, hus nof allowed the queshon +o be' Frozen, .rﬂ\e ggcpqga;‘pn
fsf‘Staﬁmish fhrmsgh Russian imperialism in Easterty Eufope, ‘and tF: ough the conquqst of s:iute
-power by indigénous Stalinist bureaucracies in Yugosiavia, Albania, Lhma, cmd Cuba gre all
*Indices Hhat this social system is not cfv historical: dberruiadn from the degeﬁerahon of a orkers
“revelution,:but an mdependenf clase forcg,_g_h_en and antagonisiic to'the proletariat and it revo-
lytion, . To accept pt these states as workeis™ states; however quulifiad,. tequires armevision of Trot=
yism cmd Morxasm much greafer than our qwn ~ a.ievision which says thet-it is possible: for-other
\/ ‘SOCI?l groups to carry out social revoiution establishing ihe proletariat.as ruling class,;; thot @ revo~
luhonory workers _party and international are, no maiter how desirable, not necessarys = 1

1 The contradictions which the: expansion of Stalinism introduce info %e: sthodix™ Trotskytsf

polihcs hasited to an instability in the Fourth International. - To teridencies whick accommoédate
rto:Stalinism (Deutscher, Pablo, etc.) or are willing'to-grant a substituie to the proleftmcﬂ and

a fixation win the progressiveness of nationalizatidiv'even without workeis' democracy, o (fooi(mg
.toward guerrilla movements on the one hond, or progressive ‘middle class ‘elements ‘o Hme other
+{Mandel,  ard the SWP, ‘respectively), as revolutionary; and on the othet hand, & %dse who re-
main:true fo the proletunan revolutionary perspective which was the whole’ meonmg ‘of frotskylsm,
‘and who find themselves more and more forced out of official Fourth Iniernationafist'groupings.
iAniong these latter tendencies’+ Lutie Ouvriere, varicus oppositions which have isued out of the
SWP in this country =.we have much in cemmon.-*Qupthird camppolitits: are ﬂ"le lo‘gqiculyoul'come,
the consistent expression of a revolutionary prolefarian perspective: today, 1 w-idww = ie.

+ ¥ (For ws_to:work with, collaborate with, anid ‘even have coiimon organization Withuch Trotsky=
sists is naturol.l)(e ate for the formation of a revolutionary party which would’ 'gi‘o‘up’fogeihé‘r all
pmlefanan revolutionary fendencies - whose differences are wider fhan those batweén the IS and

“arthodox" Trotskyism. The &€ament that would hold together such a party is the’ ﬁc’hve“revélu-

(tionary role that it plays in the.class struggie| ‘A propagenda sect however is held fbgéﬂ%"?b

its common political assumptions and perspecFives. Qur ow# experience with oltitendénéied
sects has shown how difficult sych a proposmon is where there i i5.not Gommon agreement pn funda-
‘mental’ qpeshons. Con sequenﬂy the IS doe< not see ﬁse!f asa regrouoment grounds for the frac-
“tured Trofskyls,f movemeni' nor does it see lfseIF as a'rtemphng to draw to itself all those !#ﬂ'ho-
oK™ Yrotskyfsfs who are’ dlssahsﬁed wnfh the ,many existing Trotsky:sf sects, and ta build wpa
inuiﬁ-fendencued group of dufferent Trqtskyust cuirents. We ‘wish to plqmtcm rhe ﬂ;utd camp, char-
“acter of the IS as the basis for IS membershnpn W here and ‘when fhere exist Trot;lqost tendaencies
‘which although dlsugreemg w:th our third ¢ ‘camp yiews theoretically, we judge;tq baxe:substantial
09teement wcfh fhem in pmchce, dcting upon revolutionary demOcruhc sogiakisy, QBC‘US% shar-
ing a common commlfmenf to revolufuonury soc;ahsm from below, emphas,vzmg revgithmnp-
tios:ﬁon to Stol ism' rather than its orogress%ve bharoci'e{? at is, frqm .ur, point. g wiew,..
havifig an indonsistent theory, but placing’ the emphasls on what we consider to be the third
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camp potential in the contradictions of Troi'skyisfb theory) we are open fo common:organization
when there is substantial agreement upon perspectives for the American revoluhon, and shored
agreement on the funchonmg of revolutionaries in the American working class.

Our predecessor the WP-ISL had during most of its life ' orfhodox" tendencies (Abermtes,.
Goldmanites, Vernites, etc.) without in any way experiencing any difficulties in mutual organi-
zation and-action because .of commonly held conceptions on revolution cnd workers' democracy,

and American questions, which overrode political differences. In no way did this detract from
the third camp character of the WP-ISL. Similarly, we are for admission to the IS of those Trot=
skyist currents whose politics we believe do not detract from our third camp character, and
whose common assumptions on revolutionary proletanan pmchces outweigh in life and pructuce
different theoretical vuews. & ;

,}‘

"C rthodox Trotskynst“ tendencies should recogruze that fhe I S aftnbufes the degenemhon
of the various major 4th lnfernohonal tendencies after the 2nd World War in:major part to ob-
jective conditions. But it also stresses the theoretical errors and loopholes in the "degenerated
workers' state” analysis of Stalinism. The idea that a progressive working class society could
exist without controlling the state and property had no desastrous consequences prior to the
2nd World War but’ w|fh the tmpenahsf expansion of Stalinism, the theory, previously typi- .«
fied by its anh—Stallmsm, now opened the way for all sorts of substitutionist mistakes, gt
Pabloism=~the progressive nature of the bureaucracy as a force for r3volutionary change, ial-..
beit "crude"; Guerilla-ism=-the substitution of Stalinist and/or Stalinizing elites and class
embryos resting on a peasant or even "urban" base as a socialist revolutionary m'frumentnhty
rather than the proletorlaf, centrism, class collaboratjonism, capitwlation to bou geois
nationalism, party substitutionism a. lo Healy and the SWP in a different way, etc.

In our struggle to build a cadre organization leading to a revolutionary party werecog- -
nize that we will have to mount campaigns to win other tendencies to our politics and orge~ -
nization. The campaigns may result in either the recruitment of whole orgamzofuons oF more
likely the pnckmg up, of sections and individual cadres.,

At fhls point in hme such acnvuty is @ necessary. oli’hough secondary priority in our
work. ,

We have no blueprint for the future. We expect the essence of our politics to be the
political essence of the future revolutionary party. The main road might very well bedi- -
rect accretion to the 1S; it might also involve regrqupments, mergers, entries and:the like.!
We will meet the future demands with onalty to our political ideas and organization bul‘
wnthouf a narrow group chauvmusm. :

Without being sectarian we must however recogmze that our own history teaches us that
broad mu'h-i‘endenued groups without any solid common prospectives on immediate tasks "
will be overwhelmed by their differences and rendgred impotent.,
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;  Giventhe level of the present ‘elass” struggle and the dlvergent paths of the varieus:
socialist groups we foresee no immediate regroupmenf ona large scale or scope. How=. . -
ever the gradual-change'inperiods and'the shakedown of social movements has produced.
vubroﬂ,pns in a number of tendencies which heve alreddy provided us wifh valuable cad-
res.. .und may. prowde us wnfh more .in the future. . We'have made aHenipts to recrmt .
~mc.iush'«:shzec:l ond/or pro—workmg class collectives evolsing out of thé demise of the New '
1eft,” We are |usf beginning, investigatory probes at Maist, seri-Mdoisid ﬁd‘b‘&s’f Mdé'st o
groups wnh ag yet.no foHow thro ugh. pommltmenf Ecch dF these effcrfs denﬁands a pohh- 5
“eal sl'atement from VS,

e

Th's ‘motion confines itself to the question of splits from the SWP, the YSA, and their
milieu. At this juncture the SWP is in a state of creeping disaryay with small fractuzes to
the-left,: The'middle class tendencnes upon  which the SWP boses its. jme are ngw,‘mwfably,
seeking to-effeciiate their moderated demands within fhe Democrahc Party. qumqftgr the .
elections the limitations of middle~class ~led movements seem to be. such mﬂ;us period ds to -
rerider-a hauw upswing suscephble I‘o SWP control lmprobclble, .

but mrher a deepenmg advococy of the "New Radlcahzohon" hne. A poss;ble spht in:
the-United Sécrefariat-Fourth International is’ loommgﬁ , The ma;onty has lurched to a.new
ostenslbly WOrkmg cléss onented posmon (one far from free of |fs won New Rndlqalizatmn-w :

ly in conflictwith the majority. . /counter fochons in the Bnhsh IMG und sepcmtq fendén— '
cies in Argentingé. The tendency uAder such circumstances toward reification of one's po-
sition has already been demonstrated here. . .as the, SWP hardens even more firmly in its
infatuation with the middle class. 5

More importaritly dsa "middle level" expldnation of the deepening . .inability.of the: -
SWP tomake= the turn is the question of its fundamental Party sectarianism and substitu= .-
tionism: ~The SWP always tinged with a' Zinovievist bureaucmhc fendency emerged from
the devastation of the 50's a hollow sheli compared to its past strength. After exfoliating
several tendencies all that remainec wasthe post_Cannon bureaucracy and.its. supportersi:

The bureaucracy had a crass dssumption ‘that its ‘program was a "finished" one; no more
serious theoretical investigation was necessary. All that was needed was the crisis-~and
above all the fleshing out and building of the Party, (Take half cup dry.presgryed. fbepry, :
add heaping relhforcéd foblespocn of parfy, pour in bouhng cr.sns. . .ipstant. revolution)) ::

As sbcial movements flowered the SWP* mcreasmqu aimed at co,nfrollmg themand: m:h-’ .
taining them ot '@-minimal radical’ bourgeois'level. While thus clutchmg varioys fronts, the
SWP was able to syphon off recruits thru the YSA into its ranks. The fact that the huge ma-
jority of these recruits reflected the redlcal bourgeois milieus. they came: from. almest. w;i‘hout-
changex’; swas a sourcéof little worry.” In fact their consciousness at. that level wos. rein- -
forced by their Perty work which became simply maintaining the bourgeois political charac- .
ter of the arenas. The party press; electordl cdmpaigns, ‘effective educational work more
and more simply repeated the democratic demands pursued in the arenas.
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The Party bureaucracy followed this: course with equanimity, .contcious of its unchal-
lenged control internally... What matter the cconsciousness of the- cadre as long as the
bureaucracy controlled. Embalmed in fhe |‘eqdersh|p was.the, finished program and the-
warking class orientation. . .the cadre at a later point gould:be instructed and maneuvered.
into a 'correct' tool. However, of caurse, the .outlook of the. Ieadershnp was not suspended
from a hook hangmgjr/om the sky. The nature of that period, the SWP!s .vantage point on
it, the consciousness of its new cadre, the Iog:c of its line all combined to vitiate the
once heralded proletarmn chara cter of the bureaucrccy.-

The effect of mcunfammg the bourgeons consclousness of the fronfs which played a
leading role especially in the anti-war movement. . .was to help dam up any tendency to
mass movement leftward, -This was no small factor in building reservoirs of strength for .
McCarthy and McGovern to dmm back into the. Demogratic.cesspool. - This effect of the
SWP's opportunistic course. goes unnohced in its offices because - the ovetriding consideration
is not mass conscuousnei) sectanan, substitutionalist and e l itist view of the Party.

wall i

O 1y

For Marxists fhe party |s bu:lf m du'ect and open relahonshlp to its: political line.of
developing conscioysness amongst the'masses. Its work in theimovements Is openly ¢dh=:
nected to its working class revolutionary position. The act of building mass awareness of
what is wrong and how to chqnge it is the same act.as bulldmg the: parfy. The party and
the direction of its publlc political lme are : the same.

As we have undlccfed the "prwute" line of fhe SWP has predncfably atrophied and its
working class orientation. mutated., .. Therefore in the near future.we expect no real turn
to the working closs—-!;gqmg,of course a. sudden upswing -of .large proportions frvthe class
struggle. A rhetorical ghift-~eg. ' black,women s antizwar, student etc. movements are
really working class in and of themselves" etc..is potsible and more efforts towards coupling
labor leaders into SWP front opercmons is hkely, but no more than this.

However, fhere is g contradlctory 1'end9ncy at work, i Whlle thewkmg class funda=..
mentals have degeneq:.hqd and atrophied they havei net been okliterdted. .the SWP is still :
a centrist iendency. capable of wide vacitiations. -« The bureaudmcy claims Trotsky and ﬁs
past proletarian heritage as the sources of its legitimacy and tradition. This factor
coupled to its party sectarianism prevented the logic of its political position from bemg
achieved. ..that is, entry into the DemocraticParty,..i: .-t .

This has twa. consequences. Cne...in the long.run as-¢lass conflict grows-if the SWP
survives- it will reenter;the. Iubor movement, It will probably-do so with its petty bourgeois
methodology intact. . .qnd Lt wnll orient: toward the left bureaucratic currents it already has
some ties o, Thns could: be accomprhshed provided that-these currents need such an ideo-
logical cover at that time. . .Two. . .the contradiction befween the line and the heritage
should produce a continuing series of fractures both to the left and the right, in the
shorter-run. . .providitig that.qe are, correct in estimating no revivification of old style
movements and the slow, for now, character of the unrolling workers struggle. SWP
successes if repeated again would of course dampen schism.
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. Jhefefore we project the continuation of our lnfermmeni*‘approaches to’ cbmmdes in
the process of sglitting from ths SWP varyingin intensity: desendmg oit the’ sitidtion.” We
shall continue where necessary. to try to draw the: SWP of SWPers intounited detions,”
united fronts, debates, etc. Such-actions shall be determined by “the” needs of the’ cld'sy
struggle in the first place and the advaniage that Wmnmg as' largéd force as the SWP. fo
goed positions: would mean.i; .obviously we are doubtful about accomplishing th "'Se
condly:by guriaim of recruiting from that tendency Iri-no serious way will wé permlt

such tactical maneuvering to prevent us from giving ‘eut full analysis of their pelitical ™
degeneration and a clear statement of our politics. And obkusly fhese achons will not
transcend in scale;. their- secondarx priority value forusy - - .1 :

RETTTTENSE R URUNINT SRS H sfe Y

The NAC has already commlsswned historical anolyses of Trotskyism by C‘omrades
Gejer and Landy to serve as the basis for.6ur continueddppréach. We will use’ Bp‘prbpﬁ-
Qe Vthcles. Ieuflefs, a Pamphlef art lcles in Workers Power, as needed SR

——

J' $44
Gwen our mtemahonohst outlook we will keep a weother eye on developments in
the k. Sec. 4th: to. gauge the direction of the various tendéncies, who, by the’ shndurds
of this, point.in time constitute slgmﬁconf leff forces ind: number of countriesi” Ck
1 . 3 —— R TS R IS T
J'he tendencnes commg out of the .:WP hqve been and will be varied inndtoré,
Some will be going right, some will leave politics, some will,i\reactively, go info the
most isolative and sectarian direction; some will be bant on entering the living working
closy movement as.revolutinnaries. This is: why the brunt iof our appeal has been and will
be our, serious industrialization. efforts and union orienfation. - We will deal'not-only
w'th qxdustnohzahon but also advance our specific political orientation in the facfories
and ynions.  We will also stress how we can: pohhcally effecf biock women's onn-wur

rpes withinand by the class on a socialist basts‘ S

~ We will attempt fo counferpose our overall polmcs to rhose of the SWP, We will wnll
gm to recruit them to our. full position.. We:qill in no way hide behind the mino hino=
rity of comrades in  the IS who hold_a position on the. "Russian-Question®. claser to the |7t
SWP 'S, This in no way precludes otfempfs by "c r?hodox Trotskyusr “i# the' 15 Lod Yeach
fhese same people. o r _ £ § z »‘-"3'2‘: o ot ' s

.\I.- R \

Flo‘nlriver, |f must be emphosused thar the recruu'ment of tendencses whach hdve been Fﬁ
opposition to the IS is the responsibility of the leadership. This means that the majority
must have communication with.the person or'persons and should attemt actiwly to ‘i'ecnm
fhem to our, Jhlrd camp world wew,‘whlch we see as the most cohsistent expression ‘of -
tevo[qt‘uonqu soc:alnst politics. b recruiting other tendencies the NAC or o demdabhe’
represeptatiye. of fhe entire orgamzohon will direct and! controi all negohoﬁ'ons with-

other tendenmes. 3, © i Al ce L ERTEORR RS

thn we propose umted pro,eds in, what we regard as ‘major atenas, counter ochons
may not be proferred however. i . . PP ® - TP WA 5. FTE S
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Thirdly, in terms of the organizationa:.a whole, once such a proposal as we have been
following is passed by an IS national body, every official local body of the organization
is expected to support the venture where possible, within our priorities and resources.

Fourthly, the NAC is the leadership body of the IS responsible to the NC and the
Convention and membership in general. It can make all decisions consonant with that fact, Its gci
lts actions will be reported to the membership through existing channels and to the NC and
convention regularly.

Fifthly, The SWP and its spinoffs are not an arena for us.

In the past we have recruited individuals, even grouplets, with real differences: eg,
Castroite illusions, etc. The present recruitment is significantly different since the
groupings concerned here tend to be more "sophisticated" and possessing a more con~
sistent outlook theoretically elaborated over time. The possibility of alteration of our
“third camp" viewpoint is proportionally greater therefore. The NAC advances its line,
however, in full confidence that the essential outlook of the IS on the class nature of
Stalinism is correct and provable. Failures inthe education of our cadre on such
questions will be remedied or we will fail to meet the needs of the class struggle.

Despite our differences we welcome the former SWP comrades who have joined and
those who may join in the future. Welcome toGn organization where you can enjoy the
rights of full discussion and comradely attention to your views. Welcome to a joint,
fruitful aqd unified struggle to build the revolutionary movement in the U.S. and the
world!



NAC MOTTONS ON VIETNAM "PEACE SETTLEMENT"

1._ That’ the IS”initiate public meetiags, as larg~~ss nﬁsqible to discuss
thé: beace ‘Beéttlement ‘as soon as it is a0 egec, e bh& S in~conjunction
with .other: groups.

2. That our major emphasis be.on denounging Amerira’s duperialist role and
the 1 erlalist nature of the ;peace seitlement. We wgicomg, &.cessation.of. the
"hosti t!es, but oppose the’ political oa51s of thls cessaf;on, The US had.nothing
to’ negotiate ' for and we still demard the''unconditichal wiuharanal of Us troops,
We also denounce Russia and Chinese imperialism for their pressiring the Viet-
nemese to accept this sell-out.

3. That we also denounce McGovern and the Democratic Party for supporting
this settlement. McGovern reveals his principles are imperialist., His only dif-
ference with Nixon was tactical - he considered the Vietnam war a defeat and was
willing to take worse terms for Us capltallsmu

. 5 #h B R RS ATE

o h Thls settlement repreqents a relat1Ve victory. fog US impeéridlism «:%.e.,
it grants the US the continued right to interyene in Vietngm; if now only. through
its puppets, we ‘oppose the settlement and ‘the meerlalist commlasion anq coali-
tion-governmént ‘that seem llkely to result Lrom T

fnh P "

Sa The setxlement is npt a milibary sell-out by the NML.F. No oré ecan’ demand
that they fight. on to the lagh:man and .womanwhen they had been completely:dbah-
doned, by the peace movement in this country; vhich coliapsed.into. the .Demotyatic
Party due ‘t&° m;sleadership, ‘and by Russia and China. Nowever, the settlement and
the NLF's public response to it does represent a polltlca sell-out of .the strug-
gle for self-determination,” as indeed thefr orlglnal ceven point’ prOgram did.
Rather than denouncing he:settlement - as being forced b tham by US’ iﬁpefiélism
(in the manner. of the Bolsheviks at Bresiy. Litovsk)-they are nraising the settle-
ment., It is not clear at all that thls fep Just a smord maneuy°r, giyen-thgir his-
tory oF'sél1 outs in the’ past. and represents political dishonesty to the mgsses
they claim to represent.

1. e AN

6. Any coalition between Stalinism anc capitalism o iiovently unstable
and the situation in Vietnam must go onz way or the other A rasumption of hos-
tilities is quite possible in the future ac long as the juzst eapirations of the
Vietnamese people are denied. However. a trnce in the fighting, no matter for
how long, does open up the possibility of the =mergence oI a socialist vanguard
- that is, the relative breathing space that the settlemen’ cnens up raises the
question of arming the workers and peasants to continus ¥the siruggle for self-
determination, to defend their rights, organizations and land, and poses the possi-
bility of a movement against the PRG ané for a workers' and neasanté government.,
We regard the possibility as slight in the immediate period, but it is what we
point to. Por what 1s at issue now is the quastion of the internal regime - and
we give no support to capitalism or Stalinisr on that question.

T+« The following is our tentative program for the Vietnamese situation:
1. No imperialist deals - no lmperialist commissions.

2. Complete, immediate, and unconditionel withdrawal of US troops
disarm the ARVN.
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For military support of the NLF insofar as it defends the Vietnam-

ese people from imperialist forces.

. Immediate release of all war and political prlsoners.

. For the immediate expulsion of the US puppets from the coalition
government or authority. o

For full democratic rights of the Vietnamese people.

Workers' control of prdductlon "~ land to th= peasants.

Arm the workers and peasants - for workers' and peasants’ defense

guards to defend their organizations and their land.

. No political support to the coalition government or the PRG - for

a workers'! ‘and peasants’ government.

\O 10N nF& W

***************

FURTHER NOTIONS ON VIETNLN "PEACE SETTLEMENT

(NOTE: The motions which follow were offered as addltlons to the NAC
motions., A straw poll indicated support for. the Chris H. motions, which
constitute the tentative line of the IS. .Final disposition will take
place at a subsequent meeting.: Point 1-of ‘the following is supported
by SL; points 2 and 3 are not.)

Motions by Chris H.

1. The political character of the present situation is one of armed truce.
The situation is now entering a period of maneuvering which will be twofold in
character: (a) a two-sided maneuvering betwecn the US imperialists and their
puppets, and the indigenous Stalinists (NLF, PRG, North Vietnam) as to who shall
control Vietnam - this is a continuation of the self-determination struggle and
we give support to a victory of the PRG/NLF; (b) a simultaneous struggle by the
Stalinists to consolidate political hegemony in Vietnam and power vis-a-vis the
working class and peasantry - in this we give no support to the PRG/NLF.

2. As between the indigenous Stalinists and the imperialists, the balance
of forces is favorable to the Stalinists in the long run. Imperialism is under-
mined socially in Vietnam and has no indigenous base of support; South Vietnemese
capitalism is a bloated, moribund near-corpse.

3. In the short run, we cannot predict with certainty among possible out-
comes, namely (i) the maintenance of a non-Stalinist regime through interference
by China, the USSR, and the US - possibly a political standoff among all three;
such an outcome would represent a denial of self-determination; (ii) the mainten-
ance of a non-Stalinist regime by the Stalinists themselves; given the independent
nature of the North Vietnamese bureaucracy, this is a short-term possibility only,
related to tactical considerations (relation of political forces, reparations aid,
etc.); (iii) breakdown of coalition regime (inevitable in the long run) and coming
to power of Stalinism - this-would represent the achievement of self-determination,
but on a totalitarian, class basis. We indicate the variant possibilities. We
politically oppose all of them. We point out that without the intervention of a
revolutionary working class, all alternatives are defeats for the Vietnamese peo-
ple and all represent a political usurpation against them. We point out that the
promise of self-determination in the settlement is fraudulent. "No elections,
free or unfree, will settle the fate of Vietnam" - it will be settled by open or
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covert warfare between the contending ruling classes, unless the revolutionary
working class alternative can be built.

Motion by SL

The coalition government or authority will maintain bourgeois property .--
rights even with the Stalinists. in the regime. Over time this 1s'unstéble in
direction. The Stalinists are the only indigenous real force in the country -
therefore we could expect Stalinization over time. However, the inter-imperialist
rivalry <:Russia, China, America, and possibly Japan in future - will have its
impact on the coalition government. This could maintain a stabilization of a
shaky variety so that the balance is not shifted ard the powers brought into con-
flict - a bufier regime. They may be unable to maintain the balance because of
their rivalries and/or Vietnamese upheavals.. The other variant - an organic
shift to a Stalinist soc1ety through palace coup, salami tactics, etc., is far
from excluded but must take into account potential US aid and the possible need
for a US face-saver in the event of change. It is not excluded that the Stelin-
ist Ngrth Vletnamese ‘and Stalinist cadres of the NLF could be (when and if Ameri-
can forces are withdrawn and ARVN disintegrates politically) policing force for
the coalltion government and malntenance of the 1mper1a113t deal.



POLITICAL LINE ON SCHOOL INTEGRATION ‘CASES AND BUSINGi
CHRIS H.

1. Our basic position flows from the domocratic right of any student to at-
tend any school., We distinguish this from a strategy for equality in educa-
tion: we are for the right to attend any school as a democratic. rlght “but

the fight for this right may or may not be part of ‘a strategy for .equal edu-
cation. At various times, the fight for school integration, the fight for
community control, or other strategies have been posed as the best means to
achieve equal education; whether or not any of these p051t10ns was correct,

the distinction between the democratic right and the strategy must be. grasped.
Further, to fail to grasp it leads to confusion. We support the right to
attend any school, and therefore the right to integration. However, at vari-
ous .times - for example in the 1950's- should we have supported this right, and
foughx vigorously beside the blacks struggling for integration, while proposing
further or different strategies for equality? The question is an open one, but
at least the possibility must be grasped. '

i At present, we are politically neither for or against integration.in edu-
“cation. We support the right of integration_so long as this is not to be ac-
complished specifically through lowering the conditions of some students. (In
such a case we must oppose the specific plén, while making clear our overall
support for the right of integration.) In‘specific cases, we may support or
oppose an integration scheme because of specific circumstances - for example,
ulterior purposes such as undermining the position of a teacher uniQn,‘etc. .

Today we do not propose integration as a strategy for ach1ev1ng equal
education. In some cases (for example where specific school district lines
are redrawn, affecting one specific school district) what is involved is not
an overall school policy, but a case of integration for specific groups of
studefitd: In such a case we support the democratic right of those students
to attend whichever school they choose, but do not regard this as speaking at
all to the question of a strategy for equal education, and we make this clear,
(In many cases, the students so affected will be the children of the black
petty-bourgeoisie, povertycrats etc., and while we support their democratic
right, thelr integration offers nothing to the black masses.) In other cases
integration is posed as a general policy for a glven urban area.

In this case, we neither support or oppose integratlon, per se. We make
clear that it is not at this time a strategy for equal education. We do not
support - because we do not see integration of the races per se, or integration
between less and more privileged sectors, ‘as a solu*.-n to the problems of the
most oppressed even in the short run. The problem~A§: not result from phy51cal
sepatation from the white race nor from psychologicai separatlon from the "more
motivated," but from poorer education in the context of an oppresssd -status
within society as a whole. Integration schemes mérely propose to achieve a given
ratio of blacks to whites. In the context of declining educational services in
general, this is no solution even in the short run - after a- shont period -of
time the social and educational problems would reappear in"a new context. We
do not oppose - because the way is left open for demands for improved services
to all to counter the deterioration which can be forecast. ‘But the solution
. to the educational problems of the most oppressed lies in a cotibined struggle
for better education and against the social oppression which is the context for
black oppression in education.

1. Adopted by N4C as basis for amendment.



Busing and Scnool Integration 2= Chris H.

2. We OPPOSE two-way busing schemes, or other plans which send some stu-
dents to worse schools than those they now attend. This is an exception to
our general support for the right of 1ntegrat10n. The basis for this is that
bused to the "better"schools, two-way busing imposes an immediate penalty on
whites and others to be buseéd to the "worse" schools. In an immediate sense,
it makes them pay for the benefits accorded the others. Even if. the benefits
vere redl and not illusory, we oppose benefits made for one sectionof the:
working class at the direct expense of another, even if the other is more
rivileged. g :

;3} - Our 1mmed1ate response to white attempts to prevent 1ntegration iss -
 defense of the blacks. This means not simply physical defense against-attack,
‘but also defense_of their right to attend the school. This is based, firsty :
on our support for the righ* of blacks, or anyone, to attend any school :they
wish; second, on the eoncrete necessity of defending this right as a pre-
requisite for propagandizing on any long-term stictegy to blacks; third, on our: % . , wh
method, which is not to counterpose a successful long-term strategy to a mis-
taken short-term strategy unless the latter involves an attack om other sec-
tions of the class. We stand with blacks in their attempt to achieve better
conditions and-defend them even where we believe the strategy is. mistaken, ‘80
long as the strategy is not directed against other workers.

h.' We state this support in the context of denouncing the integration

schemes of today as false strategies involving no real gains for blacks and :
designed, by their liberal proponents, to grant token gains at the expense of

whites and to rivet the attention of the black masses on false goals. The .

liberal strategy is counterposed to a strategy of mass action, either for those

or other ends. We call for black workers' organizations and black community

groups to organlze mass action around thse demands: .

Better educatlon - a crash program to build new schools with smaller class

. sige, full facilities, etc. Full support to teacher unionism. Non-.
racist education - end racist indoctrination and provide studles in
black history, etc. '

Full employment - jobs for blacks, jobs for all. Equal work, equal pay
for blacks in all jobs. 30 hour work week at full 40 hours' pay
'to end unemployment. End forced-work schemes

,Rebuild the cities - low cost’ hou51ng for all, cheap mass transportation,
free health recreation, and cultural facilities, - i

Convert the Arms Economy, Tax Corporate and Finance Income to flnance
soc;al reconstruction. " No tax on incomes under $12,000 &’ year.

Defend.tnevBlaok Community - for workers' defense organizations to defend
the,black community against government, plice and racist mob.action.

5. Our implementation of this program and for points 1l-4 above is in the
.main propagandistic. The main vehicle for'this:propaganda is our press; however,
.in arenas where we may be active, espe¢ially in rank and file organizations and

rank and file newspapers with black readership/membership, we seek to present in

propagendistic form as much of the above position and specific: program as may be

.appropriate. In the AFT, we work to build support for the above- point on educa-
"tion in an active sense, i.e., to build support for this demand and to include it

in the program of groups in which we may be active.



THESES ON CANARSIE
BY JACK T.

1. Two schools in the Canarsie section of Brooklyh were closed during the
week of October 16-21. They were closed by parents of white students demon-
strating outside the buildings and sitting in to protest the transfer of 34
black students from an adjacent school dlstrlct ‘to John Wilson school and the
impending transfer of 50 others to the Isaac Bildersee school, There. was no,
question of bussing anybody, and certalnly no question of busslng whltes to

.black schools. :

2, The whites, in what has become standard practice, insisted that their
reasons for taking such militant action had noth:.nvr to do with race o racism.
:‘The issue, they said, was overcrowding. The ‘New York Times reported

"The John Wilson enrollment of 1600 is 8% over capacity, according to. the
Board of Education. Parents barricaded inside the school argued that the influx
of. seventh graders from Tilden Houses would seriously overcrowd the school's
_classes for slow learners, where enrollments are’'kept at a minimum to prov1de
opportunities for greater individual attentloh from the teachers.

The parents also expressed resentment over John Wilson's lack of special
_funds for the kind of remedial programs, teachers' aides and paraprofessional
classroom workers that are paid for in Brownsville schools through special
Federal and state grants.,” :

These issues are clearly important ones, but they are ones that are only
raited under these circumstances. They serve as a smokescreen to hide what is
clearly the real issue behind the opposition to blacks: racist exclusion of
blacks. Anytime students are transferred from one school district to another,
w1thout corresponding students being transferred out or new funds belng added,
{lt can be argued that standards will.deteriorate. Had the racist whites in Little
Rock been more sophisticated they too could with equal legitimacy have claimed
the issue was 'quality education?.

3+ There appears to be no question as to where the blacks stand: for them
it has become a matter of principle. Black students sat outside the school all
day long in busses "the white parents refusing to let them in the school and
their own determined parents refusing to let them go home.," (New York Times)
Blagk parents, supported by parents of blacks who already attend John Wilson
school rejected an offer to go to Bildersee school., Folarization between
blacks and whites grew. Both black and white parents received additional sup-
port from other blacks and whites in the community.

L, Our assessment of the situation is that it is pitting Whifes against”
blacks under circumstances which tend to increase racial animosities, break
down..the possibility of unified class struggle. and open both up to a crippling
attack.

5. The only alternative open to blacks is to attend more crowded schools
with worse facilities and to obtain what is generally a worse education . (The
much’ gteater overcrowding of the black schools was the original reason for the
transfers.) The implications of this alternative are the same as those in point
4, above. That is, a racially divided and hostile working class, only this time
wlth blacks institutionally subordinated to whites. That is not an acceptable
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alternative to the blacks, nor is it acceptable to us. Under these circum-
stances, appeals to blacks to join whites in a class movement of benefit to
both would ring very hollow. '

6. We therefore support the right of the blacks to attend the schools of
their choice. Since the Canarsie schools cppear to be their choice, we defend
their right to attend these schools specifically. We further state that they
are correct to wish to do so and we in fact would urge them to do so in order
to end the situation described in point 5. above. '

» 7. We also direct propaganda to the whites, We state that they are al-
lowing them to be used; that their exploiters, the capitalists, attempt to pit
black and white workers against one another; that I8, .:a situation such as
thbs in which there is a ruling class anti-working-class offensive taking
place, these skirmishes only soften both up for the kill; that they should
seek to build a movement to launch an offensive for genuine quality education
at the expense of the corporations and the rich; to fight for smaller classes,
special facilities for slow learners and other remedial programs, and the
other issues which they themselves raised, and to fight for broader working
class interests; that in order to launch and carry out such a struggle, they
need a united movement of both black and white workers; that in order to build
such a movement they must have the support of blacks; that this support is on-
ly obtainable on the basis of black equality; and that therefore from their
own point of view (that of the white workers) they must support the black de-
mands .,

8. We call upon and urge the blacks to join us in the above-described
approach to whites: to attempt to initiate a broader struggle and to call upon
and encourage whites to join them in that struggle, and to make the arguments
we ourselves make in point 7. above. But, in keeping with our general methodology
of never asking oppressed groups to subordinate their special demands, we do not
make our support for their struggle conditional upon their acceptance of that
position, nor upon anything else. '

. 9. The latest occurrence in this matter is a ruling by Chancellor Harvey
Scribner of the New York City school system. Scribner, bowing to the pressure
of the racist whites, reversed the order and prohibited the black students
from entering John Wilson School. Police were brought in to squelch efforts
by black parents, insisting their children be allowed in thelschool, to get
them in. This step represents a dramatic, serious and dangerous reversal of
the trend toward integration of schools that began in 195k. An official act
taken to reverse that trend and prohibiting blacks who were actively seeking
entrance into the white schools from gaining it, if allowed to stand, will
mean a deceat for blacks. In the climate of racial hostilijpy«wkich is deve-
loping it i1s not likely to be the last. We condemn the new ruling and demand
that John Wilson and other schools be opened to black access,

. (This statement adopted by NAC with the exception of the final sentence in
paragraph 6 and the final sentence in paragraph 8.)



WHAT S WRONG WITH THE THEORIES OF STATE CAPITALISM
by lLeviu bradley

Charles Leinenweber ‘s doeument on *The Theory of State Capitalism,* Bulletin
28 argues that the Law of Value applies to Stalinist societies. This is one theory
of state capitalism; others include Cliff and Mattick. A critique. of Leinenweber®s .
theory can help us understand what is wrong with the theories of state capitalism
and why the Stalinist societies are bureaucratic collectivist.

Leinenweber says p. 6 “where labor is explcited and where there is accumulation,
the law of value operates.” He talks about the relationships of workers to.each other
ina society where the law of value holds p. 5: ¥ . . . Workers work in relationship
to each other, They work in relationship to each other, and larxist theory so far as
it is a social theory, expresses the fact that workers work in relationship to each
other. That's why it‘’s got to be general labor, that’s why it’s got to be abstract labor.
You don't look at the law of value operating in one commodity produced by one worker,
It's got to be social.® This understanding of the law of value is fundamentally mistaken,

Under feudalism, for example, labor is exploited and accumulation occurs, yet
the law of value doesn®t hold., Leinenweber®s discussion of workers acting in relationship
to each other is too general-~that relationship:must be mediated through exchange for
the law of value to hold. On a feudal manor,.various serfs who are bound to the land,
toil and make their living. They pay a considerable proportion of thier grain to their
Iord as the customary rent, have to mill their ' grain at the lord‘s mill and have to
work as forced labor on the corvée:; The relationship between producers and consumers
in the manor economy, and between manors, is not one regulated by the law of value.’
There is no commodity production in the Marxist sense in such an econowmy, that is,
the goods produced are not bought and sold. Labor is exploited, that is, the worker does
not get the full product of his labor; it is éxpropriated by the lord. The expropriated
part is surplus produet, there is exploitation, but no value and no surplus value,
There are use values but no exchange values and no cowmodities., Yet there is accumulation,
At times the manor economy stagnates, but at other tiwes it grows. When ever the means
of production and the employment of labor increases there is accumulation. Of eourse
the system is not driven by accumulation, but accumulation occurs. So-feudalism is a
system where exploitation and accumulation occur, but where theré is no commodlty
production, no exhange value and the law’ of value doesn“t hldd,

Capitalism is the first social system.lnjthe*world where commodity production -
dominates, where the law of value regulates society, where the society is driven by the
push for acuumulation. Let us examine further the nature of commodity production in
a capitalist society. If I make myself a table lamp with my do-it-yourself equipment
which I use in my home this is not commodity production. The lamn may be identical
toalamp produced by a capitalist enerrprise which I can buy in a store, but as long
as I don’t sell it, it is not a commodity. (If I should sell it, its price will be
determined by the socially necessary labor time it tekes to hroducc lamps in the society.
If it takes me five hours to produce a lamp, but takes the average capitalist Jdamn factory
twenty minutes the price I can get for my lamn will vary accordingly.) -

In a tractor factory workers interact, They ‘relate®™ to onc another. But the1r
relationships to each other are determined by the production of use values, the various
parts and eventually the completed tractor. Altough the capitalists keep a careful
accounting of the production of each worker, the relationships between the workers is
not determined by the exchange of commodities, but by their functions in the actual
production process,

) Consider now the schools run by a caplt‘llst state, or the diplomatic corps. School
buildings and embassiocs are built, contractors and construction workers are paid money.
Once in operation janitors, teachers and diplomats are paid wages or salaries. Yet

what is the product: the education of students or diplomacy. Education is "“free,* that,
is, the pupil doss not have to pay a fee to go to school, yet we 21l know this is paid
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for through taxes. Now the working population pays Zor and uses other services, for
example, the neighborhood bowling alley. The difference is that the worker has to pay
directly for each'use of the bowling alley--a commodity in the form of an intangible
good or service--while the schools are operated through the medium of the state as a

whole. A

~ Leinenweber says that capitalism is not production for profit but for accumulation. (p,1
Here he confuses profit with capitalist consumption. Surplus value is the value of the J
total product produced in the society above the necessary value consumed by the working
class. It takes the form of profit, interest, and remt. Profit is the excess of revenues
from sales over the operating expenses of an actual capitalist enterprise. Through the
price mechanism,, supply and demand, monopoly, etc. a given capitalist enterprise-may
get more or less of a share of the total surplus value in proportion to its invested
capital. The individual enterprise does not get a return in »roportion to its invested
-¢apital, but according to its fortunes on the market, yet the rate of return is roughly
proportionate to the invested capital due to the tendency for an averaging of the rate
-of profit between industries of high and low profitabi ity.

i As an example take the case of normal corporate capitalist commodity production.

If an auto company is producing several lines of cars, each must be.profitable. If an
Edsel is produced, for éxample, it is quickly phased out. Every plant and product line
must operate at a profit (revenues exceeding expenses) and even a sufficiently high rate
of profit or it will be closed down. :

©  The way profit regulates the accumulation of capital is as follows: If a certain
line of production is profitable capital flows into that area, accumulation takes place.
If a line is unprofitable or not profitable enough no.accumulation will take place,
despite the needs of the society. Thus there is a great need for low cost housing, but
due to:mortgage rates, costs of production, etc., private capitalism cannot fill the
need at the necessary low.cost profitably, so such investment is left to the government
if it occurs at ali. ' '

- Now considct subsidizeod industries, such as the airlines., They receive subsidies
‘in- the form of air mail and government built airport facilities., Yet they can go bank-
rupt, and if a big enough producer is involved the state may have to come in to prop
them up. * : R '

" 'There is a world of difference between state economic functions and those of capi-
talist, profit making enterprises. Even General Motors, a corporation bigger than the
economies of most of the countries in the world, is dependent on a market and. consumer
purchases for its sales. It has to realize its profits through the sale of its commodi-
ties. < But the state has something that neither General Motors, AT&T, nor any other
corporation has, the power of taxation. By fiat, backed by laws and ultimately by
Jails and ‘the power of confiscation, it can get revenues, It does, not depend upon the
selling of commodities.on the market for its income, The diplomatic service and the
courts are in part economic functions., Their victims do not purchase their services
as commodities; they are financed out of the general exchequer.

Some countries, such as France, run state capitalist enterprises, such as Renault.
Instead of the stocks and bonds being owned by private capitalists they are owned by
the state. The enterprise is run by the old. board or a similar board, and along essotne
tially the same lines, Its commodities are sold on the market in competition with pri-
vate capitalist firms for a profit. Occassionally they may have a bad year, and make
up the loss from their own funds.

*  There is obviously a qualitative difference between running a car company for profit
and operating a public service such as schools or hospitals, The difference is between
commodity production and that of services provided out of the gener2l exchequer. If
a city run bus company becomes “free® it isnot really free, but it simply means that
travellers can ride for free, while the service is maintained out of general government
revenues which all tax payers support.

In advance capitalist society there is an increasing encroachment of statification
and governmental bureaucratic control. Sections of private capitalist cowmodity produc-
ing sections of the economy are increasingly taken over by the state. Further, the state
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increasingly carries out production for its own use. When I make something for my
own use it is not a commodity, has no exchange value, but has a use value. When the
government operates its own arsenals to produce weapons for its own use which aren't
sold on. the market the same applies. '

Consider the case of the statification of a once profitable enterprise, such as
city bus lines, This case will illustrate the nature of competitive production, the
law of value, and the limits ofthe capitalist system. At one time bus lines, street
cars, and subways were private cnterprizes run for profit. They competed against alter-
nate modes of transportation in the city, e.g. horse carts, bicycles, foot traffic, etc.
Over the years with the development of alternate forms of transportation the value rela-
tionship changed. Auto cars and truck services became wore important in the cities.

©  Now in connection with cach use valuc of bus transportation there is a socially
determined exchange value. The casec is simple enough that it can be thoroughly examined.
Bus companie$’ costs are made up of the cost of buses, the wages of drivers and mechanics,
the cost of fuel and the maintenance of bus barns. There are a few bus manufacturers

in the country who compete against cach other, but there are certain basic parts and
concommitant expenses that have to go into each bus, such as a diesel engine, seats," etc,
The wages for drivers and mechanics are determined by the local labor market. It is possie
ble to figure out the exact amount of labor time that goes into each passenger-mile,

e.g. how much time the bus driver works to bring one passenger a mile, how much labor

time goes into producing one bus and then how much goes into one passenger-uile as deter-
mined by the 1ifec of a bus. Similarly we can calculate how much labor time is expended
for one passenger mile of taxi travel or personal auto travel, Now labor time is not
directly transferred into prices, because the labor time of a bus driver may be paid

more than that of a taxi driver, while a wechanic will be paid still more, Further,

the fact that there are only six bus producers enables them to get together to extract

a monopoly price for their product, where bicyclc manufacturers may be very competitive,
with foreign imports based on cheap labor underselling the domestic production, ete,

The effect is that there are differential prices for each mode of transportation, These
prices are constantly changing due to new inventions, changes in productivity, and in °
the relationship of prices to labor tine. .

Over the years privately owned bus transportation could not comnete effectively
against altérnate modes of transportation. There were just certain minimal costs for
operating 2 bus service beyond which a company couldn’t go without operating at a loss,
This price reflects the cost of the various commodity imputs to the production of‘a
given use value~-one bus ride. It became definitely cheaver for a consumer to travel
from one place to another by another means of transportation, e.g. owning a car, taking
a ‘taxi, hitchkiking, etc. Bus companies throughout the country began to loose.money.
For many years various progressives nad been calling for the municipalization of
buses as an essential public service. But what forced the capitalist.class to carry
out such a drastic move against private property is that bus services are essential
to0 a capitalist labor market., The cost of buying a car is just too high for some
workers that they won®t be able to get to work wijhout a bus service. It is worth
it to the capitalists to get their workers to work even if it means violating
capitalist norms with a state run enterprise.

Now if the State wants to maintain the bus service it faces the exact same
economic problems as its capitalist predecessors. If it charges enough to cover the
actual production costs, even without a profit, its service will be »riced so high
that people will use other means of transportation. So the State will onerate”™ =~
the buses at a loss, subsidizing it out of the general exchequer. When the bus company
is operated year after year at a loss it is obvious that it is not performing like
' any other capitalist enterprise, Capitalist accounting scrupnles constattly lead
politicians to raise bus-rates in order to try to make a profit, but in so doing
they only drive away riders and revenues fall. Like the capitalist enterprise before them
they find there is no way to opeaate it at a profit; it is kept alive out of the funds
of the general treasury.
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The difference between state enternrises run at a loss ond subsicdized nrivate
enterprises is that the latter still depend on their ablllty to realize a vroflt on
the market. They may be dreogged along for years by subsidies, but when the underlying
value relationshins change in relation to other competing industries, eventually
a full state takeover must come. This is what happened to Rolls Royce in England., The
Penn Central, recently bailed out of bankruptey, is still operating at a loss, If this
continues it will almost certainly have to be nationalized, since the entire Eastern
United States denends on it, And as long as it is not makinga profit, or even a high
enough profit, private investors will not bail it out. This is why all but one commuter

“railroad in the US is no government operated, and that one was recently bought by

its employees and also faces being driven out of business by a competing public bus service,

The law of value means that commodities exchange on the markct, that they have both
use value and exchange value, Also the law of value regulated the whole system. It

" determines therate of profit, the nature of investments and the fluctuations of the

system, Leinenweber himself supplies the evidence that this does not occur in the
Stalinist countries, and unwittingly outlines the economic nature of bureaucratlc

.collect1V1st societies..

Leinenweber says, ‘the commodity market is eliminated® p. 6 under Stalinist
societies. Further, “the state regulates thewhle system, and collctively accumulates
for the whole thing, 411 of this. It decides the allocation of accumulation; it decides

 the rate of accumulation for everything.® p. 8, Further, “ . . . there is no longer

fetishism of the commodity, but there is instend fetishism of the plan. That is,
the social relationships at the point of production arc manifested instead of in the
inter~relationsh1ps of eommodities, those social relationships are manifested in

the ‘fulfillment of the plan.® p. 6.

Bureaucratic collectivism is 2 social system where the bureaucratic ruling class
eontrols the economy. It does not obey the laws of capitalism, there is no commodity
production for profit, there is no commodity market, no commodities, and no exchange
vdlue, The law of value does not regulate the rate of profit, nor where accumulation
occurs, tht is where labor and machines are to be allocated. The society is regulated
by bureaucratic planning. Prices bear a completely irroational relationship to 1abor
t;mes, and there are no (exchange) values procduced in the socicty.

If we take Leinenwerer’s example of steel, we can see how he ignores the whole
question of profit. Leinenweber gives the example of private capitalist-steel production
where a‘piece of steel sells for $100, of which 370 covers material costs, $20 wages and
$10 'surplus value which is used for accululation. In the “state capitalist® case an
equlvalent piece of steel sells for $100. $70 is material costs,+$30 wages of which $15
are taken in taxes and used for accumulation.

What Leinenweber ignores is that Stalinist steel does not steel at its production
costs, but considerably below it, for example, for' 360. In order to stimulate heavy-
industry and accurmlation steel is sold at a considerable loss in order to make it
cheap, while steel and other capital goods industries are maintained with heavy subsidies,
Prices bear no relationship to production costs or labor time, but instead are
bureaucraticly determined., The steel mill does not have to find new markets to obtain
a profit, for there is no market. Steel is allocated herc and there according t5
the political needs of the burcweracy and how it wants to see economic development
take place.

Vhat has been said above can be applied to what Tony Cliff says in his book Russia:
A Marxist fnalysis. Cliff argues that the law of value does not hold internally in
Russia, "Hence if one examines the relations within the Russian economy, one is bound
to conclude that the source of the law of valuc, as the motor and regulator of production,
is not to be found in it. In essence, the laws prevailing in thc relations between the
the enterprises and between the labourers and the emnloyer-state would be no different




if Russia were one big factory managed directly from one centre, and if all the labourers
reccived the goods they consumed directly in kind.® (p. 159) Cliff therefore looks to

the relationship of Russia with the rest of the world to find the operation of the law

of value, ‘Because intcernational competition takes mainly a military form, the law

of valuec expresses itself in its opposite, viz. a striving after use values.” “Value-

is the expression of competition betwecn independent producers; Russia's competition

with the rcst of the world is expressed by the elevation of use values into an end, serving
the ultimate end of victory in the competition, Usc values, while being an end, still
remain a means.® And further, "Use valucs have become the aim of capitalist productio. Pp.1¢

Cliff’s “the law of value expresses itself in its opposite, viz a striwmg after
uge values' negates the law of value itself. Capitalism means commodity production for
profit., The commodity has a dual character, that of a use value, and of an exchange
value, This is what the first valume of Capital is all about.

Finally a few quotes from Paul #attick®s chapter "State-Capitalism and the Mixed
Economy, * from his book Marx 2nd Keynes will show that although Mattick considers
the Stalinist economies to be state-capitalist, he, likc Leinenweber, indicates all the
ways in whic there is no commodity productinn for profit, and the bureaucracy replaces.
the functions of the law of value under private capitalism.

Mattick discusses the production and control of the social surplus. ‘lMoney wages
are paid to the workers, whose function it is to create a value greater than that
represented by their wages. This surplus is allocated inaccordance with the decisions
of governments.“ (pp. 289) Further, “The. surplus-oroduct no longer requires market
competition in order to be realized as. 7rof1t it derives its specific material character,
and its distribution, from conscious de0151ons on the part of the stote's plannlng
agencies. That these decisions are co-determined by international economic and politiaal
competition and by thc requirements of accumulation does not alter the fact that
the lack of an internal capital market demands a ccntrally—determlned direct system
of decision-making with regard to the "llocatlon of the total social labor and the
distri ution of the total social product.® p. 290

Mattick sees behind “thc use of capitalistic incentives in stae-capitalist’
economy, They do no affect the control of investments by govermment, nor ‘its control of
total social production and its division in accordance with a general plan., Wherever
the outcome of. these "innovations® does not suit the general plan, a government veto
can change the situation either by decree or through a change in pricing policies.

The limited °free market® can at any time be susponded by the real nower relations
which stand behind the pscudo-market rclations.” (pe. 291)

Earlier in his book when Hattick explains inrx®s view of capitalism he correctly
points out that when liarx ‘spedaks of the 'self-expansion of capital, of ‘accumulation
for the sake of accumulation,® he speaks of the compulsive and never-resting drive for
exchange-values” p. 97. -

Virtually all previous societies had accumulation, which is another word for
expanded reproduction, Only capitalism made accumulation the driving force of the
society. Becausc Stalinism also practices accumulation for accumulation’s sake :
does not make it capitalist. Theoretically there could be a state capitalist society.
It would be 2 commodity produc-ing society where production was regulated by profits
and the law of value. The burcaucratic ruling class came into power on the ruins of
capitalist society when th working class was defcated or quiescent. In strengthening
its own class pwoer it attempts to rapidly industrialize its country, subordinating
consumption to production. It's control of the nationnlized economy enabled it to
suppress commodity production and use the state nlan to destroy the nrice mechanism
and the tyranny of the market., The basic defining characteristics of a bureaucratic
collectivist society is the relations of socinl classes to production, The working
class works for wages, where thc buresucrncy contrils the economy and state and makes
a1l the basic econowmic decisionsThe burcaucratic class arose in oppositon to the private
capitalist class which it expropriates and these two classes are mortal ecemies. The
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cafbalist makes his living through the private ownership of the means of production,
the burecucratic through his ploce in the collective burchucratic hierarchy.

The question of this paner is what economic laws the bureaucratic collectivist
economy obeys, We have seen how instead of the law of value regulating production,
the rate of profit and investment,in Stalinist socicties 2ll this is done by the
bureaucracy through its political control of the econowmy.

This does not mean that burcaucratic collectivism as a social system cannot
develop in a state capitalist direction., Capitalism itself has gone through tremendous
changes, from a time of ‘bnsically handicraft industry to the permancnt arms economy
and the invading bureacratic negation of the law of value of today,

In Yugoslavie, for cxample, production is increasingly regulnted by profitability.
Instc1d of the League of Communlsts (CP) determingng investments according to political
priorities, tho central banks invest nccording to the profitablility of individu-l
firms. Thse firms not only practice sclf financing, but they can trade with foreign
countries individually even to thc detriment of domestic firms which need their products
if they can get a better pricc abraod. The society is incres singly oriented tOWards
consumers goods rather than capital goods production. In the political sphere the right
t9 strike is cssentially recognigzed, with thc government compiling official strike
statistics, The Lea.guc of Communists still has 2 totnlitiainn strwuiohold over the
country ~nd remains a bureaucratic ruling class.

Similar developuents are occurring in Hungary and in lesser forms in other

" Eastern Buropean countrics This prescnts no problems for the theory of bureaucratic

cdllectivism, which is a generic characteriztion of the social relations of production
in Stalinist societies. While the general cconomic characteristic of burecaucratic
collectivist societies is the destruction of the market, commodity production, exchange

value and the law of value as the regulator of society, while the brrecucratic plan instead

regulates the socicty, this need not always be so. We must always be alive for the
changes occurring baucath the surface and within the generel fremework of a given clas$
society. Thc genernl situation for bureaucratic collcctivist societies is to have

a burcaucratic, not a state capitnlist economy. If the economy should become more

and more state capitaliste-commodity production for profit--this would not signify a
social revolution, for the same bureaucratic collecctivist class woulcd hold power. It
would mean a2 change in the dynamic and regulation of the economy,

State capitalism then is not an impossibility; it may be developing in some states.
But is is not the norm of Stalinist ‘socicties as we have known them up to this time.
Thosc theorcticinns who call Russia state capitalist hove to argue that capitalism is
ndt commodity productin for profit but something clse. They cither make the meaning
of ‘the law of V“lud 50 broad that is can apply to any class soceity which has
economic growth--Lelnenweber, “where labor is exploited and where there is accumulation,
the law of value operates‘--or add that it means accumulation for accumulation's sake,
or like Cliff they turn the low of value into its non-scnsicel opposite, the production
of use values. Only the theory of bureaucratic collectivism, by explaingng not only
the buraucratic ruling class in its social relotions to the working class and private
capitalist class, but nlso by explaining the burenucatic economy in contradistinction
ot ‘the profit producing commodity society, can celucidate the devlopment of bureaucatic
collectivist society in o state capitalist direction, should that occur.



AN OPEN LETTER TO SY LANDY

Preface

Apologies are in order, both for the length of the-
following document and its physical appearance -- bad
print, etc., The proper materials were .impossible to ob-
tain to produce a good stencil. The length is accounted
for in that the document is really two documents: the
first is a critique of our elections policy and, more im-
portant, the methodology it reflects; the second, a dis-
cussion of "SWP Regroupment,® the most crucial guestion
now before the organization. ;

Those who are not interested in the first question
are urged to read the discussion of the second, which
starts midway through page four. It is my personal oD-
inion that the two questions are inseparable. Both flow
from Landy's opnortunist response to the problems we face
and the sectarianism that inevitably accompanies that.
Both are marked by a seeming inability on Landy's part
(again a hallmark of sectarianism-onportunism) to approach
any question or any political or social phenomena transi-
tionally, that is dialectically. In part, I suspect, this
reflects an opinion of Landy's, conscious or unconscious,
that we cannot recruit from or have any influence within
the working class in the present period, This is perhaps
a correct belief on his part, but one to which his response
is erroneous or wholly inadequate.:

None of the above is meant as a polemic, nor is any
part of the following document. It is not my wish to start
a contest of rhetoigc, but to commence & political dis-. .
cussion. lor are the suggestions regardii | recTuit:
of "workers state" adherants meant-t§ re%ggcghipggcgg}ggﬁnt
pugn the loyalty of any who have previously joined us. and
proven, to the best of my knowledge, excellent comradés.

Wayne C.
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i Onen Letter to Sy Landy

Dear Corirade:

I rerret thet I rmust use the "Oven Letter" as a formeof
comnunication, Customarily, it is used only yhen addressing
political omponents, 'ith the object of creating nropaganda,
That, of course, is not my intent here. But I feel that the
jssues are of considerable importance for the organization
and should be discussed ovnenly before the membership. Ex-
perience has shown that communicetions with the N,0. on
political cuestions meet with no resnonse, unless, Derhaps,
The particular correspondents are nenbers of the najority or
minority factions.

It should come as no surnrise to you that there is sonme
dissatisfaction with recent develonmments in the organizatiog.

i noi i many of_us fee
?%é% ?getﬁgongggiﬁoﬁoé%t%h%fng%eNE%e%g%%%gfng‘tﬂe elections}
second, the nosition put forvard by yoursclf on "Orientation
Toward SWP Regroupment, ™ published in biational kenort i 12,
September 2o, 1972,

No one lnows better then yourself, that there has been
no discussion of our attitude on the 1972 Presicdential elec-
tions within the orgenization., Indeed, there wvas but one
document concerning the question prior to the National
convention, the document co-authored by yourself arguing
for "critical su mort™ to the candidates of the Sur,

There was no ansvering argument from anyone in subse-
quent issues of the Bulletin, to this day., That was not the
result of any accident, nor, of course, of massive agreement,
No one of my acquaintance took the document seriously. On my
part, I had exnected that the question of political action
would be discussed at some noint during the Convention,

The branch of which.I ar & member did not teke your
document seriously either, The document represented a fun-

demental breal vith our vnolitical tradition 9
Workers Party urged o nrotést vote for any St tﬁ% %o%?éig%e

candidates, Then and thereafter, they did not endorse the
candidature of the S,

Moreover, your document vas regarded as of relatively
minor importancc by the delegates to the Convention. Were
that not the case, any discussion of it would not have been
§zgled to the Nationel Comrnittee or LY that body to the
The docufient itself, left much to be desired -- in the
way of argument, factual information, historical accuracy,
and comradely integrity. It contained not one theoretical
grounent, not one attenpt to evaluate the period or its
possibilities, not one accurate statement regarding the
Peace and Frecdon effort of 1967-8, It was, in short, an
amalgan of distortions, half-truths, and seetsrian false-
hood -- "centrist," metty-bourceois," "class duty," for
examn}e. iovever, this is not the »lace to engage’in a re-
futation or analysis of vour document, or your ignorance

of the PFP, at least so far as its orranization in Calif-
ornlia is concerned,



{1 substance, &s the document cendidly admitted (in
pessing), the real reason for the position vas that ve could
possibly recruit from the SiP. Needless to say, such re-
cruitment would be all the easier if ve were to adopt the
position that the USSR is a degenerated vorkers stete, or
thet the Russian Question was no_longer axial to our defin-
{tion of socialism, or the social force that cam bring it
into beinrs, the working class. 2w T W L.

The NAC resolution regarding voting end political sup=-
nort -- it amounts to support, na.matter in vhat form it is
disguised -- is nost unfortunate, It reflegts the most in-
veterate sectarianism on the one hand, end the most unprin-
cipled onportunism on the other., A1l this, leaving aside
for the moment the high-handed and undemocratic fashion in
which)it was arrived at. (The inclusion of the SLP is a
cover).

It is true that the Tasks & rerspectives docunient a-
donted at the Convention, after emendment, did not discuss
the question of the Presidential elections. It did not
discuss political develovrients in the U.S. in_any coherent
manner at all, and for that reason several dele(ates felt
bound to vote =rainst its adontion, stating so in the min-
utes of the Convention., But the absence of any statement
regarding the elections in that document did not give the
NAC carte blanche to do vith 1t as they wished, and cer-
tainly not vithout commencing & discussion within the or-
gaglzation, or at least vithout a full discussion on the

Now the paner has come out with an editorial endorsing
the SWP or SLP. A& the only concrete camvaign being waged
is that of the SWP, this amounts to effective endorsement of
their campgign. Vie may as well have been clear about that,
The editorial attacked lic Govern, Nixon, Wallace, then en-
dorsed the SWP, albeit critically (in this case hcritically"
is a pseudonym for sectarian). There was not one mention
of- the Snock campaign., The NAC knows Sphock is running,
1 Jer they are afraia to mention Spock for fear their
readers may vote for him, contrary to the injunctions of
the Workers Power editorial, or they are unwilling or un-
able to attack the campaign or to justify their failure to
supporp it, I suspect the latter -- it would be just too .
sectarian, even for them, to confess to it in public. ’

) qust a word here on Marxian method of characterizing
political parties, a full discussion of which we, reserve for
a later iccue. . a S

As qpmrade Castle stated in an article that should ap-
pear in lorkers Power before this document is nublished,
political parties are expressions of social forces and ’
socia} novenents. lUhen new political movements or parties
come into beins, they are generally led by intellectuals
who are rggectlng or breaking with the programs ard policies
of established political movenents. Thus, they are '




transitional phenomena. Unless they sink clgss ?oots they
will be merely trangitcry »phenomena, collapslng.lnto the
void, or ultimately turning toverd other establicshed move-
nents.

In america today, there is no politically labor move=-
mnent., Hence no established working class movement aeting
for itself which would then be capable, without rniore, of
attracting the leftvard moving formations. But there are
the signs of a Dotential awvakening of the vorking class
on the one hand, and the fact that the attack on its
standard of living, its conditions of work, its form of
organization will continue regardless of any change in the
administration in lashington. o

What is needed is indenendent political action of the
working class. A Drerequisite for such a political movement
coming into-existence is the recognition, first of the
possibility, then of the necessity for such action, In
other vords, a fundamnental restructuring and ordering of
the political and electoral processes in the minds of the
Anerican working class. For such a movement to be pro-
gressive in our view, given the divisions vithin the class,
it is necessary not only that it reflect heightened class-.
consciousness and thus fecilitate the class struggle, but thet
it advance the interest of vorkers gs a class, that is, hasten
the advent of socialism or socielist consciousness.. Ilence,
it must be both anti-racist and anti-imperialist. Against
the first, because it divides the class; against the second
because, regardless of short range benefit to the class, it
perpetuates its servitude to the capitalist system, as well
as pernetuating imperialist slaughter and oppression abroad
and further reinforcing the racist attitudes that divide the
class. . '

-The ennesranc: of such leftward moving forces as the
PFP or the Snock campaign should be welcomed. and supported,
not castigated and awoided.’ Not only are they transitional
phenomena, but socialists should have a transitional ap-
nroach toward them, as we have toward the consciousness of’
the working class. They can be a useful tool in demon- '
strating the possibility of indenendent nolitical action
and the necescity for it, as well as providing the context
for raising anti-racist and anti-iuperialist demands in a
volitical way within the working class., Hence, socialists™
‘should vork with such movements, build them, and link their

grovth and develomment to the growth of a nolitically con-
scious wvorking class, just as revolutionary socialists
worked with the RDR (Revolutionary Democratic negroupment)
in 1946-8 in PFrance or the PSU vhen it spnlit with the
SFIO in Fiance over the Algerian war,
_At.the level of strupg itic! elor :
the Workgng giass %Ode, %%%ﬁ ggglgg%%géia%n%ggg% ?%Sngaﬁﬁot
ce anything but prosressive for both gréups. In.other
words, leftward moving intellectuals or political formationsg
can prove a catalyst to the awakening of political class
consciousness amon{, the american vorking class, even as the
activity of socialists in such groupings can give then a
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proletarian nersnective &nd channel their development toward
the vorking class. Given the realities of the present per-
iod, the same methodolosy, diclectics, demands support of the
Spock campaipgn,

Against this Landy offers us a static view of the rorld,
which sees individuals oermanently bound by their class ori-
rins at birth, and rigid categories of »olitical phenomena —-
cenitalist and nroletarien narties, nothing else. within
such a scheine there is no possibility of wmovement, change,
or molitical evolution. Such ig the nethodology of vulgar’
Marrists and emniricists, vho taiie the world as they fiad
it and retreat into sterile sectcrienism on the one hend,
and gross opportunisi on the other, »

Now that the election cam»aigfn is over or nearly over,
the guestions raised here regarding nethodology have ‘less
immediacy than tvhen the bullz of this document was written.
But the methodolory of Landy (that of iant, not liarx) is

still important -- because it must be rejected
At all events, none of this should obscure what is
nerhaps the most crucial noint -- that the decision of

political endorsement was one thet should not have been
taken without a thorough discussion by the menbershin, or
exnlicit consultation vith the N.C. .

But by far the most daisturbing event is the appearance
of Landy's docunent on “Orientation Tovard SWP Regroupment.,'
Such a pnerspective posits fundamental changes in the organ-
ization, nossibilities the document itself acknovlednres., 1t
goes without saying that a volicy of such imnortance for the
future of the organization cannot -be..adopted without the
most thorough-going discussion by the membershiwn,

As you may recall, there was a document nertaining to
"Rerroupment®™ at the Convention. Thet docunent discussed _
regrounment with ex-iaoist collectives, etc., who had gone
into the wvorkinsr class and vere being disillusioned vith the
nature of Chinese society by recent events. (Presumably,
thus, it aid not rule out the »ossibility of examining our
nossibilities of recruitins from <L or having sore influence
upon its members, & nersoective that may vell have greater
wossibilities of reward in the long run, than the Landy ner-
snective), It was not g riandate tovard Trotskyist regroun-
ment of any sort., It vas passed by the NAC, to which it had
been referred, by a vote of 6-0! (See LSthDdl Report # 11,
Sentember 8, 1974, Pe. 6 of Convention neferals, Pt. V).

This is a- very dirferent persnective than that »rodosed by
Landy novw, although he voted vith the rest of the NAC to
accent the Geler document,

The Geier document was the only discussion article on
the recgrouoment cuestion submnitted to the Convention, hence
it vas the sole concention of regrouprient that had becn
‘exvosed to the delesiates or the menbersnin 1.0 °ubsequentlv
elected Landv to oifice. , ‘

Had either of these tvo crucial topics, regrounment or
election nolicy, been debated at the Convention, then the
NAC vould have had a2 mandate to act unon then, As they were
not dehated there, the mandate is lacliing.




e I.S8..5s . new or-suivsation, iwel of ~hoge 1€ DeEs
are new to politics, Thereiwes a hiatus of more than &
decade in the tradition from which most of our politics
flov. Now, the organization end tae bulk'ofﬁits,ﬁe@berg
have not had years of socialist educat;on, gf pralnlng in
theory, or exmerience in nolitical actlon_vuthln or vatpouc
the orgenization. Above 211, the theoretical levgl of the
organization is veak. The newver members cre not in any
nosition to withstand the atteclis of other sects on the
history, theory or traditicn of our novement. This is not
meant to fault them in any way. All it means is that it
tales years to build cadre, and the ranidity of our grovth
in the last four ycars has »nrecluded us froir develoning
them into hardened cadre in the ey thet they must be. The
point is that this mekes all the nore dengerous the ad-
mission of various groups of ¥Worthodox Trotskyists' into the
organization., Generszlly, the orfunizations from vhich they
corre have given then & herd and firm beclground in theory
and politics, above &ll on the Russian question. They are
herdened cadre. The I.5. is not yet sufficiently hardened
enough to absorb them successfully, That is the crucial
danger., .

Sy plaeces great emnhesis on the fact thet the Workers
Party was in favor of re-merging ith the 5P during the
veriod 1945-7, beceuse, no third vorld var being enparant,
the Russian cuestion had receded into the background, Dis-
regardin” thé excesses of his formulation, there are other
%gg%ti%pihto'oonsider. That wes, of course, before the ad-

(o} e "defprmed v 1 +~ 5t . . [}
stitutioniam thggrgﬁ%a§§§§e§§ic§°§§enoﬁh§ﬁ§y aiﬁgggﬂgfsub‘
every orthodox Trotskyist grouning. = —
. But there is more to it than that.
%gqugfglggap}e vhether that period of negotiation could
POss] made analogous to the vresent. For one thing,
the uorkers‘Party hoved and believed thet it vas nossible
ggegﬁgng% Eﬁ: ggggfﬁa;fbthg Fourth Internetional, that the
their politics On-thekgrlOQ vould force then to re-evaluate

L . i ontrary, the degeneration of the
Fourth International nroceeded nore ranidly and further along
the roed tovards Stalinisnm,

. Todey the be-all 2nd end-all of orthodox
Jjust those substitutionist theories, It is the one thing
those organizations inculcate into their membershig, We are
in no position to court them, certainly not at this period,
with our present level of theoretical and educational devel-
opment.

To be sure, we still adhere to the formulation of the
Workers Party, that i1ve believe in an “all-inclusive revolu-
tionary party." DBut substitutionists are not our Version
generally sneaking, oI proletTarian revolutionists. ’

Of course, vhere a particular Individual or groun of
individuals vho adhere to the voriers state theory seeck
membershin, the guestion should be evaluated vith reference
to the nerticular -ersons involved., Goldmen in 46, for ex-
ample, was a vorkers stetist, but not a defencist of any sort

In 1y opinion, it

Trotskyiam is
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(see Albert Goldman in New International, September, 1947,

and also the positions of those in the Fourth International
toward whom the WP was clearly orienting, and for whose vic-

tory they clearly hoped, Logan, ete.
Additionally, there had been little, if any, communi-

cation between the WP and the various sections of the Fourth
International during the war; some member parties did not -
know of the organizational existance of the WP, had never
seen its publications, and were unaware of the theories i%
had viorked out except through distortions of and_ attacks
on them in the official Fourth International publications,
(Ssee James Fenwick, "Report on the Belgian & French Sections™
Bulletin of the Workers Party, Vol. I, # 4, 2/14/46).
In that post-war period, when various sections of the
F.I. were emerging from illegal and underground existences
in Burope, with much of their leadership and cadre decimated
there seemed reason to believe that the fundamental questioné
of 1940 could and would be reconsidered. The new realities
of Europne and the extension of Stalinism into other countries
seemed to demand such a re-evaluation. (Additionally there
Werf'Ot%?§ gues;iogs it seemed vould be discussed -- the
applicability of the Transitional Program in war-decimated
qi & : ; YO VE s i
FRZOPRs1R 11 $OREEETY 10 So0RE % g Vpok o mecent sesertione
these were marginal to the najor questio%ogf dg%ggc%%ﬁ’fogt
the USSR). Significant as well, was the appearance of de-
featest positions within the the F.I., as well as some
groupings in the French section_ who haad de#eloped‘state-
cag%ug%igttﬁgd b%yeaucratic collectivist theorlies, and
3 entire Greek section. (See "Richard" Report
on French Party Convention, and Internal History of the
Greek Movement, Bulletin of the Workers Party, Vol., I, # 20
%84?5/46§ Ehebsame issue contains a defense of the ’
ters Party by members of the Iri i agai
attacks of both Healy and HastonI ﬁ?? S:;:ﬁgg o%a}ﬁzg-t?e S amt W
gﬁeﬁ§§3t§8%%0andfMj Merrigan.) Another note Daniaismnlsm
y & T o ascism & Big i N 5
of the French sectlion had BecgﬁeBgsé2?§§t?E% ahéigdingtflgure
capitalist position, and regarded Russisa p an i A
state. His position, along with those gfcgthgrlgp?r%a}lSt
is summarized, as an afterthought in the SwWp* Ie eat}sps
Informetion Bulletin, larch, 19473. ‘ & Lsarnatlgnel
The operative fact is that that i :
occurred., The victory of tﬁg gpggggtgggﬁgs%gegatlgn . o
firmly established, Instead of reconsidering the o5 1D
of the past, they produced a series of absurg tle o okions
ggstEast Eugopean states were faécist«states;'céggggifsg—
ates, state capitalist states. UWhen th 530k
gaucraozdfgrmalized its controf thf?ﬁghtggugggé}gisg b%ﬁgy
ecame "deformed viorkers states® —- wif T e :
much less participation of thesworkiEthiut any_consultatlon
partial exception ol Yugoslavie) LRE class (vith the
Substitutionism became the dofma of Yo : i
It led to support to the North in %Le Kor frthOdOL-TroFSKYlsm."
Natalia's break with the FI), and oapibalecson to Loroing
bourgeois movements in Algeria anduul " .O pe?py_
presents the abandonment of the working 153 sewhere, ' It re-
g% revolutionary change. ~(From thencCg;gudgznggcgggogogrcg
¥ N J a
Stalinism, as did the SWP, or to capitalism, as did Shacﬁt-o
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men at the end of the fifties). Such an abandonment is
made all the easier when you believe a "workers state™ can
exist without working class democracy. _

Socialists look to the working class not only because
the working class has the physical power tq overthrow cap-
italism, but because only it can build a democratic society.
What has all this to do with the workers state theory?
Absolutely nothing, and that is the problem,

In great part, the explanation for Sy's position, and
and the ready acceptance it appears to have had from a
part of the leadership in Detroit and elsewhere (the policy
was commenced under the previous administration), is to be
found not im the archives of the Workers Party, but in the
present isolation of the I.S8. from the working class move-
ment. (The isolation is a function of the political level
of the working class in particular and of American ‘society
in general -- as much, if not more so, than any inability to
generate sufficient industrializations. Sy feels -- and
correctly -- that the I.S. must grow. In the face of the
opportunitics that have opened and will open before us, no
one can dispute the necessity.

The question-is how to grow? Sy grasps the first op-
portunity at hand, the recrultment of dissident elements
from the SWP. (In other words, he reaches for already
convinced socialists who do not have his politics, rather
Than workers or others who.are moving towards radicalization
and arc in search of politics which we could give them.,  In
other vords, Sy does not have sny transitional concept of
recruiting people to gocialist politics. Perhaps Sy does
not think it possible TO recruit vorkers in this period, I
cannot say, Certainly, his focus is in the wrong direction
if he does.) ‘

This policy of SWP regroupment inaugurates a process of
:growth not on the basis of political agreement and clarity,
but rather on the basis of muting and ignoring elementary
political differences. The effect is to build am orgeni-
zation tha¥ Joes not agree on elementary political questions.
The result is an unstable orgenization, just as artificial
elements are unstable, for both are based upon artificial
assumptions and, hence, artificial unity. You cannot create
a staple orgaenization on the basis of agreement on marginal
questions.

Sy's view of growth is the viewpoint of desperation.
(This is a bit gentle; it can also be called opportunism).
Grow or perish. Political organisms, like others, can in-
gest numerous objects. Some are beneficial and the  organism
grows, others have.no effect, some are indigestible, retard-
égg %ygﬁtghatfpest,Gperhaps‘wo?sg. Sy's formula cannot ac-
theptﬁfrd. ¢ first in any significant way; it may accomplish

What is central to the ideology of every socialist or-
ganization gre t?e concepts that inform its world view., That
%i w%at dgflnes its political role and fagilitates its abil-

¥ to act., It is the theory and the action consequent upon
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it that determinc the success OT ?a@lure of‘a political
organization, insofar as personalities on the one hand,
and historical circumstances, on the other, allow,

Central to our political theory is the copcept &L &
third camp socialism -- revolutionary demgcratlo soqlallsm.
Abandonment of that perspective, as we sald above, Teads
in one of two directions: toward accomodation to Stalin-
ism or accomodation to capitalism. The SWP took ?he first
road; Shachtman ultimately took the second.a In elgher
case, the abandonment of the concept of an 1ndep§naepdent
movement of the working class against both exploitative
social systems was the root of the departure from the
socialist camp. )

We say that the working class, and thg working clags
only, can build socialism., That is the third camp. Tying
the working class, in whatever country, to the defense of
one of the two extant social systems is self-defeating for
the class and us, and a heinous betrayal of socialism.

In summary, we are third camp revolutionary socialists,
because that is the only form of revolutionary socialisn.

We accept no substitutes for working class revolutions,
anywhere, Hence, we reject not merely any compromise with
capitalism or Stalinism, but any and all forms of substi-
tutionism. ;

Defencism on the Russian question (hence of Stalinism
in general) is but another form of substitutionism. We re-
jeect it in any and all forms,

It follows, that we have no quarrel with adherants of
the vworkers state theory who are not defencists and who are
revolutionary opponents of Stalinist imperialism, which they
recognize as such but reject as reactionary in a world where
socialism is a possibility, and the self-determination of
nations a pre-requisite for it. (Rather, reccgnition of that
right). They are welcome and, if they exist as they once
did, should be courted. They are not substitutionist in
the determinative sense.

On rare occasions and under the most excentional circum-
stances, we may choose to admit adherants of the workers
state theory who are defencist if (as apnears to have been
the case with Felix Morrow and his group which joined the
Workers Party in 1946) they meed the following considerations:

a) They regard the Russian question as wholly ir-
relevant; -

b) They do not believe in the slander that the third
camp position (analysis of Stalinism as a class
system not to be defended) is "centrist," Wcap-
itulation to petty-bourgeois public opinion,*
un-Marxist, ' ete,

c) They therefore regard the I.S. as their organ-
ization, not an arena.

If anything these guidelines for the admission of defencists
are not overly stringent, They should be considered only
after the most thorough investigation and the most patient
period of joint work, The fact remains, that such persons
essentially are applying at the wrong organization. Con-
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siderable evidence to the contrqry should be demandpd be-
fore their admission.

Hence, the general rule the organlzatlon should follow
in recruitment is that rejection of defenciasm both of
the Russian state and Stalinist imperialism are determin-
ative. Another way of formulating that policy would be to
say that we would not admit to membership anyone by whose
discipline we would not want to be bound. That excludes
defencists or workers statists, subject to rare exception.

Fraternally yours,

Wayne C,
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