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TROTSKYISM, CENTRISM, AND THE INTERNATIONAL SOCIALISTS
== Bruce landau

. o Around’ the world, capitalism and Stalinist class socletles have
embarked upon a period of sharpening crisis. Neither is capable today

of all-round development. On the contrary: growth in one sector or

one country comes increasingly at the expense of another sector or

‘another country. Concessions granted to vorkers with one hand are withdrawn
with the other; gains won by workers today are taken back temorrow.

The growing decay of class society produces a parallel rise in the
struggle between the classes. The political passivity which enshrouded the
workers ' movement in much of Europe =-- and most clearly in the United States =--
during the post-war period is being blown away. At an uneven rate, to be sure,
yorkers are being drawn by the millions into political struggle against their
rulers. .

. The dimensions of the elemental explosions are impressive. The events
in France, Italy, Britain, Bolivia, Chile, Bangla Desh, Quebec, Ceylon,
Poland, Cgechoslovakia, Argentina, China, South Afrieca ~- even the wildcat
movement in the United States, albeit on a lesser scale -- testify to the
tremendous power, energy, and resourcefulness of this spontaneous upsurge. .

But revolutionary socialists léarned long ago that elemental novenents
of -the working class which,do not come under revolutiomary socialist leader-
ship are desperately limited. The ruling class ‘is well-trained and ruthless.
The principles and goals of the workers themselves are many and diverse.

The entrenched “leaéership® of the class -- both party and trade-union --
are committed to preserving the power of the ruling ‘class and, therefore,
to derailing any movement which threatens that power. Left to:their own
Tesources -- anger, energy, courage -- ,'spontaneous" upsurges always spend
themselves eventually in confusion, frustration, futility, and defeat,

‘ There is only .one solution. ‘The internatienal workers® movement must
produce ‘a new leadership, one which is educated in the principles of Marxism
and therefore capable of mapping out the strategy and tactics necessary to
overcome the uneven consciousness of the masses, the resistance of the ruling
class and 1ts state, and the betrayals of the workersirreformist leéderaq.}gpe
'uo*king ‘class neelds a-revolutipesyy vanguard party.

deay s revolutionaries have a kéy responsibility in bringing such a
party into being -~ in building the leadership which the workers so desperately
needs VWe must educate and train a firm cadre; we must actively and effectively
intervene in the struggles of the working class; we must train, learn from,
.and cohere the most advanced elements in the class. These are the preconditions
for our success: To achieve these preconditions, we must above all clarify
and elaborate the program and principles which define us as a group.

Our importance today does not stem from our numbers; we are all too fews
Our importance does not derive in the first place from our own practical
experience; this is still painfylly meager. Ue are impottant insofar as we
embady the theory of the proletarian revolution, i.e.«, insofar as we are the
organizational embodiment of Marxisme In a period like this one of rising
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social struggle, even a very small group, armed with a clear theory and a
correct’ orientation can overcome its weaknasses and fulfill its’ reSponsibilities.

But if such a period éan be kind to a clear~sighted and well-trained
group, it is pitiless toward an organization without such clarity and training.
The history of the international workers' movement is littered with &roups
that were held ‘together during ralative social peace by an unclear, ambiguous
or simply false perspective. .The onset of social struggle smashed these
groups into’ splinters, their® disoriented leadews and ranks alike stumbling
off in shock in &’ dozen different directions- ) _ . ,

The Internstional Socialists have refused to ‘shoulder the necessary
tasks, ‘to answer the vital quesfions. The immediate, practical questions of
the period remain. How best can we intervene in the struggles of the working
class to tring about the revolution? What is our role in the period stretching
-from tbday ‘to the seizure of power? .hat general’ perspectives unify the various
apsects of.:our work? *What kind of’ revolutionary;mrtyaxe we ‘for?. How is it
to Ye built? What must be its progkam’ Yhat is. our program today?

*' On these and scores of othe¥ pivotal, immediate questions, the IS

is elther silent, unlited in an unclear and ambiguous consensus, or rent four
ways trom the middle. Hopes of "muddling through,” “learning from the struggle,"
being “non-sectarian," taking,"first things first," substitute for political
clirity and précision. ‘Such & condition -~ and such an attitude -=- can only
leave the IS completely unprepared for events and at their | nexcy. Instead of
leading the class the IS will become its tail. Instead of harnessing spontanelty
and- giving it a direction, the IS will simply capitulate to 1t. _
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The weknesses ‘of “the IS are inheritéd weaknessess. They can be traced
tack into the SWP of the 1930s and especially in the uorkers' Party and the
_Inéependent Socialist League of the 19405 and 19505..Jn, .

- T tle believe “thEt any thorough ‘and serious. examination of the. historical
record will show that thé American’ Trotskyfst 1eadership of the 1930s failed
in large measure to understand and internalize the basiec principles of Leninlsm
and Trotskyism --"of" the thecry and practice of revolutionary working-class .
- leadership. This failure is perhapds clearest in the trade union work of the
| '8P, -which Trotsky sharply criticized in his discussions. with party leaders..:
n- June ‘of 1940. The SWP, he said, was hehaving like "an advisor to the |
* ‘progréssive bureaucrats"” rather than as a ”cOmpetitox" against those bureauorats
for the political allegiancé of the rank.and file. He charged that the SWP .
leaders "propose a trade union policy, nét a Bolshevik policy.” He.saw '
tbas v ihitheir:policy {the danger -- a terrible danger -- is adaptation to the
-pro-Rooseveltian trade-unionists." 'The SWP's liinneapolis newspaper, the

Northwest Organizer, said Trotsky "is a photograph of cun adaptation to the
t;mins of. Trotsky. 1939-140. 9.0 58- .

Rooseveltians”



TROTSKYISI: =g= LANDAU

The Shachtaanite Workers Pa¥ty (product of the 1940 split in the SUP)
epitomized- this policy of adaptationism. It quickly became unable to compete
with "progressive" trade union leaders for the support of the rank and file
because it feared that such competition would result in its own isolation
from that rank and file. - Thus its support of types like Walter Reuther
went rather quickly from an attempt at critical support -- i.es, support
in order to winaway Reuther's rank and file to revolutimary socialism,
support which "supports like a rope supports a hanged man" (Lenin) -- to
support pure-and-simple with complaints and suggestions thrown ine. For the
VP-ISL, it was but a short step to the position of loyal left wing of the
Reutherites and of the :internmational social democracy. In the 1950s, as the:
trade union leaders moved rightward, the ISL scurried after them, still fearing
“sectarian isplatién." Its industrialized membership went in two directions.
The ma jority left the labor movement entirely as theWP-ISL de-emphasized the
task of bullding an independent revolutionary current in the unions. THe rest
entered the ranks of the trade lUnion bureaucracy itself -- for the very same
", reasQne--

The method of saying to the labor movement's rank and file only what

the ranks == and their current leaders -- wished to hear ate away faster
and faster at the revolutionary intentions of the WP-~ISL membership. The

te 1950s -found the ISL leaders ridiculing the fight in the unions against
supporting Democratic politicians -~ because such a fight would alienate
ISLers from their audience. It was only a matter of time, therefore, before
the ISL liquidated itself completely into Norman Thomas's Socialist Party
and from there into the Democratic Party and then into the DP's right wings
By the 1960s the Shachimanites were serving as chief chéerleader in the labor
movement for Lynden.Johnson's Viet-Nam waxr. g
. The young Independent Socialist Clubs retreated in shock from the most "

drastic consequences of Shachtman’s adaptationist method -- without abandoning
the method itself. Instead of struggling to reach the advanced layer of the
working class and to educate it and:cohere it indo cadre through Bolshevik
methods -- “saying what is" in a program which reflects what actually needs

to be done to make the socialist revolution =-- the ISC time and again opted
for adaptationism (or "non-sectarianism” in current jargon). It repeatedly . .
adapted itself (politically; not just pedagogically) to the vohscicusmessiof ~~
its petty-bourgeois audience. Its program for the petty-bourgeois movements .
was always "just to the left" (whatever that meant) of whatever its current
leadewship was’ supporting. The Peace and Freedom Party exemplified this
method. Rovolution ary socialists deny the efficacy of reformist parlia-
-mentarisms In recommending that the SYP call for a labor party, Trotsky -
took pains to indicate what that did not mean: "are we in favor of the creation.
of a reformist labor party? Noe« s « It can become . reformist party =-- it
deponds upon the development. Here comes the question of program. I mentioned
yesterday and T will underline it today ——- we must have a program of transitional
demands, the most complete of them is a workers' and farmers' government.
We are for a party, for an independent party of the toiling masses who will
take power in.the state. « « This program we must develop parallel with the
idea of a labor party in the unions, and workers' militia. - Othetwise (the
labor p@r;y“slogan) is an abstraction and an abstraction is a weapon in the

- N
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hands of the opposing class." (ppe 14-15, Trotsky on the Labor Party). In
' advancing the labor party slogan, revolutlomaries c¢an never give an inch
"uoparliamentanyillusions among its listeners.

Vas this method, the one outlined by Trotsky, the method of the 1h
ISC in building the Peace and Freedom Party? To ask the question is to
answer it. - The program which the ISC advanced for the PFP ~- for immediate
withdrawal and black liberation (programmatically undefined) -~ was a reformist
program. Thus its conception of the PFP itself was only a permutation
of the ISL's old call for a reformist labor party (though now it was not
even to be a party of.labor). The program advanced ‘'did not correspond
- with. what had to be done to achieve black’'liberation in fact or an end to
_ us: imperialism. Instead, it was pre-tailored to fit the pregudices of those
whon we hoped to reaoh- : _ :

. The same method characterized Is's 1970.position for “black.nationﬁlism"”
The newset invention =~ "revolutionary feminism" == brings the I§'s approach
to women's liberation neatly into line with this method.

The IS failed to bring revolutionary- working-class politics to the middle-
class movements:s The IS advocated building those movements on a non-revolu-
tionary (i.e. reformist) basis. The IS then compounded the damage. It
demanded that these movementis bring their reformist, pettv-bourgeols politics
1o the woxking class; 1t demanded that they propagate their reformist
illusions among the working class! That is the real significance of the demand
that franklv reformist parties and organizations "orient to’ the woxking class."

In brief, the failure of the UP-ISLPISC~IS tendency is definable as -
a retreat from the politics, strategy, and organizational principles of Leninism.
For Leninism, it substitutedadaptaticnand capitulation to "spontaneity“ -
i-e-, backward consciousness,

: And Just as it adapted its external work poltiéally to its milieu,
so has that adaptation reflected itself internally in the IS. . The IS's
membership is extremely heterogemeous in terms of political maturity. The
organization of internal education has hevér been approached seriously
on the.aational level. The attitude toward leadership has always been
reprehensible. -Political leaders —- these who actually guide the organization s
work ~= are loathe to accept: 1eadership positions: :The formulation of the
IS's positions is approached in a slipshod fashion: Political differences.j
within the organization abound on the most fundamental .question, but the ™
precise.outline of those differerices are kept murky, clouded.* In'the absence of
-political clarity, political unity, and firm and defined political leadership,
democratic centralism becomes. a joke.  The.IS is a dozen or more different
organizations each charting ite’own way. The IS-as a whole, consequently, ‘

T

ﬁAlthough the real answer to ‘the problems of political unnvennses a0 "
and confusion is political education and cLarificction, organizational’gimmlcks
are selzed upon by 'the IS instead -~ such as the camstant call for "a women's
caucus" based not on a political platform but on sexual identity alones
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exudes an understandable lack of self-confidence-

A tendency which is serious about its program ‘and which believes ;
itself to have a key role in building the cadre for the future revoluticmary
party does not function in this way. It places thé highest priority on
giving new members a thorough political education.and integrating them into
 the 1life of the organization. It takes the responsibility of leadership
‘seriously. The de facto leaders are elected to and willingly assume - . N0,
catpaign for' ~ leadership positionss The rank and file can have confidence
in its leadership and look to it for clarity and direction. The formulation
of the organization's analysis is undertaken by the true political leadership;
it is not tossed upon ang available set of shoulders. Political documents
are not written simply pro forma, to give an IIC or conventim an excuse
to convene: Political debate is sought, -not shunned, in order to claxify
as sharply as possible the differences which really exist so that the member-
ship as a whole can understanc. the more clearly what. is really.at issue.

The leadership seeks to sharpen and make more obvious those differences

and theraby to lead the membesship through the debate to the correct
conclusions; it does not strive té hold together a hollow but peaceful
consensus" based on ambiguity and non-intervention.

The 1SC-IS, however, has not taken such tasks seriously 'because it
‘does not tdke itself seriously. It allows "the mass movements" er "the
struggle” to dictate the message it must communicate to the movement, which
it must inject in the struggle. Neither the IS, its program, nor its members
are seen as particularly important in re-directing the course of events
or in bullding a revolutionary partys The consequences follow from this
adaptationsime. Vhy take care in training your cadre if their independent role
in the mass movement is secondary to what "the struggle"” produces? Uhy
clarify politics internally when you believe that the outside world will
dictate your politics to you ~- that "our program and demands normally s s
arise from the struggle itself.” (Geier)7 The creation of a cadre organization
is posed in the most trivialized way (the Bradley amendments), while all
attempts to lay the political basis for steeling the IS are attacked as
‘"sectarian,"” “inward-turning," "mechanical," even -- don't laugh -- "undia-
lectical®! . :

v
What is the relation of the party to its program’

" In discussing the Transitional Program of 1938, Trotsky expiained:
“The significance of the program is the signficance. of the party."” He
added, "lNow what' is the party? In what' does the cohesion consist? This
cohesion is a common understanding of the events of the tasks,.and this
common understanding ~- that is the program of the party.” UNot surprisingly,
therefore, it was a favorite nostrum of Trotsky's that "It is not the party
that makes the program -- it 18 the program that makes{the party.”

The program is not a shopping-list of demands for "what would be nice.”
It is not even simply a’'list of the best demands strung all togethers The
program,'which includes demands, is the expressim of the mxrty's "common
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understanding of the events, of the tasks”which the workers must accomplish
to take power amnd thereby put an end to the developing social crisis.
The program embodies and concretizes the:larxist party's siratesy for
‘making-the socialist revolution. It includes an analysis of the events,
demands, and tasks on which that strategy is based. Thus, the program is
not a grab-bag of attractive demands; it is not simply a tool useful for
"mobilizing the masses for the revolution;” it is not a"propaganda program.”
It is the basis, the political definition, of the party itself. The . .
nquestion of its uses and applications -- education and propaganda, agitation
‘and mobilization -- this is a secondary questlon ané -doeg not define the'
program as such.- : : :

. Thus it 1s on the basis of the prog:am and in order to struggle
s for it that the party itself is built.. o

“To serve as.- a real guide to the party and the class, the program

must be based fundamentally on objective rea , and not on what.:the
party's audiénce wants to be told. Thus, whether the workers wilh to or
not, they must arm themselvess [io matter how unpopular it makes them =-
no matter how “lunatic” or "sectarian"” they may seem -~ the revolutiomsries
must place the arming of the workers in their program. The same is true of
the need %o take over the. industry, the banks, to create soviets, and so on.
A program drawn up in order to attract to it the largest possible following
- today would include pope of these pointse«- A.program which honestly sets

forward for the proletariat what it must do to. save itself ‘must inglugg ;hgm

all.

Naturally, "the events, the tasks" appear differently to dfferent
people and to different classes. - To a revolutionary larxist, ~they appear.
_fundamentally different from the way they appear to a liberal, a reformiste

- Consequently, the programs of .arxists and of reformists are fundamentally

in conflict with each other, negate eesch other ~-:despite the fact that they
may contain some common demands and reflect, on the most abstract level,
similar aspirations. The program of reformists are not simply "shorter" than
the liarxist program; they are not "incomplete" programs because they fail to
include all the hiarxist program's demands. The reformist program accepts

an¢ supports capitalism. Its stxategy for change 1s premised upon this
support. All the demands it contains are compromised -~ gutted = for this
reason. Its seeming "brevity” reflects-a refusal:to undermine capitalism.

For the working class to accomplish its tagks, it must repudiate
reformisms It must repudiate reformist leaders, It must repudiate reformist
programs. - The liarxist party and program leads the fight against reformist
and gll other non-Larxist ideologies, leaders, and programs.. ;

. The struggle against reformist and all non-liarxist programs requires
that in all their work,. the‘'iarxists counterpose their programs --= their
“common understanding of the events, the tasks" -~ to all others. This
does not mean that the revolutionaries themselves stand back from mass
struggles, refuse to cooperate with reformist leaders, or even refuse to
Jjoin openly reformist organizations. On the contrary, any and all these:*
tacktics 'are necessary to carry on the fight for the larxist program,. to win
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the workers presently followingreformist leaders over to active support
for the iarxist program and the liarxist party. Uhether the tactic is the
upited front, critical support, or -entry into reformist organizations,

the political independence of the larxists' politics ~- of their program ==~
remains the key,

In explaining the united front to the ranks of the Comintern, Trotsky
explained:

The -tactic of the united front demands from the party
complete freedom in maneuvering, flexibility and resourcefulness.
To make this possible, the party must clearly and specifically declare
at any given moment just what its wishes are, just what it is
striving for, and it must comment authoritatively, before the.
--gyes of the masses, on its own steps and proposals.

(F 1re Five Years of the Comm Hnis; International, vols 2, ps 106 )

In no case can the party renounce its unconditical independence,
© 1its right to criticize all the participants in a joint action.

It must always seek to take and keep the ihitiative of these

movements:as well as to influence the initiative of others

in the spirit'of its own program. (Ipid., p. 286)

Under some circumstances, a ‘full-scale front may be impractical. "Critical
support” of another group may be cdlled for. But the strategic principle
remains the same. Lenin explained the method of critical support vis-a-vis
the British Jabour Party:

;h;At present, British Communists very often find it hard to
- approach the masses, and even to get a hearing from them.
If .I come out as a commuriist and call upon them to vote for
Henderson and against Lloyd George, they will certainly give
me a hearings And I shall be able to explain in a popular
. manner, not only why the soviets are better than a-parliament, =
and: why the dictatorship of the proletariat is better than the
' dictatorship of Churchill €disguised with the signboard of .
vl bourgeois 'democracy'), but also that with my vote, I want to
.. support Hemdewson in: the .samacway ad.a ropetsapports’'a hanged |
.- man == that the impending establishment of a government of the -
- Hendersons and the. Snowdens just as' was the case with their
- . kindred- sPirigs in Russia and Germany." (Collected L_;kg
b e . VOl‘ 31 .88 [ ]

Under extreme conditions, it may even be necessary for the party to enter

as a whole into a reformist or centrist party (as did the Trotskylsts o
during the mid-1930s). Dut as any reading of the debates which this turn
produced will make clear, “entrism” was counselled not in order to muffle

the politics or hide the program but to enable the revolutionaries to propagate
them all the more openly and effectively. Thus Trotsky wrote: :

The more flexible ynany s1ded, and, above all, daring our policy
" of penetration ito the mass organizations, all the more intransigeant
flust be our general policy, all the more aggressive must it
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" be against all centrist 1deologies ~both those already S
' ‘harxdened and those crytallizings The banner of the Fourth
“ International must be immutably'opposea to all other banners..

(uritings, 1934~35, 'p. 316.)

2SS

To be a real and useful gulde, the program must be based on the
actual state of society. The most fundamental determinant$ of society's
.condition ~- changes in which mark off’ 6ne historical "epoch" from
another ~= are the fundamental guldellnes for the formulation of the program.
ithin the epoch of capitalist decay, naturally, different “periods” mark off
changes - not in the ¥undamentals’ of societj (in this epoch, the basic contra-
dictions which bar further progress except by way of exceptioh -- and then
_only on the basis of devastating world wars-and the massive human and
material destruction which these wars engender), but in secondary charac-
teristics (temporary stabilizations and even partial expansion on the basis
of wars and catastrophes, the political movement of the masses rightward,
growing state intervehtion attempting to prop up a basically unhealthy
economy )}« We can trace the nature of the changes in the program which
changing periods can make necessary by following the evolution of the
liarxist program from that of the olsehvik Party, through the documents of
the' first four congresses of the Comintern, Trotsky's programs for France,
Cermany, and Spain, oown to the*"ITansitﬁonal Program" of 1938.

The party s program is th_ proletarian progxam - inﬂependent of how
many workers accept 1t on any given day -- because it alone represents the
common -interests of the proletariat, thesocialist revolution. Consequently,
it is the only program on which the diverse:soécial 1ayers and. groupings within
the proletariat can politlcally unlte in their own interests._

The proletarmat, Yarx wrote, was the only sbcialist class .because,
by its very définition, its social 1iberation could be’ achieved only
through the liberation of markind as a whole from social ‘chains. All
previous rising classes had preséntéd themselves in this 1ight. The
proletariat is the first and last class to actuallv embody ‘the interests
of the entire 'human race.  This is true desplte the fact that the proletariat
itself is extremely heterogeneous in terms of- living standards, degrees
ofoppression, consciousness. 1hat is crucial is what they have in common -~
their character as niémbers of a class which can fundamentally improve its
position as a class only by abolishing class society itselfs It is this
defining characteristic which makes the proletariat the only Ievolutionary
class in society. It is this oefining characterisiic upon which the .
transitional program is based. It is only ‘this defiﬁlng characteristic L,
this common class interest in socialist revolutian -- which can. unite the
working class for the achlevement of its liberations A '

Given the varied circumstances in which the dlfzerent strata of the k
proletariat live and work, of course, their conditions and consciousness will
appro imate thls deflning chaxacter~to a greater or 1esser degree. The

U
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programmatic -- i.es, political -- unity of the working class must occur

on the basis . of the needs of those placed in be most exploited and ‘
most oppressed conditions. Their needs are most demonstrably the underlying
needs of the class as a whole == i.e., the need for a new social system.' ifo
relative. privilege gives them any stake in oapltalism.

It is true, of course, that in real life the hardest oppression
does not always result in the greatest self-consciousness. Nevertheless,"
the condition of the most oppressed and exploited prohibits them from being
neutral in the class struggle. Vhen they are inert, they prevent the
struggle from broadening into a class-struggle. If only the relatively
well~off and well-organized sectors. are in motim, the struggle is
inevitably divided, sectional, localizeds. But if the masses of.the -
oppressed go into motion, then the struggles of all proletarian layers-can
be much more:readily linked to a class-wide program. (In other, words, a.. -
true, full-scale, class-uide program best fits the needs of blacks; 1t is i+
not simply a-mec¢hanism with which.blacks can gain the support of whiks -- -
though it can and must accomplish this task as wells) i ono

!

VII

Tb formulate and propagate the necessity for Ievolution and its
program is critical. dut it is not enough«  The wérking class, we repeat,
is variegated in its conditimand ‘consciousness, reflecting the uneven
and combined character of 1nternational development.=v'

In the eyes of most workers, the achievement of their aspirations
for a human life does not seem to require a socialist revolhtion. VWhat -
seems to them necessary is only the realization of partial reform demands
(such as higher wages, shorter hours, better social services) and democzatic :
demands (xacial and sexual equality, republican government; free speech, press,
thought; division of the land; etc.) Consequently, workers usually go into
struggle not at first under the banner of the socialist revolution, but in
order to win these partial and democratlc demands .

Capitalism, hawever, is never able to grant full democratic rights, '
even at the zenith of its development, in contrast to the ideology of
the "rights of man" that arises in fhe struggle for capitalist property
relations. ijow, in the epoch of its decline, it is all the less able to
grant either democratic or partial demands. Trotsky saw that this was :
especially true for the more backward countries of the world -- those which were
brought into. the world capitalist system only once that system had begun
its historic decline. There, capitalism was the most glaringly incapable
of granting full democratic rights and even partial demands for 'more-"

But the 1lls which world capitalism suffered earliest and mosg
severely at its extremities extend inward as well -- to the heart of.imperialism,
There, too, capitalism is decreasingly able to grant social equality, even
within the ranks of the proletariat. Villy-nilly, it must graft caste systems
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-=- sexual and racial discrimination -~ onto "pure and simple exploitation.”
liore and more, democratic and partial demands must be denied, granted only
temporarily, or emptied of their real content (esgs, higher money-wages

are devoured by .inflation; shorter hours are cancelled outby growing

Aintensification of labor)s Zven under the most favorable circumstances ==

_ when democrati¢ demands like "equal oppoxrtunity” are formally won == it
quickly becomes apparent that the fundamental, social-economic-basis of "

human misery remains‘untouched

: “‘nor us, this means one thlng. To- successfully fulflll the asptrations
which motivate the. fight for parital and demoeratic demands, thet fight
nust be extended into a class-wide fhght for transitional demands, for the
socialist revolution. Only the llquioation of ecapitalism can alleviate
special oppression and growingrexplo tation. ..Only a program. which aims
toward a socialist revolution. can gui 1e such a-struggles Ohly those committed
to carry the fight through to the. enﬂ -- to- destro; capitalism and thereby
make possible full, equal, human-ll s == can-successfully lead-the struggles
of capitalism's victimss And by the same token, any- movemgnt, any programj
any leader which refuses to.chart a revolutionary-socialist courseifor ‘
democratic and partial. struggles —-= such movements, programs, and léaders will
inevitably betray the confidence of their supporters, regardless of their own
subJective intentions« Revolutionary socialists are the only consistent
fighters for democratic and partial demands not because they are more
courageous, more dedicated, more honest than anyone else, No == they are
the most consistent fighters because. only they are politieallv capable
of leading those struggles to victorys « « in-the socialist reévolution,.
And this they can do only on the basis. of a larxist program. This is the -
dynamic of ‘thé Permanent . Revolgtion - applicable no less-to imperialism’s :~

heartland than to imperialism’s periphery,

Historically, there have been.tenden01es in the socialist tradition
which"~ ‘having’ grasped that capitalism is incapable of fully granting
aemooratic and reform demands -- have: repuaiateo ‘the struggle for such
‘demEnds and have refused  to participate Ain them.. They preferred to stand: -
”"aside and pass1ve1y explaln the necesslty of soclaiist revolution- . i

“ This was not the method of Lenin ana Trotsky. Tb bring the workers\
from the socialist revolution requires that socialists s support the partial
and democratic struggless Revolutiomaries do so because these struggles
can increase the cambativity, the confidence, and. the organizationi.of: thev
working class. We do so because the more formal:demoeratic or partial =
(“higher wages") demands are won, the.more: it will become clear to.thei: .. '
workers that.whatthey need is not reformed, “democratic’ capitalism’ but
an end té capitalism oncé and for all. Thus working class women will-see,

" for example, that . S § A Po~: i FomE £

(n)otwithstanding 2ll the laws eman01pating woman, she
continues to be a domestic slave, because petty housework crushes,
strangles, stultifies and degrades her, chains ler-to the kitchen
ané. the nursery, and she wastes her labour on-barbarously. .
unproductive, petty, nerve-wraoklng, stultifying and crushing

orudgery. The real emancipation of women,real.-communism; will
e
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begin only where and when an all-out siruggle begins (1ed by
the proletariatwielding the state power) a against this petty
housekeeping, or. rather when its ‘wholesale trahsformation
.into a large-scale socialist economy begins.

(Lenin, On the umagc;ggtiog of lomen, pp. 63-64)

";L}::Q Ve will struggle for the realization of democratic demands so thai
workers will come to understand what We warn tnem in advance, that o

democracy does g_j,abolish class oppression. It only makes the
class struggle more direct, wider, more ‘open and pronounced,
and that is what we need. The fuller the freedom of divorce,
the clearer will women see that the source of their "domestic
slavery' is capitalism, not lack of rights. The more demo-
..cratic the system of government, the clearer will the workers
see that the root evil is capitalism, not lack of rights, etc.

(__ld_' y D L"B)

Finally, revolutionaries support the struggle for democratic demands
in oXder that we may the more easily explain to the workers while flghting
along51de them that to achieve and defend even ‘the oemocratic and reform
demands requires fighting for a trans1tiona1 program -- fighting for the"
socialist revolution. The strug gle for partial and democratic «demands ¢an
“thus grow over into the struggle ‘for the socialist revolutiaqn -= Droviding
that socialists intervene in that struggle and help the working masses to
draw .the necessary conclusions from their experiences in the struggle.

Our: SUpport for these struggleS'w1ll aid the working class only if we declare
operly and honestly from the*start that such struggles are incapable of
fulfilling the hopes of those -involved so long as they remain limited.. .The
only road to the achievement of real social equality and a human life for all is
the road of the soclalist revolution,of the comprehension and the struggle for
the transitional program. )

« + +(The) masses undergo thelr own experiences that pemit

them to choose and to progress along the revolutiomry road,
but on condition that they find a vanguard that, at every stage
of the struggle, explains the situation to them, shows them the
obgectives to be obtained, the methods to use and the ultimate
‘perspectlves (Trotsky, 'Iritings 1933~ 34 D 292)

. The question of the 1ndependent organizaticn of “ the espeéially oppressed
nus’ be* placed in this contexts Given''the domination of Blacks by whites,
women by men, it is often necessary for blacks and women to organize inde~
pendently of. whites and men in order to engage in struggle and develop ’
political perspectives. Consequently, we'may call for: and:-support independent
black and women's organizations’, depending on the' circumstancess. This,

. however, is only the first steps For this organlzational independence
'to produce the necessary political results, revolutionary socialists must fight
within those organizations for their program. If they fail, these groups
:(though organizationally 1ndependent) will become politically subordinated
to the bourgeois1e and willhold back thestruggle for equality and socialism.

‘.t.
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The Leninist-Trotskyist attltune toward movements of non-proletarian
classes and social strata reflects the centrality of the proletariat and
its program in the fight for socialism. We support the struggles of
peasants for the land. Ve support the’ strugglés of middle classes against
all the evils of capitalism. But only the proletariat is.a revolutionary
class. Only the proletariat can_lead the fight for socialism. Consequently,
all our woork among non-proletarain strata and classes is an attempt to win
those elements to socialism, to the proletariat, and to the proletariat's
revolutionary programe. - iy

. 5 : e ‘.L-

IX

The body of tneory known as Trotsqyism is the continuation and
concretization in today's World of larxism and Leninisms . Trotskyism
developed an independent life first of all in the struggle against the
perversion of liarxism and Leninism by the Stalinist- bureaucracy and the
Stalinist parties. Trotskyism continued the fight against reformism, - .-
social-chauvinism, and centrisme It achleved its sharpest and clearest- .-
expression in the struggle to rebuild a world revolutionary-socialist -
leadership, to crystallize an international vanguard party (the Fourth -
International) on the basis. of.a revolutionary barxist program_ ("The- Death
Afony of capitalism and the Tasks of the Fourth . International") _

st Ib_g_.l _ir_x_ut_.e olutionary ot% ls ég__ialiﬁm. in nhigh._th_
' Qrke themselves control the worke ;s‘ e, and 1 ti
the abolition of classes and the wither;ng awax oﬁ the stat

, The Trotskyist movement was not the only tendencv to organize
independently of the two renegade Internationals. ‘A sea of centrist .
groupings appeared as well, each proclaiming itself to be revolutionary-
socialist, liarxist, even Leninist.. Some even declared themselves in
support of the theory of the Permanent Revolution, 1ike the Spanish

POUM. ; : .

The centrists were distinguished from the Trotskyist movement in at
least onie critical respect, however; they reﬁgsed to. ""say what is" to the
working classs To avold the appearance of sectarianism," these parites
wﬁtailored their political programs to reflect == .not the-inescapable itasks

’"“facing the proletariat ~= but the current- illusions of their audienCes-

Trétsky insisted ‘that, revolutionaries frankly chart the road forward . 7
in their program and then patiently explain their. program in the. moat
persuasive, dynamic, and oomprehen51ble way possible == Joining in‘and
drawing upon the struggles of the masses to do soe Tt I

: The centrists, in contrast, transformed their program itself in the
interests of "comprehensibility- ST

) Thus Andres nin - a believer in the Permanqnt'ﬁpvolution = fusec -
the Spanish Trotskyists with the more numerous Spanish Bukharinists;-and
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signed his name to a program based on, the Menshevik "stage theory"

of revolutions. ,Thus:the POUM itself —-'whichxvas hostile .to capitalism
-- signed its name to the program of ‘the Spaniph Popular Eront, which
aimed at resuscitating Spanish capitalisme _And thus ‘the POUM.-- which
knew and repeated the gist of te_and ‘Re olution -- entered the
bourgeois government in'Barcelona. All' this, according to the POUM-1sts,
because any other wourse would have dooned “them to Isolation, would have
appeared- to: the workeIS‘as "sectarian o Trotsky explained the source

of. the. POUM's betrayalt "

The leaders of the POUM did not pretend for a. single day
o , to play an independent role; . “they did everything to remain
RO, - in the role:of good ‘left’ friends and councillors of the
o leaders of the mass organizations. This policy,. . which flowed
o from the lack of confidence in itself and its ideas; doomed
pesriir the POUM to duplicity, to a false tone, to continual
.vacillations ‘that found themselves in sharp contradiction
.. --wWith the amplitude of the class struggle. The mobilization
w001 of the vanguard against the ((Loyalist)) reaction and its
- ..jrv&bject lackeys, including the anarcho~bureaucrats, the leaders
- of-the POUM replaced by quasi-revolutimmary homilies addressed
to. the treacherous leaders, declaring in self-justification
that the ‘'masses' would not understand another, more
‘resolute policy. . « the fatal ma]ady of centrism 1s not being
_ .. capable of drawing courageous tactical and organizational
o ,,,conclusions from its general conceptions. They always seem
) .- to be ‘premature’:: "the opinion of the masses must;be prepared
(by means of equivocation, of duplicity, of diplomacy. etc.)"
(Trotsky, The Spanish Revolution, pe 344).

[

One after another of Enrope 's centrist groupings agreed that a revolutionary
party was "necessary." One after the other agreed that a new Internatlonal
was a ;. lifg-or-death questfon for the world proletariat- And one after
the other refused to take: -doncrete steps to bring the party and the
,Intqrnational into existence.?‘"The masses (again) would not understand."
Against the F‘rench centrists, Trotsky wrotes
e
ZObserve, pagctivelz_the new International is necessary,
but subjectively it is impossibles In simpler texms,
__without the new International-the proletariat will be.
- crushed, ibut the masses do not~umderstand this "as’iyets
" "And what else is the task of the Marxists if not to raise
the subjective factor *o the level of the objective and o
- bring the consciousness of the masses closer to the under~ '~w$4f
. standing of the historical necessity -= in simpler terms, i
to explain to the masses their own interests, which they do
not yet understand?” (Mxitings 1934-35, pp. 262ff.)

Trotsky declared that "the creation of a new revolutionary party is

urgently placed on the agenda "The German centrists of the SAP shrank
MCkO v
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i “Anything youvwatitybut not that," cry the qiavé#ifig spiritsé -
nikme "Thié {18700t ‘the right times- We are realists, not bullders
2 f:'*" of: ‘partiee tand ‘in¥ernationdls« “It's only the march of events,
- tHelpregséure ‘cf ‘the masses dnd their: own ie:tperi.eri&e' that can’
brihgla’.‘bout a: neu‘parﬁym LT Sl
L oTimlh s “What wigdom! . What- profound thdught' ‘Bt wWhat: dces ‘this
"mapehicdf evénts” mead?: Are wWe excluded ffém it? And how -
ddes thé ‘experience of thd masses comé about? Are we thdre
for nothing? Are we incapable of intervening in the maréh of
events and of fertilizing the experiences of the masses?
2 Loiin "ThelnasSes c’Ion’ﬁ want a new'partye ¢ objects the
wise tdeticians « v((But}) precisSely because the class as a
'whold 'has only vague, ifcomplete and confused ideas, the selection
Aniof the ‘'vangusrd is a mecessity. For a Marxist, the politieal
forfifla expresses nét the consciousness of the madses today,
but the dynamic of this consciousnésS, how it is determined

it It is: precisely from the experience of the masses that we
~have ‘Gome -tq - the:unshakoablo .condludion-that the two Internationals
“'are. bankrupt. -Are we prophets’ iho guani their: knowledge for
some secret usé? No, Wwe are Yevolitiomaries obligéd to explain
“to the masses their own experiencec “This is the Beginning
of Marxist:wrealisme B RN S
" 'The ‘'march of events' can facilitate or re‘fa.rd the
development :of the new partys “Butithe most favorable situation
+iwlll pass without advantage If the vanguard elements do not do
* thelr duty:towards the- maeses, even in the most uni‘avora.ble
situation- (.LU&!-QES_ 33-34; PP 298f-) | ; ,
No, the SAP preferred to bank on the “Historica.l Process " "The Struggle,"
and *The Actions of the Nh.sses-" Trotsky denounced this heo-Hegelianism

1.\.' .S.‘ L

4 s But the historioal process "engenders' every‘th?m"g._ Bolshevism

' sfv as wellvas centrism as well as reformism as well as' fadeisme

vioetonzion "Mass Actions are also of diverse kindss therd are the- pilgrimages

) to Lourdes, the Nazl plebiscites, the reformist polls, the

patriotic demonstrations, ‘the strikes urider the leadsrship of
traitors and, finally, the revolutionary battles doomed to
~defeat becauss of Centrist leadership’ (Austrda, Spain). And

. 3n°the interim,: am entirely 81fferent questioh :1s ‘posed

='before us, namely s ‘what conteh‘b does the :

: "ctivities" ofthe ma8ses"7

And finally, to e,11 those who saw the need for a program, a party and an
International, but who waited for the'historical process’ to produce then,
Trotsky drew thé apt”* parallel to the Russia._n Revolnti’on

S SEAN R

The fourth Internatioml ((acconiing to the SAP leader Walcher))
i vissto-arise in the "process" and Walcher and” his conferences o
iz appear’ to have!ndothing to do with this "process"s 3T iThe 7"
whole history of the struggle between Bolsehviks and Mensheviks

is dotted with this little word "process". Lenin always

formulated tasks and proposed corresponding methods- The
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Mensheviks ‘agreed with the same “aims” by-.and large, but: 'laft
thelr realization to the historic p¥océessw -~ There is nothing
new under the suris (Writing '3#-'35, 188f ) it

The Trotskyist movement in the 19305 produced neither national par-
tles nor an International of any size or stability. The workers did nef
flock to the program-or the banner of -the Fourth:Internationals -Démoralized
by 'a decade of defeats and having already watched two Intermationals betray
them within their own lifetimes, the workers were skeptical of new conten~
ders. They remalned -- albelt cynlcally =- under' the leadership-of the mass
parties of betrayal. Depression, fascism, World War II, a.nd Stalinism S ex-
pansion was the historical consequence. R

the attempt to build it. Just as revolutions do not suceed “inevitably,"” W
~:just as the "historical process” alone produces no parties, just so-are vthe 7
efforts of revolutlonaries too frequently crowned ‘with failure. To conclude

from this fact alone that the revolutionaries' efforts are themselves ‘mis= /
taken or misguided is to capitulate, once again, to a fatalistic determinism.

The failure of the new International to develop in no way discredits ST
4

Trotsky foresaw the possibility that the masses might fall to develop
L in time the consciousness needed to grasp and struggle for the program of

revolution. But even - in the event of such a failure, he added, at least

T * 0 e the best elements will say, "we were warned by this party;
Foowry oo o0 4t was a good party.” And a great tradition will remain in the
working class. This is the worst variant. That is why all the
arguments that "we cannot present such a program because the pro-
e ebn. W gram doesn't correspond with the mentallity of the workers" are
falses (U ) 138-139, Bh) |

"I‘rotsky was right. The Fourth International disintegrated.s 'The socialist
““irevelution did not fake place. Capitalism and Stalinism still threaten ‘to
’ﬂ-.rag ‘the world down with them into the grave. But today, as a new:genera-
¢ion of revolutionaries reaches for theoretical weapons with which to arm

«- ‘themselves for the comlng revolutionary confrontations, to which’ tradi'tion
-:do the best of thém turn? Thousands of advanced workers today are 'wejecting
:the Jtalinist and social-democratic parties- Whose works can serve 'as:a’
utru:e guide for them?
o o = E ot - Bt

Those of the centrists'? Hardly- Who even remembers them ~- éhei‘ ‘SAP, ;

ILP, PUP, PSOP? The POUM -~ the most "successful"” and left-wing ce

-party of the 1930s -- is permanently draped in the miserable banner of the
f'bourgeois Popular F‘ront- : , - v e

otk i

: No, it is to the Trotskyist tradition and literature that ‘boday s

~izevolutionaries must turn. Only Trotsky's writings and those of his com-
tades: provide us todmy with an understanding of the entire revelutionary
experience from 1923 to 1940. During this entire period, no other tendency
mustered the courage to "say what is"; no other tendency, consequently, left
“behind a tradition from ‘which we can learn. And that .S precisely’ why our

Lot 1 6 N S R . »
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attempts today to reconstruct a revolutionary-socialist movement depend so
hedvily upon the works of Trotsky himself« - So thorough if}deed is the
eclipseof the celitrist "realists® ‘of the 1930sthat-‘oné must ‘go to Trotsky
agaln even to ledrn of the centrists™ very existence and to discover what
they said' v o

o '.I'he oentrists of the 19305 are lost to us. Really, it :’Ls a pity.
;| Thesyecord of ‘their words and deeds should be availdable to all revolution=-
.aries todayy all #oo many comrades would find therein their own political

a.ncest:cy¢ : Thosie"today who explain their own cap:n.tulation to sponta,neity
. withiréfereinbes: to the “historical process," “experience of the masses,"
cand . "learning in:struggle” are merely pirating the distilied wisdom 11‘ the
centrists of forty years ago. “"There is nothing new under the stn.* ™ '

~HioorOnly the banner of-'Trotskyism appears to the best workers today as
ohe Wbrth grasping hold»ef. And that is precisely why even modei'n-day cen-
“trists and even. Stalinoids find it necessary %o drape themselves in the

Trotsky:lst banner in order to get themselves( a. hear:mg. ‘ "

o Fil

X

. .=There is/no such:thing as a "finished’ i)rogram. The progran of a
revolutibnary party emerges from the dialeetical interplay of objective'
conditions and the Marxist education of the party itself. Both factors -~
:the objéctive conditions as well as the political ma.t\n'ity of the vanguard
-*.are dynamic- : L

. ‘Thus “the g mg;g,st Manifesto written 1n‘ 184? (a,t“"é, tMe ‘when its au-
thors erroneously considered that capitalism had ali'eady ‘entered the epoch
of its decline), includes a program for the socidiist revolution -- leeey a
"transitional program."” In thelr joint preface to the 1872 edition of the
Manifesto, Marx and.Engels noited the changes which had come about’ s.’mce 1847
=~ changes.which would . irequire substantisl medifications in a- revolutionary
program- “First: .thévobjective conditions -- changes would be réquired to
reflect "thewgiganticcstrides of modern industry during the last’ twenty=-five
years;" and-the speaifiic tasks which this growth posed for the proletariat.
‘Secondy -changesiin the political education of the program's authorss the
expertence -of ~the Paris Commune taught them that-"tke working class- cannot
simply lay hold of the ready-made state machinery and wield it ‘for its éwn

purposes ¥

~iThe cmtive dia}:ectic was continued in the form\ﬂation of the Bolshe-
vik Pa;rty s program, the elements of 'a program céntaineéd in the theses‘and
resolutions of the Comintern's first four World Congresses, and the continu-
ing refinements worked out by the international Trotskylst movement (eege,
in the. "Program for Action for France," the program for the Spanish ‘revolu-
tion,: tlie program for Germany and Austria, and the "Transitional Progam" _
Of 19,3& L : :

Crhie

Y

Ghanges in the obaective conditions have continued* 8’ take plabe, of
course; since 1938+ These changes must be reflected in aHy hew'program For-
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”mulatedz today. The advances registered in the su'bJective understanding of

' Miarxists must likewise reflect themselves in the program (e.g., thé class
chatucter. of Stalinism and the nature of the socialist revolution’ 1nL Stalin-

-ist'countries). Thus the 1938 program forms a link in a chain thatis ‘:ﬁct
oyet "finished * The dialeotic continues, as history oontinues-' DR sy

3 PR

‘At 1éas~b, the dialectic §b_o_m continue. Fét most greups claiming ad-

i 'herence to the Trotskyist tradirtion, however, both histofy and programmatic
. ~thought have come to an end- I '

B Sy

‘t ¢ When the Stalinist 'tmreaucracy Set about destroying the parhy and

" abéandoning the method of Lenin, they tried to hide their wofky Hhey t6ok

Lenih’s .corpse and:ihmmified it, turhing it into an icon. Most lattér=day
"Frotskyists" have similarly dessicated the 1938 program and treat it téday
in the same religlous manner.

Some -- 1ike our French comrades in Lutte Ouvriere -- place the 1938
program on a pedestal surrounded by a temple -~ in order to leave it rever-
ently behind during their day-to-day work. y -_;'A .

.ethers ~~ the perfect example 1s the: Sparfacist League (and their coun-
try cousins; the Leninist Tendency) --'canf'y‘ the program with them in a mobile
arc-of “thé~dovénant. When they encouhter’a membér' of the uninitiated, they
fling open the ‘&fc's doors wide. Whoéver does not ‘instantly make obelsance
to every word ifi‘the Scripture is given up as forever lost, a hopeless sin-
ners. They carry on the sectarian tradition already analysed by the program's
authors -

Marxism has built a scientific program upon the laws that govern
" the movement of capitalist.society, and which were discovered
by i4: This is a colossal conquest. However, it is not enough
'to create a correct programe It is necessary that the working
g class accept it. But the sectarian in the nature of things;”“
- comes “to a stop upon the first half of the task. :

The program is used by these people as a shield a@.:mst inwolvemen!: in

v' ‘the mass movement. Where Trotsky advised his comrades to use the progzam
~flexibly, advancing first one and then another demgnd in their agifation, the

sectarians must introduce all of it all the time and make the full“accept-
ance of it the minimal basis for any joint work. “The Sectarian i8 content
with a program, as a recipe of salvation.” (Trotsky, Writings, '35-'36;

. 26 » 29

2584111 others pay lip-service to the need for a party, ‘an International,
andz a transitional program . « « only now is not yet the time. "Meetifigs

-and discussions betweenisocialist grouplets in the various countries ‘dfe es-

sential, theoretical discussion is essential, ‘but ‘above all the creation of
real 1links between workers is essentlal. Only after this has been done on
a considerable scale will the preconditions for the recreation of the Inter-

‘national be achieved. In the existing situation the analogy of Marx and the
- First International is in some ways more relevant than that of Lenin and the

eyt L
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Third." (Duncan Hallas of the British IS in Party and Class, ps 19.)
ITrans}tioml dema.nds are fine «.» '+ but notinows “Now 18, instead,”the time
for! “fightirng ©oh the margins of the movement £ot infllence and’leadeiship.”
"Now- 1s: thel time for revolutionaries, for "sefious; dctive, and pérélstent
s‘tmggla‘bn thise:issues that détially concern’ their-féllow wez‘k&m. main-
tained consistently over time."” - Now is the time.for “économle'ibsues,” &éc-
tional issues; issues of conditions, bonuses, gradingﬁ ) VWage ra.tes and, at

- onel Tembve; iunion politics«": . Nowrils the timefor fes simply
-M"to glvera better, more successfily lead on' the conctete) day to’day; bread
and butter issues, than their non-revolutionary fellows." In all these &f-
forts, we keep this in mind: "Slogans are not magice"” “There is no magic
in'sioginss It 18 not a. que'stion» of what:is It-1&, above all, a ques=
tion' of %hoisaye 1%." And anywayj the question of nationdlization of in-
‘dustry 18 *&rrelevant to the mago‘.'c struggle a@inst 'incemes pé&ic¥. e,
(Hal1as,~Intert ;

SRR EEE MY SV ks P P E SR S TS (5003 o Th S CHINE St N WAL
The bloc formed in April bétween the Geterites ("Transformation
Caucus") and the Mackenzie=itos (¥Labor.Action:Caucus™) Stand Pproudly on the

i "traditions" ofvthe Workers-Barty; the Independent S6c1d11st La

d.the Ihdependent Socialist Clubsj-and-the>ISi Thésr: ‘attempts o gentﬂ'y
othat tradition with Anti-Sta.linism' dsva; smokescreén. : The tradition " i
they defend 1s that Shachtmanite'tradition-of poIitical adaptiidolem
~gad-1iquidationism. <The:Tecord of thé IS's publis: ‘Suncétinning an&‘the
. documents whith attemptito defend that functioning provide a‘clinical’
case of Lenin's definition of Economism ~- "3 theoretical basis for’theif

slavish cring;ng before spongng;tx
ORI e b B T B0V ’ 2 e mEa T
Fox the Tra.nsforrration\ Caucus, the essential taskfof socia.l:lsts

I i,s ¢o substitute. themselves. for reformists. They efiter mass movements
iniorder tb *build:them” on’their current political basis<énd then to
suggestionly those :s}ldgans and tasks for those:mévéments which are more or
less assured a.warm reception from the start. Thé T0, in other words,
refuses to set itself the task of educating its audiences in what

: zhé: 'On the contrary, that 'kind of undé¥taking guarantees
in theceyes of the TC‘ "secta.rian isolation«¥" Instead, the TC Pavors 77
© tailingiafter "spontaneous” movements without'fighting for a" revolutionary
“program within it; without: counterposing their own demands to the: -

m"spontaneous"' refornist prbgram on’ which the movement is currently ®
orgahized.. That 15 themeariing of 'Géler's prdclimation that "our 'firogram”

and demands normally under these conditions arose from the struggle 1ts8Tfe o »

i8pable to sharply challenge the ‘reforiiist 11lusions of  thesé move-
ments, >the TC-i8 also unwilling to challenge thelr reformist 1eadersh1 s»
~Thetr 4fielination is to suppress criticisms’ of reformists ard’ e’rtun
‘with whom they are engaged ‘in joint work, thereby tra.nsi’ermiﬁg eﬁélv‘ds
»inso>éimple errand-boys and cheerleaders for the reformﬁsts ‘and bpportm\fsts-

-voA11 this is done in the name of avoiding ‘“Sectaridniss® =< in mére candid
siiimoments, in order to "safeguard relations" with the réformist leaders them-
odteélvess:. By muting their politics and voluntéeririg helr érganising talerits

to reformists free of politimal charge, the TC aims at "getting the
masses in motion."” The task of raising the political level of the masses

-t
*
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is left to "‘I'he Struggle" and "The- Historical Precess." Andz this .. ..
miserable rehash of Economism=Nenshevism is passed off unblishingly
by Geler as "the method of classical revolutionary Marxism.” . ..

_ Lenim characterized the Economists as "Tailists.” Wha;l; term
better encapsules the methods of the TC? Whatever milleu they wander
into dicdates to the TC the political program they will espouse.

The PFP, the capitulations to black nationalism, and now to:‘revoluticnary

feminism," exemplify this method. Now that the milieu-hae swltehed : -

and they are involved .in industrial work, tailism takes the:form -of -

the. crudest-workerism. {Geler proudly refers to himself as a. workerist!)
The.+TG members broadcast their capitulation to "shop-floor" -
consclousness in every bulletin and leaflet they write, in every cauc;ugs
they rorganize or participate in, in ewvery internal document which they

- grind-out. ' For them, the road to transforming the IS into.a cadre ormni-
zation based in the working class is paved over with organigatiomal <.
pettiness and nightmatishly bureaucratic discipline (the Bradley :amend-
ments). Proletarian politics play no role in this transformabione:. Ald
attempts by ‘the Revolutionary Tendency to lay the unified political,

. programmatic, and strategic ‘basls for:this:crucial transformation have .
been regarded by the TC leadership from the start as part of “an unhéalthy
tremd” imiwhich "the orderly devekopment of political debate, posiﬁoﬂs,
and clarification on many questions" is "ccatinuously subordinated t6:il

“rerunning discussions on transitional program.” (Geier and Trautman,

IS Bulletin No. 37, Ps 18.)

The Mackenzie-ite group -- the "Labor Aétion Caucus" (LAC) --
was ‘formally constituted only recently. It began:its life swearing one
ocathrafter another that it would distinguish itself and stand to the left
of the Transformation Caucus« The oaths still hang in the aire Its i+
much-vaunted "differences® with Geier are presumably too explosive to
be ‘mede public; that, in any case, would explain why today né:ione hears
a.nything a'bout them.

Their own fundamental affinity with the opportunism-tailism of
the B¢, on the other hand, is brgught further into relief each day.
; Mackenzie's document on the Miners for Democracy may still be the
clearest evidence of this affinity to date.

For re¢velutionary socialists, the problems posed by the situation in
the United Mine Workexs was as follows: The union wgs run by a murderous
gangster buredaucracy headed by Boyle. The rank-and-file miners were -
struggling -td -throw Boyle's machine out. A tepid, reformist leadership
groupling led by Arnold Miller had tapped the anti-Boyle sentiment and.was
riding it into power in the UMW. Miller's role, therefore, was two-sided.
On the one hand, he helped fight agaisht the most reactionary currents in
#z.the UMW. '~ On the other hand, as a frank reformist with close ties to the
rest of the reformist bureaucracy in the labor movement and to the liberal
wing..of . the 'Democratic “Party, Miller set his face against the widespread but
inchoate strivings of the rank.and.flle to.go further than .consistent::-
reformist leadews can tolerate. Thus Miller reflected and reinforced the
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the politics of dead center against; both~right anq (mstinctive, Pl b
amorphous) left ameng “the mine workers-‘__,;-_,. — .

These are the political roots of the Eureeuéracy- Reformistsva".re"
politica,lly unable to sa'bisfy the needs, hopes, -and aspiratiorxs of workers;

jfof their conserva,tive, reformist oharacter and role, T
p’ ort. is never based 'on. such illusions. It is, precisaly i
because the ob,Ject of critical’ support is leading. the workers we. hope s
to reach and beca.use he is misleading ‘them that we give these leaders .-

: We support the Arnold Millers griﬂggﬁx_ -= Yas. a,».,hj.
s ‘a hanging man" == show the ranks all the more easily -

and clearly tj:hey need to dump ‘the. Millers,( to demonstrate the poverty
of reformisnj ‘and to,’ make ‘crystal cfl,ear the. need for a .revolutionary :
socialist Léademship Critical su;pporf has never meant. anything else

’A st ,trad‘itiOn- o e

S HOW q:cd Ma.c_ énzie analyse this siwation and pose the tasks for the
IS‘? ‘His ‘Gocument’ is instrugtive.’ “He brin ‘the wretched, flat politics
of centrisin *t:o_. liIe béi”ore our very eyes, hows us. wha.t centrism 1ooks

.....

~ rope sup;_nor

First, Mackenzie's characterization of the MFD leaderships

Though the MFD "is neither a rank and file or@nization nor a e
democx¥tic organization, it is an organized embodiment of real class . -
struggle btased on a progressive program and, as., such, a step forward in .
the struggle-"_ .

“ifiiter, ’Irbovich, ‘and Pa’c ek and their folldwers represent (im*.« P
perfectly, no doubt) genuine militant sections of the unions « o Only
the Yablonski-Ra,uh-ltes need be "politically isolated. in the .MFD."

And" bes‘b of all‘ e e ’che MFD program ié the opposite of 'misleading‘
because it’ pomts toward a struggle against. the mine owners... . and against
the state, regardless of the intentions of Rauh and the Ya.blonskis."

extend critical support to Miller is ‘qased not on a desire to d.issolvex

the miners’ 'illusions in Miller -- but 15 based on Mackenzie's own. .-
personal’ illusions about Miller. ‘It is not at all surprising to read, -
therefore, the,t Mackenzie sees tle 18%s tasks in.the MFD as followss‘q-

e ’buik of lour work at this time s however, is. necessarilx W e
concerned’ with building this ‘movemenits"” With'regard ‘to Miller's: reformist
~ program,'its “problem is simply that it is too. short: - "Thus, it may . :

‘be neceés a‘ry to make our own amendments to tl'ie MFD progcam "
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Today we are the "bullders” because the MFD 1s on balance . o
‘"an organized embodiment of real class struggle" possessing a program
which == WHilé in need of "amendments® -- "is the opposité of ‘misleading."

~~~~~ LiThe opportunist character of the course Mackenzie prescri’bes 1s further

T proven by his discussion of the proper attitude toward a group, pla.ying

B a 1eSs glorious role: ' : ‘ o

gb ". + ¢ but if I believed, as Bon does, that the MFD' is misleading

and its program bureaucratic, I would not be for supporting it v

critically or otherwise." And:

"Finally, if it is true, ‘as Ron says, tha.t the MFD played a
" role in keeping the struggle of the minersin ‘acceptable® channels,
" thit is, in one way or another holding back the struggle, then we
sﬁould have opposed MFD." =~ '

Thus, tailism is merely the flip side of sectarianism.

- Crltical support is offered only to those Mackenzie wishe not to

" criticize. All others are simply "opposed.” The Spartacist League
(and the Leninist Tendency of the IS) share Mackenzie's method;
but where Mackenzie sees only the "progressive" aspects of groups like
the MFD arnd therefore silences himself politically before the MFD's
supporters through opportunism, the Spartaoists ‘and the LT see. only
the retrograde role of the MFDs and always cousel no support at all, . .
(. practically silencing themselves politically by denying themselves ot

=shoth incapa‘ble of iighting in the working class for a revolutiomxy '-

S prog:r:am.

a - . To Justify the opportunist Practice which he recommends, Mackenzie

= (as we noted above) whitewashes the MFD and its’ reformist, bureaucratic,
holding-back- the-struggle role today. But to prove to IS members that
he is not really as gullible as he initially portrays himself, Mackénzie
is ready with a second portrait of the MFD as wells And here we learn
that Mackenzie really does know that Miller & Cos will betra.y the hopes of

Ak "the miners who support him: i

"Given the soclial nature of the labor bureaucracy and the political
and economic conditions of US capitalism today, we know that the new UMW
.- leadership will not be able to carry through the fight for its own pro-
i'gram against the employers. . « « If the miners carry through their fight
\with the bosses, as they have in the pa.st, Miller, Trbovich, Pat.rick, etc.,
will become a roadblock."”

3 The fact is that the MFD leadership plays a "roadblock™ role in the
miners struggle as soon as 1t comes into existence simply by strengthen-
" ing reformist illusions among the miners and deluding the miners about

cicd what 1s necessary for them to win a decent human life for themselves. But

=;* put that aside -- is Mackenzie in favor of at least warning the MFD's sup-
bx porters of the "roadblock" role which Miller & Co. are bound to play to-
= morrow? No! Not until they learn that lesson for themselves, not until

"1t is clear ((not clear to Mackenzie =~ he knows it already -= but to the

n, gl ep 0, was | Hloamn s
AN e T A o

.
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miners)) that .they are playlng that roles” . Thus'all Mackenzie's-Marxist
foresight ds to:do the.miners no:good; they will have ta:learnithelr own
*.lessons in their own-6ime in the-school of hard knocks =~ or, as-Mackenzie
would put ity "in. struggle-". In the meantime we keep our fomesight . to our-
selves until. \t,he .day .when Miller's true. character becomes:"clear" to:all.
Then we presumably wink wisely and smugly that “we knew it.all alonge«" Un-
til then, we are presumably "prophets guarding their knowledge for some
secret -use's .. e £

RIR-¥5 € Runs S
So long as the maJority of the working masses ha.ve confidence
in the Social Democrats, or let us say, the Kuomintang, or the
-, tyade union leaders, we cannot pose.before them the task of the
... -Ammediate overthrow of bourgeois powers The: masses nust be-pre-
-« -pared, for, thate. .'The preparation e¢an prove-to be a.very long-
"stage.” But only a tailist can belleve that,  "together mith:
the masses," we must sit, first in the Right and then in the
Left Xuomintang; or maintain a bloc with the strike-breaker Pur-
- cell "until the masses, become disillusioned with their leaders"”
- whom- we. in the meantime, uphold with our friendship.
. . (Trotsky, The Perman evolution, 11,)

. e
‘ This opportunist method is the lifeblood of Mackenzle's politics. ,

Read :Efn;;ther; ‘The IS believes that:- the Democratic Party is the historic:
death-trap of working class movements. It is one of. the -most: flexible poli-
tical organs. of. the. American bourgeoisie. On this poin'b, at least, ‘there is
no ambiguity in.the IS's theory -(at least, none so far).i".What, then, dees
Mackenzie have to. say. .about the ties which bind Milier: to the Demecratic Party,
i.e«, to the ruling class? We characterize the DP as reactionary. == asv"mis-
leaders * at the very least. What should the IS say to the miners about the
DP's political allies within the labor movement:~- those, 1like;Miller, who
are: the. best ab;l.e to.die wo:rkers; to the Democratic Pa.rty"’ Ma.ckenzie i.s~"
read;g, with;an answer' e ERN R Rt

Ty

gt sonid; however, e 5 mistake to chaacterize rank and file: 1ea.ﬁers,
suchaas Miller, who get tied up with Democrats as reactionaries or:-misleaders

when there is no counter-movement and no significant consciousness that this
((an a.lliance with the DP)) is wrong." (Emphasis a.dded.s

11

There, i:h is in a nutshell -v‘including all the- sophisticated-vsounding
phra,ses a.bont thef centrality of. cemsciousness. !Mackénzie believes:that>the
Denocxa&ic Pariy-is. the sworn enemy of labors .But he forbids us to attack
th@s idabor-leaders who deliver the labor movement into the hands of its™
enemy- We may not refer to such leaders as "misleaders." Why? ‘Becausé:the
workers will not agree with us todav! Because as yet, unfortunately, thexe
is no "counter-movement" in the proletariat against the Démocratic Party; be-
cause there 18 not yet any “significant- consciousness" thai: political ties

to the ruling:class 'is wrong." _ !
sbring such "eomsciousness” and such 3 | ) NEE «
-4ailors; his~political message for the workers tofit their present “backwa.ni
prejudices -instead of attacking those pre,]udices ‘and - counterposing to:. them
the :ceal »1nt,erests -;of the olass. : R Y : _

5y *VY

| Mackenzie will say nothing to the miners that 'bhey are not a.lready pre-
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pared {o'béiieve. He 1s an opportunist, a tailist, an Economist. And there
is no oBSficlé which bars his "next step" gver the class line, rTight into"
the DenocPatic Party. For if we dannot yet attack Miller as a misleader for
currying ‘favor with- Democratic poiiticians, how do we explain to those miners
who bother to-ask why we ourselves do not’ advocéte ‘alliances with Democrats'?
Dare we st that’ point’ let tHe cat out-of ‘the be.g -~ expose ourselves as sec-
tarians -<"and 'say what “we' think of the DP and’ of its politica;l advance-‘men
in the unions‘? B

RS, : R Sl

We need only imagine Mackenzie faced with this dilemma to under§tand
Mackenzie's basic problem: for him, revolutionary socialist politics and a
revolutionary socialist program are’ cumbersome, clumsy baggage which threat-
en %o trip ‘hin ‘up every time he ‘g6ts a chance’ to do "real work" with“’real
workers"” en@,ged in "reel struggles."

“ THe: Revolutionax‘y ‘Tendency, on the other hand, understands that the
task of socialists is to raise the consclousness:of the workérs, to tell them
what they do not yvet believe, what they do not yet understand, what they must
come to accept or suffer one devastating defeat after another. We utilize all

Wthe experiences of our common struggle alongside the workers to prove our-

selves correct. Millér 1§’ betraying the workers today and‘will continue to
do so tomorrow. We say so. Reformist programs guarantee bétrayal. We say
80« Ties to the Democratlic Party are "wrong." We say so. Labor leaders

who advocate such ties are "misloaderSa ‘We say so. labor‘needs an inde-

s

& pendent party to fight for its class interests as embodied in a transitional
ki U 1pr6gra’m- “We sSay so. Iabor needs the‘only kind of lea.dership which can cbn-

sistently ' fight for all thesé things =~ a revdélutionary Iéadership. Ne say so.

~ %+ “I{"ig only because Mackenzie's method is different +-‘because he is an
opportunist -~ that he can pompously sneer thdt "the notién "that a revolu-
tionary leadership 1s needed as opposed to the present leadership is a
death trap.”

An opportunist is incapable of understanding that revolutionaries o

2itn ‘thé nature of things -- must stand for and say many, many things which Othe

working class in its majority will not understand, accept, or ad:k' upon today-
That is exactly their job.
guaxd. For Mackenzie, everything we say today must be’ "actionable" today.

Thus he tells us, "We can't Say °to the workers that this is what's really

néeded: when we know damn well ‘that neither us nor anyone else can carry it
[3HFovgh. © This is utopian.and misleading." But the only reason it can't be
carried through today is the failure of more workers to understand that it

I muskiBE carried through. Just ggg tly whose Jjob is it to change thoge workers'

pinds® v (And 3% Is at this point’ in the debate that ‘Mackenzie and his co-

- thinkefs an&:eys drag in The Historical Process by the hair. )

Both Geier and Mackenzie == the Transformatlion Caucus and the "Iabor
Action Caucus” (LAC) -- have implicitly abandoned everything essential to
Bbl“sliévi‘s' " D'Thet¢ 1s no room, in their pragmatic common-éense recipes, for
tHe Innintsd cohcéptions of leadership, pai"ty-building, ‘the'} r‘l:y itself,
prdgram,z ‘¢lags consciousness, or their tactical applications (uﬁited front,
< critical cuppoyrt, étce).
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..y - The difference between:the two leaders.and their groups-is.thisg ..
Gei.er is a confirmed charlatan, trained in.the. -political .shel}.games JHith
., his right hahd he conducts his "practical work” which .denies. everything in
he Marxist. traditlon. With his left hand he tears. snippets oF. Jonin. and.
T{Sotsky ‘out-of their contexts and pastes .them together into.a -patch-work ...
_. mantle oFf, "orthodoxy" which he dons for ceremonial occa$ions. +Thus -Geiexr's
.absolute laek of .political honesty allows him to carry out reformist po;i'!
tics in practice while clinging to revolutionary rhetoric in words. The;;
TC rank and file has no interest in theory, in idea.s, whatever 3 they will

S et

§ Maekenzie is a different cese. Herﬁanctes himself a theoreticien, "
a veryxsephisticated system-builder who fearlessly and explioitly -follovs..
all his ideas out to their fullest conclusions. None-'of - Geier's charlas-;

tanry for him! If the "orthodoxy" conflicts with his practice, the ortho~
doxy will just haye to gao. ILook over Mackenzie's. "Initial Tendency State-
Ajment-" Leninism As. going, gping, gone- | B

(a.) " o v« The static idea that 1'9 :,s f'program' which defines the
\:va.ngua,xd Party‘" S T R GRS L gbh B e

(b) "Indeed the ,rise of Stalinism and the subsequent complication of
: ,Awhat is, and what is not a part of the socialist or workers. movement has. taught
" us to 1ooIf beyond. program and : eveq class composition to determine the reality
of a.ny pa.rty or. organization- . Even Trotsky:did not grasp-this fully.".

(c),. "« s .+ The vanguard of .the working class at any ﬁiven time “ v e

\@Aﬁx must he eade:rs in the CJ.B.SSO S #"

H] i BA

‘Topping it all off:

''What Is To Be Done?* must be seen in its context -~-as a -'bending
of the stick' -- ..and weighed against the later views. of Lenin and ogthers m
a,@,inst world experiexgce since the death of Lemine® .. - - SR
o Shanm 2
Mackéhzr” would Have an interesting time -looking through the resoly-*
iqqs of the Comintern on the nature of the party ~- and particularly: theit
cohtrimtions of Lenin and .Trotsky therein -- tr_ving 40 -find something ito: .
"weigh’ 'a.g.inst" the essentlals of W' ' But btack: to Mackenzie:
st el e oovan
o Ip the ba,ckwazd Tsarist Russia, of 1903, it might heeve heen argued-that
workers,.'Were is¢lated to such an extept that Aheir, sjelf-'actiwity could: mok.
lead to socialist conclusions.. In today's world, with teday's lpvel -of:sdu-
cation among the masses, such a sepa.ration of politics and self-activity is

unlikely"-"— TIO ir

LB

,,.»

; Slice through the fatty verblage and the, oh-so-modern-a.nd-so-sophisti-
catell pEetensions here and you reach an idea. that was not new when;the Men~
sh‘éviks used it aga,inst Lenin, when Stalin used it against Trotsky, when:the
POUM used to to excuse evéry one of its capitulations to "spontaneity" (fee.,



the Spanish baurgeoisie) ; B o : C o

"In Russia the workers are isolated, backward, ignorant v said the,
Mensheviks. "How can you, Lenin, talk about the workers taking power, here
.of all. plaoes?" A , v : : e

T ! . 7
e "In Russia, the workers are. backward, isolated, ignorant- They needed
vanguard partys  But not so the ‘workers of;cultured Western Europe.” .-So
said every anti-Bolshevik current in the early Comintern, from the opportun-

ists- éeemti, Levi) to the ultra-Lefts (Gorter & COe)e

orfE e [
"In Russia the workers couldn't read- they needed Lenin's partys ‘But
events are moving so quickly here -in the United States that even the farmers
are revolutionary! A Farmer-Labor party is all we need here!! So said the
. American Communist Party in the mid-1920s, mouthing Stalin's line for the
rest of the world as well. i

"The .Spanish workers are different from the Russian wokkers; we have
»vhuge trade unions and 1iterally scores of workers' parties...lenin's separa-
-7 -tion of polities and self-activity is highly unlikely -here! -A.Popular Front,
.-a few militia:committees, some good advice to the union:-leaders plus'a .cen-

e 'tpist party will do the trick in Spain.” Mackenzie is-every:bit:as modern and
innovative as was the POUMe If he survives politically until our.revolution,
he will play the same kind of role. "Russian exceptionalism" has always been
- theuscreen for the grossest -opportunism, from the Mensheviks of Russia down
to the Mensheviks in the IS leadership-

i But«all Mackon21o s innovations and erudition only provide his‘”Tbndency

'ﬁStatement“ with dressing on the cake.- :The cake itself-is to be found on ipe 3t

on g "Similarly we defend the critical reassessment of thé revolutionary
-+ party, and its relationship to the working class and its self*activity, developed
internationally since the death of Trotsky and summarized largely in -the’ '
writings of the British I.S. While these ideas are thoroughly grounded in
the ideas of Lenin, Trotksy, and others, they represent a synthesis of the
full, rounded ideas ef these great revolutlionaries -- not 3 scholastic reit-
,,eration of this or that text." v 5

‘._!..“. - 4

d

Let%s recall the substance of this brilliant reassessment to see where

fMackenzie's goinge -~ it e cherem

Cliff's contributions include the following "syntheses“ of Lenin, |
Trotsky, and others:

o oo "For Marxists in the advanced industrial countries, Lenin's: original

- pasition can much less serve as & gulde than Rosa Luxemburg'ss-s s «" -(CLiff,
i iBosa Luxemburg, ist editions Subsequent editions have simply.dropped ‘this
Dpassage. The same point of view remains on that page ((5&?), h0wever, al-
though it s presented 1ess forthrightly.)

"In Trotsky s woxds about the danger of substitutionalism' inherent
in Lenin's conception of party organization, and his plea against uniformity,
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one can see his prophetic genius, his capacity to lookrahead, to bring into
a unified system every facet of life- (Cllff "Trotsky on Substitutional-

ik 'i‘u' - | - 71:\
"Trotsky is torn in the contxadiction between his consistent,-social-
ist democratic conception of opposition to-any form of 'substitutionalism'

N

~and his theory ‘of the Pérmanéni’ Revolution, in which the,proletaridn minor-

ity acts as a proxy foranl‘the toilers, and as the rnler of societyx

rial ‘ “(l;li_)
CLogirrmsEoal LG ~LoA- '

1 "Since the revolutionary party cannot have 1nterests apart from thé
class, all the party's issues of policy are those of the class, and they

i '6howld :theréfdére. be thrashed jout:in thelopen, in its presences « ¢«'« This
siomeans that all ‘discusslonsionibasic. issues’ of policy should be discussed .

vfcin the light of days- in-thé opénpress+  Let ‘the mass of the workers take
part in the diScussion, put pressiire on the party, its apparatus and 1eader-

ship."” (Ibid.)

Or Hallas, in the passags“quoted earlier: first international links

- between workers, sometime later an Intermationaly Marx and.the First Inter-
. ongtional more relevant: than: Lenin. and ‘the Third. : Like :*Russian exceptional-
~-ism," the countervosition ief Marx as more relevant than:Lenin or Trotsky —-

it o in effect the denial of ithe-lessons the revolutlonary movement ‘has learned -
.18 always a danger signm YWARNING; Cliff Aheadu"* F e LM

ety

Or Hallas again ("Ibwarcs ‘Revolutionary Soctalist Party," 21-22):
; TS iy o

"Naturally a party cannot be 2 nold-all in which any and every con-

- celvable standpoint is-represented. - The limits of mémbership are determined

by a serlous commitmeéntito:the ultinate objectives -ithe:democratic coXlective
control by the working clans over industry and soclety. Within these limits
g variety of views oniasnpecis of strategy and tactics is nécessary and inevi-~

~»table in a democratic erzanizations” (Such as how the "ultimate objective"

xthe Menshev1k or Socicl~Dem0ﬂratlc conception of organization-)

'3;4.' . Gy "l 2;"‘.' [’-“'l.

1s ‘1o ‘be achieved --'reform or revolution? The conception here: is 1n fact

‘ This is the substance of he "eritical reasseSsment“ of the theoiies

'of Lenin and Trotsky "and others" performed by the British I8s “This is~the

"synthesis of the full, rounded ideas of these great revolutionaries" on

- which Mackenzie proudly'takes his-stand. Mackenzie carefully nbétes that this

synthesis had to awai® "the death of Lenin" and "the deathiof Trotskyx!:-In
this, at least; he 1s 100 percent corrects
TR T AR T I L O SERARL

* ¥ K K X *

. R o
R R

The' hallmark of:icentrism is the combination of ‘reformist practlice and

‘.:revolutionary‘phraseology&..Geier apitomlizes thls combinations.: But Micken-

ham, cartying Finkel (nodding sagely) along,with him into oblivion-

zid s determination to be moreitheoxetically serious than Geler. is.propelling
him out of the ranks-of -centrism intoxthe camp of ountjand—out:/Revisionism,

of pure and simple rcformism. Thig isinot a matter of -name-calling but of
scientific accuracy. Mackenzie may well turn out to be the IS's James Burn-

e x SRITTO W LI I ined
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s The. developing crisis demands the building of a clear-eyed, steeled
cadre organization firmly based in the working class and armed with a Marx-
ist programs The political préconditions for achieving this goal are many
- fundamentally, however, they all reflect the need.for precision in the

~formulation of our ideas, courage and honesty in applying and testing them.

. Givenithe international character of capitalism and the interdepen-

" denoe of dapitalism and Stalinism, a revolutionary-socialist cadre orgniza-
tion must be both internationalist in its perspectives and international

in its structure and membership. ang

e It is not possible #0 chart a successful course for a parochial "Ameri-
can” revolution. It is rdt possible to understand and anticipate the dymamics
of US soclety without reaching an understanding _non-US capitalism and, Stal-

:inism as well. Similarly, it is parochial and irresponsible to restrict our
political intervention to the United States PLOpers. . We must analyze develop-
ments worldwide and formulate the tasks of rev utionary-socialists abroad .

We must examine the theory and practice of rev htionary groups all over the
world; and we must openly and frankly communicate our conclusions to those
groups. Only in this way will an international revolutionary socialist or-
ganization develop. N o e

To undertake this task requires a break with the IS's past methods of
-operating internationslly. The IS's relations to, .groups abroad have;reflec-
ted a parochial spirit - the "fraternal’ ties” to. the British IS and 1O, for
example, have:had the character of “non-aggresslon pacts," chiefly useful :
as allowing the IS(US) to bask in the glory of their greater numbers. Such
ties, instead, should be utilized to facilitate_ the exchange of political
analyses and mutual appraisals and criticism. ﬁoth.of these groups, signli-
ficant indeed ‘though some of their accomplishments are, are making the most
dangerous mistakes today. - To hold back such criticisms in the interests of
"our relations with them“ is unprincipled, irresponsible, and dangerous-/

f((

Similarly within the IS(US) and with regard to other organizations
in this country. Domestically as internationally, all attempts to gloss :n
over important differences and blur the 1ines pf discussion must be repudia-
ted:. An organizatian held together by ambiguity, diplomacy, .and horse-
trading instead -of genuine clarity and agreement will inevitably smash itself
upon the reefs of the actual class struggle. :

It is inevitable that our attempts to carry forward the prooess of Tete
clarification meet with resistance. Centrists. always howl with pain when;
politics intrude upon their comfortable world. .Just. as we initiate the.
first serious principled reexamination of politics, We are<charged with -
belng "unprincipled,” "maneuverers," "personality cultists," etce This 1ﬁf
Vdevelopmsnt too is nothing new. . 50

x,x”' ;

ef It is.most frequently the case that those comrades who call
principled struggles 'intrigues' are precisely the ones who
display the ability for real intrigues when someone steps on
coeevpome it NE AT T o
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their corns. A lack of Goncern about principled questions and
an exaggerated sensitivity in personal questions characterize
many of those who landed by accideni; in the | gi‘ the Left

f.17 .

- Opposition. (Trotsky, The Spanish Revolution,
Internal clarification is for a single purpose- o’ enable -us to in-

""‘:tervene externally with more clarity, confidence, and success. Questions are

importa,nt insofar as_they bear upon the. pmctice of the organization. Only

.a group With a cIea,r Progranm. a,rq clear metfpods can’ agt ‘coherently in its ex-

ternal work. By the same. token, only such a group can successfully test.

its polftical férmulae in practice. A group with no ¢lear ideas, which .
tacks helplessly with first this and then that episodic breeze, whose mef=
rs agree on little aside from vague and ambitious generalitles, and which

""in fact intervenes ‘in the class struggle armed with a dozen distinct programs

" and styategles -- such an or@.nization can neyér learn from its experience

in the ciass- The experiment is unscientific: the test tube is contaminated.

MOst importantly, we must bring this progr;am to the” working cla.ss and

_' o especiaily to its most oppressed layers. Only anned with such a program can
"~ these layers fight their own, struggles through to success and dran_ the r:est

_ of he class Anto tattle with ‘thems Lo T e

The tasks facing revolutionaries are as follows:

First, it is necessary to. forge the’ progr_-a,m upon -which we stand ==.%to

j‘icontinue the task left off in 1938. It is necessary 10 modify and improve

" thé transitional program in the light of changes in the obJective situation

_ and adva.nces in our own understanding of the world.. ;,‘_.,n

N NS

Second, we must crea.te an organization capeble of intérvening in the
class on the basis of our progra.m This .requires many, thingsx industriali-

- zation; the development of cleaxr and concrete strategies for our practical

“ work not only in the. trade unions but in all areas in which we intervene;

..of & “news _per,

the construction‘of real national fraétions in the trade unions ‘capable not
only .of intervening systematically in their arenas but also of locking that
intervention into;the enti.rety of our approach to the class; the development
an drgan Which ;oresents our viewpoint to .the class in a clear

Cand unam'b guous manner- the creation of a theoretical Jqurnal which acts .as

the vehicle far “the development of a thoroughgoing and’ rigorous understanding
of thé class ‘struggle; the rapid development and systematization of other.
avenues of propaganda, including both pamphlets and a wide range of other
vehicles sych as .clty-wide rank and flle newspapers, indusiry newspapers,
shqp floor bulletins, etce; the development of clear stra.tegies and correct
ta,ctics for our approach to the 0ppressed ‘sectors of the class which ma.ke
posSible the winning over of the. revolutionary elements of these sectors to
our program and organization; the devélopment of a systemad;ic approach to
the recruitment of workers; an approach to the education and tra ﬂo,t our
own membership which will forge a cadre that both understands our ‘program
and is capable of intervening effectively in the actual class struggle on the
basis of 1t; and much more. TR

HistoricalIy, the IS has “failed to base itsel:t‘ upon ‘an understa.nding

o
ey
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of the major questions regarding the nature of the modern capitalist

epoch, and the need for the construction of a revolutlemary party btased
upon a program which analyzes and answers correctly the problems faced by
the international proietariat. stead of seeking to thoroughly under-
stand the nature of the crisis ‘modérn capitalism, it has satisfied it-
self with empirical observations to the effect that "the workers are start-
ing to move" because "things are getting worse" although "there's still a
lot of fat in the system«"” 1Instead of seeking to crystallize its under-
standing of the capitalist crisis into a program which provides a gcorrect
solution to the crisis from the stance of the proletariat, it has satisfied
1tself with vague generalities about "moving the struggle forward" "tran-
sitionally.” 1Instead of orienting its strategy to the critical necessity
for the comstruction of a revolutionary party, it has paid 1lip service to
the "need" for a party while denouncing anyone who had the temerity to ac-
tually suggest that we should begin the process of forging such a party now
as a hopeless sectarian.

The dlalectical interrelationship between revolutionaries, the world,
and the program must be resumed. It can only be resumed by a group dedi-
cated to political clarification and principled practice, both internally
and externally. There is only one way to make sure that the development of -
such a group takes place. It will not be guaranteed by History, the Struggle,
or any other disembodied, neo~Hegelian, metaphysical agency. In this matter,
as in all others, human beings make their own history.
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