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This article was originally produced in the middle of an intense faction tight within the
International Socialists. The fight ultimately culminated in a split. The opposition group,
called the Revolutionary Tendency (RT), left the IS to join the graveyard which is strewn
with the corpses of sects which call themselves Orthodox Trotskyist. This article was a
response to the ideas of the RT — ideas presented under the mantle of Marx, Lenin and
Trotsky, but really representing their negation. The response, however, stands as the best
concise statement of which we are aware delineating the relation between class struggle,
class consciousness, revolutionary leadership and program, and the role of revolutionaries.
Although it contains some errors and although it is marked by references to the faction
fight, it is an important guide to revolutionary action and can be read and understood by
those who are not familiar with the intricacies of the faction fight.

Cover design by Lisa Lyons
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- REVOLUTLONARY METHOD: PROGRAM AND LEADERSHIP

Mike P.
6/1/73

INTRODUCTION

The current debate in the organization on progranm and revolutionary leadexship
raises no less than the questions for the reasons for the existence of the IS and the
nature of our tasks. Our activity in the large world outside our small organization
has bLeen severely hampered while the dehate rages. ‘ithout a clear pelitical resolution
of these questions, understood ard internaiized by our membership, the faction fight
will result only in further Jemoralization and disorientation.

The debate has pointad up a series of wajor failures in the I.5. WNe have failed to
put to writing much of the comson poiitica.r assumptions and methods which have defined
our activity so that these could be systematically analyied and re-evaluated. UWe have
failed to develop an organizu:ion and leadersihip firmly grounded in common pelitical
conceptions. Instead, the organization has hopped from cne political arena to the next,
looking for "the action. Similaciy, Lecause the orgauizatinn lacked a firm political
cohesiveness into which new mesbers c¢ould ? ;ntﬂgrﬁted and educated, large sections
of the organization have besa mesmerized hv gimnicks and slogans which become the rage
one day and were forgctten the newt as & newer simmick came along. Most of these gim-
micks (separate women's I.S., "reconversion”, "umity of the class", Labor Committee
economics) ‘reflscted the milicu of the student movement and a petit bourgeois impatience
with the working class. All that was needed was to find the right slogans which would
tie all the disparatc struggles together, =nd simultaneously overcome the false con-
sciousness which divided the working class.

With the decline in the student movement amdl in the absence of stable mass working i
class movements, this tendency has been accentuated. The latest get-ricn quick scheme
to avoid facing the real difficultiss i the taricature of Trotskyism drawn on the
“unstained banner" of the so-called Revolutionzry Tendency.

That so many excellent comrades have been dvawn to the bankrupt politics of the
Revolutionary Tendency is a most damning dewonstration of the failures of the I.S.
Still another is that it took the attack on our politics by the R.T. to force the I.S. {
to begin to analyze, defend, andﬁf&paper onr political conceptions.

There were scme mitigating circumstsnces: the transition from a largely student-
based discussion group to a cadre organization based in the working class' the building
of a national orgaﬁi‘ation out of a lcase federation of “clubs®y the relocation and
industrialization of significant numbers of members to establish a presence, branch
and national office in the industrial midwest: the disorisnctation that resulted from the
collapse of the student movement; and the loss of our most thecoretically developed
comrades ("Reorient™) whose pelities were moving ir a different direction.

While these provide explanaticas of our failures, the fact of our failures remains.
But just as our politics can not be dafended by providing excuses for our failures,
neither can the:Revolutionary Tendency scriously defend its own politics by pointing
to our failures.

Despxte the chest beating and postaang about pregram and method, the only real
program and metiod containsd in the RT theoretical statement is that of sectarian
abstentionism. v .

We are told in Ron T's dvaft aute perspective {Labor Bulletin #3) that we "propose
a prograr’ as-the b351c minigzum for local caucuses consisting of general trade union
economic issues, union demcc*ayy, szgainsi state intervention, and for a 1abor party.
But we are then told in speeches by both Ron and Sy that raising the fic demand of a labor
party without stating that the labor party should be based on a (or The) transitional
program is reformist and we do not call fox 2 reformist party. So what is left of Ron's
method? Presumably we ‘propcse a program’’ -- as the mimimun basis for a caucus -=
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for a labor party based on the transitional program. And since for Ron the transi-
tional program is the revolutionzry sucialist program, then our "basic minimum program’
we propose for organizing caucuses turns out to be a revolutionary socialist program.

This same theme comes up over and cver in RT theory. In one RT presentation
(East Bay), we were told:

A) Every program other than our transitional progran is reformist (definition).
We were also told:
B) We do not initiate or take the lead of reformist organizations (method). '

The only reasonable <conclusion we can draw then is that the only organizations
or caucuses in which we take the lead are revolutionary ones . . . if we take the
lead in anything at all.

Luckily the RT, unlike the “Lenminist"' Tenaency,is stiil better than its theories
and therefore stops considerably shogt of the conclusions to which their theory leads.
So, for example, the practice of RT members in AFT, IBT, and {WA doesn't look at all
like RT theory. Uher ic is necessary to describe the real world, the RT “method¥ is
of no use. According to RT theory, working class leaders outside the I.S. are reformists
to whom we may give critical support “like a rope stpports a hanged man.” So when
the RT encounters a certain Los Angeles Teamster lealder or a St. Louis worker whom
they do not wish to hang, these can only te characterized as fexceptions". (Ron,
statement in S.F.; = ' A . :
: ‘ % " % * * *

We could go on exploring the contradiction and the bankrupt sectarian conclusions
of the Revolutionary Tendency documents and presentations. Such work is necessary,
but it is not sufficient. With so many basic questions in dispute, polemics picking
apart other documents cannot be a substitute for the attempt to clearly elaborate an |
analysis and methodology.’

We wish to begin such a task with this document taking up several of the questions
in dispute. In doing this, we have mainlv limited our comments on the Revolutiomary
Tendency to footnotes. Many of the points made are definitional in nature oy ave
considered basic assumptions of our politics. This is necessary because the debate has
become so deep that there are few definitions aud basic political assumptions that are
now held in common , _ ‘

PROGRAM |

The program of any organization is a summary of its poals and strategy, focused .
on its immediate tasks, all of which reflect an interaction between the organization
and the world around it. Most programs are rarcly internally comsistent -- again a )
reflection of the composition, coherence; anc CORSCiOUSNESS of the organization. >

Programs are often put to paper in whole or in part. But, just as often such
written programs have little to do with the real program of the organization. Take g
5 examples: '

1) Although the United Acticn Caucus (AFT) adopted a number of excellent demands
as its "program’’, its real program was coneretized and symbolized in 1ts support for
Miesen, its opportimist pandering to tie anti-merger forces as its focus, and its

organization as & convention caucus ¥or the out-bureaucrats.

2) The Democratic Party and its sub-grcupings, including the McCarthy, Kennedy,
and McGovern campaigns, often have very nice platform planks about aiding working
people and oppressed groups, taxing corporations, ending war, €tc. Part of our poli-
tical task 'is to expose the real program of the Democratic Party as reflected in its
organization and actions even if not consciously understood by the Party itself -~ to
defend capitalism by keeping in check possible opposition mevements.,
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3) European Social Democratic orgenizations claimed to have both a maximal progranm
-- socialism -- and z minimal program — jmmediate veforms under capitalism. The
maximal program was increasingly reserved for rostalgic purposes. The real nrogram
turned out to be not even consistent strugele for reforms, but maintenance of the
trade union and party bureaucracy in pover within the context of those reforms which
did not threaten the bases of capitalism.

4) The paper programs of Stalinist parties vary according to time and place.
Bourgeois nationalism, defeavisn, super patriotism, left adventurism, and workers
revolution have al® been progrems of Stalipist parties. Yet despite these paper
programs and the motivations of individual rewbers, the real program has always been
the defense of stalinist scates and the social conquest for a bureaucratic collect-
ivist ruling class. o

4

5) Sectarians like the Spavrtacist League claim to put forward a program for the
working class. But the papev progrom is just window dyessing for their real program
which is to effectively isolatec themselves from being rainted by working class
struggles while they agitate otacy Trotskyist sectis.

A revolutionary organiration seeks to be as sclf-conscious as possible in
establisliing its program. LN@ seex sot to have a paper program which will provide us
with some kind of cever from attack while we czirty ¢n our real program. Instead we
formulate, debate and adopt our program So that it can vore accurately guide,
evaluate and redirect our work. In turn we use the results nf our work to re-evaluate
our prcgram.

Our program thus starts out from cur goai: proletarian revolution. It develops
long and short term strategies, and focusss o1 the irmmediate tasks that face the or-
ganization. Because they =re imnediate, and because we will modify the program as
the struggle develops and as the situstiin chanees, the most immediate tasks are most
concretized and deteiled. Our longer range conceptions and strategy which guide
us are.by necessity more generalized ané‘aﬁstrgg}ij

We do not offer u blueprint for socialism or even a blueprint for the proletarian
‘revolution. Ve reject these essentially substitutionist, elitist notions of the
vanguard taking power itself using tue working Ciass as a battering ram. In our view,
socialist revolution can only be made by a working class salf-conscious of its own
interests as a class and the reed to take state pawer to overturn capitalism with its
own mass institutions. The role of the revolutionaxry vangunrd organized as a party is
to develop that self consciousngss in the working class as a whole by providing leader-
ship, direction £nd education.| Our progran is directed toward building a revolutionary
party in the context of developing a self-conscious working class. Our program and
organization therefores exist in interaction wita the developing class struggl?:7

As the struggle of the working class develops, we revise our program and fill out
and make concrete that which was previousiy more generai to provide leadership and
direction to working class struggle.

Our program them, outlines our istrategy in the context of our overall perspective.
Industrialization, organizing caucuses, Us¢ of our newspaper, etc., are all part of
our program. Programmatic demands -- immediate, democratic, and transitional -- are
included in our program. But how and in what gituations gz‘ggzigéﬁ'gg_ggigg_these
these demands -- that is, QEi_iéEEEQAEﬁ q}g&égg}gg_;ﬁgﬁworkinq cilass -- is
also’ part gfygggtgzggggg,‘and makes the
grab bag of slogans attached to it.

T
demancs a part of our program rather than a

.

In so far as we succeed in accurately writing out our program, it is manifested
-as our tasks ard perspactives documents. When we develop our ‘perspectives” for work
in any area we arc develop our program for that work whether or not there is a single
slogan. . The slogans themselves are derived from our program ~-- they are not a




a substitute for it.*

, The programgiVes.cbherence and meaning to the work that we do so that the
whole points in the direction outlined by our program.

THE TRANSITIONAL PROGRAN | . - L
The strategic tasks of the next pericd -- a prerevolutionary period of

dgitation, propaganda, ard erganization -- consists in overcoming the ma- -
turity of the objective revolutionary condit1gg§wangm£hﬁiiﬁm§§gf§§y'ﬁf'th
proletax’ i - . . 1t is necessary to help the masses I

e process of the daily struggle to find the bridge between present demands
and the socialist program of ti-e revolution."

(Trotsky, The Dedth Apony of Capitalism, p. 7) }
The old "minimal program' is superceded by the transitional program, the 2 ;
.task of which iies in systematic mobilization of the masses for the.
proletariagn revolution.™ {Trotsky, Dsath Agony, p. 8)

The Draft Transitional Program of Trotsky was formulated for a pre-revolutionary : ;
period. Capitalism was in a state of crisis. There was no organic expansion of o ;
capital ‘for a decade. Fascism had already triumphed in several major capitalist : é
countries as a resuit of the crisis. Simuitaneously, the periocd saw major mass - 7
working class movements. There was every reeson to believe that the coming world war
would at first dampen the class struggle. Bun because it would also exacerbate the ;
underlying crisis in capitalism, the crisis would manifest itself even more deeply at
the war's conclusion. o

The objective conditions dewranded a revolutionary solution. The proletariat was R ;
responding: ' : o

" In all countries the proletariat is wracked by a deep disquiet. The mujti-
millioned masses again and again enter the road of revolution. But each
time they are blocked by their own conservative bureaucratic machine.

- (Trotsky, Death Agony}

. .The main roadblock to the class tonscitusness of the masses advancing to revolu-
tionary consciousness was the reformist leadership of the masses. ‘The main strategic

task of revolutionaries was to win th way from this reformist Teadership
wiiich Was- 3 ' yreEining capitalism and win the masses to a revolutionary
leadership which could lead in carrying through the struggle for taking state power.

Transitional Gemanas 3Ad STogans wore the main toois for accomplishing This. Transi-
tional demands were insolubly linked to tiie task of winning the mass struggles to
revolutionary leadership. : :

~ This is what made Trotsky's program as a whele “Transitional'.. The immediate
tasks were directed to “the question of consciousness of masses of workers who were im . .-
struggle around reformist demands to the censcilousness of reveolutionary struggle. The
method used was the raising of programmatic demands for the mass struggle which if
fought for would .direct the struggle against the bases of capitalism. T

N The method iad been developed earliev. The Third Congress of the Communist
International explained it well in its “Theses on Tactics.' Communists should take

i
i
i
|
!

'IThere‘is a definitional. confusion in the political debate within the I.5. Some )
comrades usé the term program as I have describec it here. Others use the texm to mean :
narrowly the programmatic demands alone. How the term is used makes little difference '
so long as the conceptions are clear. The preblem occurs when the two meanings are “
confused as by Pon T. in his “On the Transitional Program” (1.S. Bulletin #37) who then =
uses his own confuses in definition to make political arguments. For examples, and .

a fuller discussion of this, see Bob Powers, 'A Reply to Ron T." ‘ ’ -
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as their starting point not “wnat reforms capitalism could grant” -- which was the
starting point for the Social Democrats' minimal program. Rather the starting point
should be the needs of the working class. Communists should advance demands

chnppge T

whose fulfillment is an immediate and urgent working class need, and
they nust fight for these demands in mass struggle, regardless of
whether they are compatible with the profit economy of capitalism
or not. (Theses on Tactics)

Workers would begin to struggle for these demands. Those that could be won
under capitalism would be victories for the working class and as such would advance
its self-confidence and sensc of power and encourage it to advance and deepen the
struggle. Workers might continue to strupgle for furtier demands with the illusion
that capitalism could grant them. But consistent struggle for these demands would
reveal tnat capitalism could not grant significant reforms to meet the needs of the
working class and this would open the working class 1o revolutionary ideas and
leadership and the recognition that only a society organized by tie working class
could meet its needs.

Trotsky's transitional program was an claboration of this method for what he
saw as a pre-revolutionary period-which was to nim undoubtedly the last peried in
the epoch of capitalist decay.” Trotsky's full program contained more than tran-
sitional demands and the method of their application. But the building of this
bridge for tie masses to move from mass struggle under reformist leadership around
partial and democratic demands to revolutionary consciousness and the struggle to
take state power was the central immediate task of revolutionaries.

This is what made Trotsky's yprogram transitioral. The immediate tasks were
divected to this question of the transition of the consciousness of masses of workers
in struggle around reformist demands to a struggie for state power. i

But the period we face today is not the period that Trotsky described. Despite
the underlying crisis in capitalism, its organic cxpansion continues if at an
increasingly slower rate. Rather than collapse follouing World Var 11, capitalism
has experienced a long period of relative stability as a result of the permanent
arms economy. Reforms are possible and nave been worn. The working class is not
involved in mass struggle around reformist demands. Our general immediate task is

‘not to win away masses of workers struggling under bureaucratic reformist leadership
around the transitional program moving towards taking statée power. It is not our
immediate task not just because we are small, but because these mass movements do
not generally exist. This characterization does not exclude episodic upsurges in
the working class, in large scale in France and Italy, and many more smaller scale
developments. But in the main this period in the advanced capitalist nations is
characterized by a rastiessnegs within the working ciass which is not organized
for even elementary struggle.

- -

Given this view, Trotsky's confusion in the use of period and epoch was under-
standable since the period marked the end of the epoch. @Given that Trotsky's
assessment of the end of the cpocht proved clearly wrong, the use of quotes taking
advantage of this confusion is indefensille.

3Obviously a much deeper analysis of the peried is required. Unfortunately
Marxist economic tools are not well developed and require sharpening before they
can produce wnat we believe to be an adequate analysis. We are presently preparing
a piece we hope can be the beginning of the discussicn.

The so-called analysis of the naturec of the period put forward by the Rev.
Tendency are little more than rhetoric te try to make reality fit their program
rather than the other way around. They deny statistical evidence about the deve-
lopment of the productive forces which contradicts their own view as “empiricism'.
See Emmet Casey's "A Case of Retrograde Motion . (continue on next page)

et e S . . gy
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As a result our program is not a transitionai in the sense that our immediate
tasks are not centered arouad the transitien €com mass reformist struggle to the
struggle for state powexr. Cur full program includes the transitional method with
transitional demands bDecanse it is u key metiwd of revolutionaries in developing

the consciousness of mass movements. But with

_this as a guide our program focuses

on the present tasks of revolutionaries im fEigﬁ}ngﬂgg*gwloy“@evel7qg_f?agment33””

conScipUSHess=-advancing the class styuggle thn

oug@ringxgasingfthgwg;ggnizationrand

s¢[f-comsciousness of the worKing 2Taes and duilding a revolutionary leadership.

One important fohseéquence tor quriprOgram duve to the lack of mass working class

struggle is that our .progcan focuses heaviiy on
the working class -- particularly oppressed nat
forward strategy and demands for these which dc
conscicusness of the working ciass gensrally wi

the specially oppressed sections of
ional mincrities and women. - Ve put
aot depend on the developed class
ich does not presently exist. Our

program for these groups is (o advance their owa stragpgles based on their own needs
and not to subordinate these to tis backward casciousness of the working class as
a whole. Within these straggles we peint in the direstion of ciass wide struggles
(partially by the demands we +3ig2) but we do mt counterpose tiese demands to the
immediate struggles piscd around the geauine needs of these oppressed groups, but

attempt to build from them.

Similarly, since mass working class strupele does not exisc, our program -also

includes our strategy tOWATEs noa-working class
will discuss this in a separate document with p
Peace and Freedom experience).

Y{sgue-oriented” movements. (We
articular attention given to the

All of cur immediate tasks are snterrelated and suided by our perspective which
g Persp

places them in context.

Does this mean thaz the transitienal progran ig jrrelevant.in this period? NQ,vf{ﬂ

it doesn't megn that at ali. First the transit

ionzl program fills in a critical

part of our perspective -- how we see going from the mass struggles we hope to

participate in building, to the struggie for st

Secondly, individual demands from the trans

ate power itself.

iticnal program can be raised in an

educational way io concretize our propaganda abouk the ipability of capitalism to

meet tlie needs of werkers aac to nely iay the b

asis for future mass struggles.

Thirdly, despits the aecessity of gameral characterization of the nature of the
period and working ciass consciousness, it is equaily necessary to wnderstand the

unevenness that also exists. As mass struggles

among our major tools for advancing thies¢ strug

But;it-must'be clezr: =« program of transit

develop, transitional demands are
sles and raising political consciousness.

icnal demands is a program of fighting

demands "for the 1evolviionary astion of millions" in a pre-revolutionary period.

Mile the transitional pregyam is a part ef our
our immediate work, and whilc we begin ¥ vaise

porspective and.as such informs
soma of the demands of the tran-

Gk L , o . . s 5w R
30e§§§te 217 their talk about Ustartiag from the objective situation™, the
objective situaticon 1is largely irrelevant o their politics. The same’ program

according to Ron T. is basically correct fer the 30's, 40's, 50's, 60's and 70's

(with some modifications 1o be sure). Allwe really have to know, we are told, is

that.we are in an épdtllwhéﬁ,Cayztalisriiﬁulo longer progressive. Having established

this, the progranm fur Ron s established. The
to do with anything is possibly to provide geme
mainly to provige the basis for our “medagogied
established cur program including our strategy
" our copventions cunsist primarily of pedagoes?

gz

only thing,objective-conditions:have
sodificaticns to the program, but
1% interpretation. OUnce we have
snd immediate tasks, then shouldn't

Aot
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sitional program as fighting demands as wass struggles develop, the full program‘of
transitional demands only takes on its ypeal significance as a program for revalu-
tionary struggle in a pre-revolutionary period.

Unfortunately, our lack of involveneat in mass struggles means that our tran-
sitional program can only exist nov in broad outiine. For that purpose, Trotsky's
original draft with some modifications will do as a2 first approximation. A tran-
sitional program will not be fillied in and concretized by today assigning a com-
mittee to draft a new set of demands. Rather it will happen as a result of our
experience and analysis of developments in capitalism and the experience of the
mass struggles of the working class.

Trotsky recognized this interrelationship between the party and program:4

Its [transitional program] significance lies in this, that instead of
roviding a-prioritheorztical plan, it draws the balance of the alrcady
Cgccumulated evperience of cur national sections and on the basis of this
“experience opens up broader internaticnal perspectives. T

© {Trotsky, 1938-3% Writings, p. 57)

&

We should constantly be re-examing and developing our program. When events
take place such as mass struggles whigh are clearly in advance of the working class
generally, we should pay special attention to these. We have to examine how
adeguate our progran is (or was) in relating to and advancing ghese struggles and
learn lessons for the revision and elatoration of our program.

THE CLASS STRUGGLE AND POLITICAL CONSCICUSNESS

What is the focus of our program? What is our role in the development of
revolutionary consciousness within the working class? How do you build revolutionary
leadership? Given the questions under debate within the 1.5., we can not begin to
answer these questions without Ffirst examining and establishing the contributions
of the Marxist movement on the rélationship of class struggle and pelitical com-~
sciousness. ‘ '

F

The key to Marxism which distinguished it from every utopian socialist scheme
was an understanding that the class struggle was built irto capitalism. Marx's

-

4Trotsky's writings like those of every other political figure contain con-
traditions. In the first place, he was always writing for a specific purpose --
to make certain points. As a result, the twig was frequently bent. In addition,
Trotsky had every reason to believe that the final crisis of capitalism was at nand
and that the immediate choice was Fascism or Socialism. Further Trotsky believed
that major reforms were no longer possible and as a result only tramsitional demands
could speak to the immediate needs of the working class. Trotsky was wrong and this
wrong analysis created a sense of urgency which produced a number of incorrect
formulations. The task for revclutionaries who attempt to scientifically analyze
history and especially the work of revolutionary leaders is to attempt to under-
stand their writings in their historical context. To extract a few sentences or
even an entire document from the historical situation as seripture to prove a point
is a retreat from scientific Marxism and the methods of Trotsiy. Trotsky made
great contributions. The task is to discern aasd understand his methwodology and to
understand which methods and conclusions are generally true, which are valid for
the specific situations we facc and which are invalid.

S s : . :
This does mot mean that we re-write our full propram at every convention. On
the contrary, this tendency has retarded our development of a program. Vthile it may

- be occasionally necessary to discard previous programs and Legin anew, our development

of program will e best served by re-cvaluating and amending our presious programs.
This will allow us to go into portions of our program in depth and improve upon them.
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painstaking analysis of the contradictions of capitalism was to show that the
working class would be forced by the conditions of existance into even moreé intense
struggle. -

And it was this struggle itself Whichiwguid develop in the working class the
consciousness of the necessity and desirability of overthrowing capitalism.

Marx § Engels describe tiie process as an almost mechaaical one. After des-
cribing how the development of industry: forces workers to form combinations
-- trade unions -- they go on: ' » :

Now and then the workers are victorious, but only for a time. The real
fyuit of their battles lies not in the impediate results but in the ever-
expanding union of the workers. This union is helped on by the improved
means of commmications that are created by modern industry and that place
the workers of different localities in contact with one another....

This organization of the proletarians into a ¢lass and consequently into
a political pariy, is continually being upset again by the competition
between the workers themselves. But it rises up again stronger, firmer,

migh@iﬂr, (Communiist Manifesto, p. 18}

The Manifesto is -explicit on the relationship between the Commumists and
the proletariat: = . -

The Communists do not form a separate party opposed to other working
class parties,

They have no interests separate and apart from the proletariat as a whole.
They- do not set up any sectarian principles by which to shape or mold

the proletarian movament. (C.™., p. 22) E '

For Marx the proletariat was on the inevitable road to spcialism as 2 result
of the class struggle. The role of Cormunists was to push them on that road and
to represent the interests of the rovement as a whole. (C.tr., p. 22)

~——

The key task was to participate in organizing the working class. The organi-
zation of the First International -- the International Workingmen's Association
in 1864pas on a program much broader than the principles of the manifesto and

devoted much of its work to simple trade union organization. It was the unfolding
class struggle which would iead the working class 1o revolutionary consciousness.

To be sure, Marx's-writings and actions themselves hint at another important .
yole for the Communists. Im many ways because of his huge talents and influence,
Marx and his personal following werc able to function as a small party fighting
inside the working class movement, for example, Continually calling on the I.W.A.
to move from just trade union strugglss to general nolitical struggles against
exploitation. - L : ’ i BT

Marx fought quite bitterly as the trade unions gained some measures of legality,
became increasingly bureaucratic, dealt only with narrow trade union issues and
in Britain linked up to the Liberal Party. Marx gives ad hoc reasons why the trade

union stiuggles of the working class did not caxry Over inte a revolutionary
movement: the unions tended to represont privileged workers {a problem which

would be corrected by organizing the unskilled); there were corrupt leaders; in
the case of Britain, the proletariat had become bourgeoisified as a result of
imperiaiism. ‘ .

But Marx never offered a serious analysis of why the class struggle could be
so easily derailed and the implications of this for revolutionarizs. B

~ Lenin, in the early yearéhalso held that working class struggle tended
inevitably toward socialist consciousness . ? o Y Sag o

The mass of the working people learn from this struggle firstly,‘ﬁgw to
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recognize and to examine one by one the methods of capitalist exploitation,
to compare them with the law, with their living conditions, and with the
interests of the capitalist class. . . learn to understand the social
system based on exploitation of labor by capitsl. Secondly, in the process
of this struggle, the workers learn to test their strength, learn to
organize, learn to understand the significance of organization. The
extension of this struggle and the increasing frequency of clashes inevi-
tably lead to a further extension of the struggle, to the development of
a sens: of wnity, a sense of solidarity -- at first awong workers of a
particular locality, and them among the workers of the entire country,
among the entire working class. Thirdly, this struggle develops the
workers! political consciousness. . . . The workers struggle against the
factory owners for their daily needs automatically and inevitably spurs
the workers on to thimk of state, political cuestions. . .

(Lenin, Works, Vol. II, p. 115, 1895)

For Marx and for Lenin, the Class Struggle was not just a series of events which -
marked time umtil the socialist revolution. It wes by the nature of capitalism
inevitable in zapitalist society -- it was alsc the dynamic wiich produced
socialist consciousness. It was this understanding which distinguished Marxism
from Utopian idealism.

There are many barriers to stripping away the false consciousness of the work-
ing class and achieving socialist consciousness. These include bourgeois supported
or imposed ideologics fe.z., religion), the lack of education and knowledge,
nationalism, racism, .and sexism.

But inter-related with all of these is the most critical -- that the working
class was unawarc of its power to challenge capitalist hegerony and remake society.
Workers like all people tend to limit their consciousness about what is desirable
to what they can reasonably expect to win, which in turn reflects their sense of
power. Workers who are isclated have no sense of the power of the working class.
Their consciousness reflects this and manifests itself by attempts to get ahead
within the system by such means as dealing individually with the bosses, or dreams
about escaping from the working class tc a glorified petit bourgeois existence
{e.g., small shop keeper).

Working class struggle changes the objective conditions which from consciousness
is shaped by changing the context from the powerlessness of the individual to the
power of worker solidarity. This in turn opens new possibilities - which in the
context of powerlessness were impossibilities allowed only as idealist dreams.

From a different class viewpoint, de Tocqueville understood the phenomenon well:

Patiently endured so long as it seemed beyond redress, a grievance comes
to appear intolerable once the possibility of removing it crosses men's
minds. For the mere Ffact that certain abuscs have been remedied draws
attention to the othiers and they now appear more galling . . .

{The 61d Wegime and the French Revolution)

In the course of the struggle, workers gain a self-confidence and begin to
learn all the lessons described by Lenin in the above cuote. '

But while this dynamic always seemed to be at work, it did not, as Marx and
the early Lenin scemed to conclude, inevitably lead to socialist consciousness.
A recogunition of this limitation was implicit in the functioning of Marx and Lenin.

But it was not until the struggle with the economists that Lenin was forced
to deal theoretically with this problem. In bricf, Lenin argued that the working
class as a class could not develop beyond trade union consciousness simply as a
result of its trade union struggles. lass and revolutionary consciousness
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required understanding beyond tie worker's own direct experiences. For this, the
worker had to rely on what hLe/she was taught, read and heard. Therefore he/she was
even more at the mercy of the bourgeoisie which controlled the schools, press, etc.,
as well as constantly attempted to impress its (ourgeois) ideology (framework of
interpretation) on the working class.

To counter this influence so that the workiny class could continue to advance on
the road to socialism, it was necessary for there to be self-conscious revolutionary
leadership which worked untiringly to expiain and interpret cvents and move the
working class beyond trade union consciousness.

The economic struggle merely brings the workers yp against’ questions
concerning the attitude of the goverament toward the working class. Conse-
quently, howeggz'gggglgﬁixmay E{Xugg_”givo to the economic fi.e., narrow
trade union) struggle itself a political character’’, we shall never be able
to develop the political consciousness of the workers (to the degree of
Social Democratic consciousness) by confining ourselves to the economic
struggle for the limits of this tasi are too parrow.' (What Is To Be Domne?,

p. 76)

This did not mean that Lenin gave up the previous insights of Marxism on the
dynamics of struggle. On the contrary, he continued to insist on it while also

insisting that Revolutionaries had a special role to play in the process. He summed
it up: : ‘ : N o

. . . The working class spontaneously gravitates toward socialism, never
tiie less tie more widespread {and continuously revived in the most diverse
forms) bourgeois ideology imposes itself spontaneously upon the working
class more than any other. (WITBD, p. 42} '

Wiiile Lenin advocated political education and propaganda, his solution to the
problem continued to lie in struggle. He argued that the Social Democrats should
“emphasize general democratic tasks before the whole pecple, without for a momenmt
concealing our Socialist comvictions . . .~ ITss, p. 80)

We must train our Social Nemocratic practical workers to tecome political
teaders, able to guide all the manifestations of this universal struggle,
able at the right time to "dictate 3 nositive program of action® for the
discontented students, for the discontented Zemstvo, for the discontented
religious sects, for the offended clementary school teachers, etc. etc.
(WITBD, p. 82) ' o

in other words, Lenin's solution to tne problenm of moving tic working class
beyond narrow trade union consciousness was to invelve the working class in general
democratic and social struggles which by treir nature were directed against the state.
This reflected Lenin's understanding that political consciousness is mainly advanced
not by abstractions but by a relationship to struggle. One of Lenin's contriputions
to Marxism was the understanding of the necessity of rcvolutionary leadership for the
working class to advance in political consciousness. This was not a denial of the
importance of struggle for working elass consciousness, out a critical expansion
of this understanding.”

OLenin is of course ayguing im a concrote situation which is relevant here for
establishing his understanding of raisiap consciousness. How the Social Democrats
committed their crganizaﬁionai respurces were subject to otuer considerations. In
discussing an earlier period, Lenin says:

At that time, indeed, we had astonisningly few forces, and it was perfectly
natural znd legitimate then to resolve o £o exclusively among the workers,
and severely condemn any deviation frow this. The whole task then was to
consolidate our position in tae working class. (WITBD, p. 83}
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Lenin's views on consciousness were wodified somewhat after the 1905 Revolution
when workers had seized the initiative and engaged in massive political strikes:

The working class is instinctively, spontaneously Social-Democratic, and

more than 10 years of work by Social Democracy has done a great deal to

transform this spontareity into consciousness. . . The initiative of the

workers themselves will now display itself on a scale that we the under-

ground and circle workers of yesterday did not even dare dream of . . .°
ollected Works, Vol X, pp. 32-36)

Lenin proposed the irmediate recruitment of masses of workers into the party.

Despite this modification, Lenin's basic viecws in What Is To Be Done? remained
correct as a general description of the development of consciousness. In a revolu-
tionary period the masses do engage in “spontaneous' actions as consciousness develops
rapidly. But even here without leadership, without a vanguard trained in the under-
standing of the tasks of the working class, these "spontaneous' outbursts may be too
far ahead of the working class as a whole, or not sustained or not co-ordinated. As
such, they are revolutionary outbursts, but they are not effectively directed against
tie state for a working class revolution,

"-Another of Lenin's important centributions in WITBD derived from his under-
standing of the role of a conscious vanguard and the limitations of working class trade
union organizations. Contrary to Marx, it was a necessity that the revolutionary
organization be distinct from the mass orgarization of the working class.

" 1he political struggle carried on by the Social Democrats is far more ex-
tensive and complex than the economic struggle that the workers carry on
against the employexrs and the government. Similarly (and indeed for ?hat
reason), the orpanization of revolutionary Sccial Democrats must inevitably
differ from the organizations of the workers designed for the latter strug-
gle.  The workers organizations must in the first place be trade organiza-
tions; secondly, they must be as wide as possible; and thirdly, they must
be as public as conditions will aliow.® (WITBD, p. 105}

By necessity, the basis for being in 2a reveolutionary organization was an under~_
standing and agreement with the full range of revolutionary politics. But tradg unions
were organs of working class struggle at the level of comsciousness of thg working
class. His criteria for the basis of trade unions is instructive -- as wide as
possible a basis which will still ailow for struggle.

Let every worker wio understands the necessity for organization ;n‘order to
carry out the struggle against the employers and the government jolin the

trade unions. The very otjects of the trade unions would be unattainable
unless they united all who have attained at least this elementaryrlevel of
understanding, and unless they were extxemely wide organizations.® (WITBD, pl07)

This clear separation of the organization of revolutionaries {(the vanguard of
. the"class) and trade unionists did not mean that the role of revolutionaries was
" merely to raise the advanced political questions. The separation was one of the
functions of the organization.  Revolutionaries were expected to be the leaders and
c%gglizwf these trade unions on the minimal basis des@c:.»ijgg ‘above (WITBD, pp.

107-112). niml esie e

it is in this way that Social-Temccrats were TO become the leaders of the working
class and effectively bring the politics of Social-Tiemocracy “from without to advance

7Yt is Lenin's method which i3 important here. The ability to struggle was his
basic criterion. Because trade unions werc illepal at this time, Lenin could not
propose that they be open to all workers because this would effectively prevent
them from being organizations of struggie.
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the consciousness of the working class. There was no contradiction for Lenin for a
revolutionary to be a leader of 2 trade union. The question was whether he/she
limited his/her self to simple trade union issues or attempted to relate to broader
political struggles, i.e., adyance the conscicusness of thz working class beyond
narrow trade union struggles.

The method of the transitional vrogram developed by the Bolsheviks in the period
1917-23 was based in the synthesis of the Marxist analysis of the dynamic of class
struggle and Lenin's contribution on tae relationship of the revolutionary vanguard
to that struggle. . With capitalist society so ciearly in a state of crisis with the
working class involved in mass struggle, scclalism was on the immediate agenda,
j.e., it was a pre-revelutionary pericd. Wiy didn't revolutionaries restrict them-
selves to calling on the working ¢lass to take statec power and establish the dicta-
torship of the proletariat? Why did revoiutionaries concern themselves with con-
tinuing to raise democratic, pgytial, and transitional’ dewands?

The Teason was the understanding that reveolutionary ideas put forward by a revo-
lutionary organization only had real weaning to the mass of the working class in
the course-of struggle for the reasons that Marx and Lenin understeod. The Third
Congress of the Communist Internaticnal posed it well: :

Every objection tc the putting forward of such partial demands, every

charge of reformism on this account, is an emanation of the same inability

to grasp the essential conditions of reveluticnary action as was expressed

in the hostility of some Communist groups te participation in the trade

unions or to making use of parlioment. It is not a question of proclaiming
c////;he final goal to the prole¢tariat, but of intensifying the practical

5

truggle which is tne only way of leading the projetariat to the struggle
for the final goal. {"Theses on [actics™ my emphasis)

Trotsky's ‘Death Agony of Capitalism and the Tasks of the Fourth International™
was an attempt to accumulate the cxperience and centributions of the Bolsheviks in
pre-revolutionary and revolutionary pericds. Tarouginout the document, and over
and over Trotsky makes clear that transitional demands have :their real.importance

as vehicles for mass struggie.

It is necessary to help the masses in the process of daily struggle'to
find the bridge between present demands and tae socialist program of
revolution. This bridge should include a system of transitional demands
stemming from today'’s conditions and from today's conscilousness of wide
layers of the working class and unalterably leading to cne final con-
clusion: the conquest of power by the proletariat.” Death Agony, P. 7

The old 'miniral program' is superceded by the transitional program, the
task of which lies in the systematic mobilization of the masses.for the
proletarian revolution.. (p. 8} * R

sene of the reasons that Lenin could hold this view was precisely because trade

unions were iilegal and leadevship meant sorething much different than present day
legal trade unions with collective baxgaining contracts which are partially inte-
grated into the capitalist state. i<nin did not fully understand the implications
of his own obsexvation that trade unlons were organized around lines {industries,
‘trades) created by capitalist soclety and as such were organized for the purpose
of fighting with the context of acceptance of capitalism rather than for the
purpose of overthrowing it. He maintainad some illusions about tﬁe'potential of
trade unions as institutions of revoiutionary siruggle until shortly béfore the
1917 Revolution. '

o,
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A program is formulated not for the editorial board or for the leaders
of discussion clubs, but for the revolutionary action of millions. (p. 44)

{Transitional demands creatc] 2 bridge to the mentality of the workers
and then a material bridge to the socialist revolutign. The whole
question is how to mobilize the masses for struggle.” (Nritings 1938-34,p.44)

Again, Trotsky's method for the use of transitional demands was a conception
of advancing the struggle. In his conversations on the transitional program,
Trotsky gives an example:

For some time we must try %0 concentrate the atterntion of the workers on
one slogan: the sliding scale of wages and hours . . . . « .+ & v . .
1 believe that we can concentirate the attention of the workers on this
point. Naturally this is only one point. In the beginning this slogan
is totally adequate for the sitvation. 3ut for others can be added as
the development proceeds. The bursaucrats will oppose it. Then if the
slogan becomes popular with the messes, fascist tendencies will develop
in opposition. We will say that we need to develop defense squads.

{(135-35 Wriy
"

Exactly how to formulate a demand so that it is mo%%ngﬁdegétggéable and exactly
how to tactically introduce it are “pedacogicel' =asks. But the general notion
of how transitional demand: in general are 0 be used is not a pedagogical question
but a deeply political one. It is the ques.ion of understanding that the working
¢lass learns in struggle and AT PYOLYo=tIT dCTaNds are one means by which the
vinguard advances toat struggle and thercby advances CONSCIOUSNESS. o

To make the focus of revolutionary actavity the use of transitional demands
as the basis for propaganda or educational work outside of the context of struggle
and to counterpose these demands to the real and inmediate potential struggles of
the working class is not pedagogy -- it is a retyeat from HMarxism.

For Trotsky, transitional demands were not countered to the struggie over
partial and democratic demands. Transitional demands were a means to extend’ these
struggles. Where struggles did not exist Trotsky understood that the masses would
be mobilized initially around their partial and democratic demands and it was the
struggle around these demands which opened up the possibilities for the use of
transitional demands.

. . . The Fourt: International supports every, even if insufficient, demand
if it can draw the masses to a certain extent into active politics, awaken
their criticism and strengthen their control over the machinations of the
bourgeoisie. (Death Agony, p. 23]

The Fourth International does not discard the program of the old 'minimal’
demands to the desree to which these have preserved at least part of their

Ience again it is necessary to state that Trotsky's writings in the late '30°s
contained contradictions -- a result we suggest of nis mistaken analysis of the period
and his incorrect predictions. In the same discussion Trotsky suggests that the
mentality of the workers was not relevant in the formulation of demands. What is relevant
is the objective conditions {erisis ip capitalism}.

Trotsky's views of the pericd led him to the conclusion that the working class
had to accept this program or it uould be crushed by fascism. An element of a kind of
moralistic fatalism enters Trotsky's writings:

. . . if the working class falls zs a victim to fascism, the best elements
will say, “we were warned by this party; it was a good party.” And a great
tradition will remain in the working class.

~ We believe that the views of Trotsky we have quoted in the main body of this paper
represent the core of the politics of Bolshevism and the core of Trotsky's politics.

lecnr £ 1¢)
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vital forcefulness. Indefatigably, it defends the democratic rights and
social conquests of the workers. But it carries on this day-to-day work
within the framework of the correct actual, that is revolutionary perspec-
tive. {Death Agony, pp- 7-8)

In discussing struggle in PFascist countries, Trotsky notes the difficulty in
workers adopting the transitional program: g

A program is verified Ly experience and it is precisely experience in mass
povements which is lacking in countries of totalitarian despotism.
‘ Meath Agony, p. 34)
st i immragre e

He goes on to insist that "the Fourth International does not reject democratic
slogans as a means of mobilizing the masses againsi fascism. On the contrary, " 'such
slogans at certain moments can play a serious vole." (p. 35) The difference with
“People's Fronts” is that revolutionaries vould insist on the necessity to go beyoend
these demands. *d ,

~_As soon as tho movement assumes something of z mass character, the
-~ democratic slcgans will be inter<wined with the transitional ones . .
o (Death Agony)
‘ Trotsky makes a similar point in discussing tyansitional demands in backward
countries in The Death Agony.
The Death Agony of Capitelism is only a smali part of Trotsky's contributions
" to revolutionary theory. Troisky wrote volumes analyzing in depth the class struggle
arognd the world during the 1920's and 30's. His genius was his ability to analyze
the concrete situation and then establish immediate tzsks. The tasks did not simply
flow from the nature of the period, let alone the epoch. In an earlier period, for
‘example, Trotsky analyzed the situation in France.

The party’s msot pressing task is to organize the resistance of the prole-
tariat against the capitalist offensive which is underway in France as in
every other major industrial countxy. The defense of the 8-hour working
day, the maintenance and the increase of prevalling wage scales, the strug-
gle for all the jmmediate eooncmic demands -~ all this is the best possible
platform for reuniting the disorganized nroletariat and restoring its confi-
dence in 1ts own streagtr and future. The party must immediately take the
initiative in every united mass action that is capable of halting the offen-
sive of capitalism and instilling the working class with the spirit of
unity. (First Five Years of the Comintern, p. 285, my emphasis)

o e - e

" In analyzing the struggle in Spain, Trotsky warned against relying on abstract
slogans or on an a-priori set of domands. 1t was necessary for revolutionaries ;

o

to put forward at the right woment sharp, specific, fighting slogans that
by themselves don't derive {rom the pyogram', but are dictated by the
circumstances of the day snd lead the masses forward . . .

Simply counterposing the slogan of the “dictatorship of the proletariat™ or
tworkers' and peasants' republic” to the present regime is entirely inadequate
because these glogans do not move the masses. {Spanish Revolution, 1931-

1939, pp. 143, 144) :

TN, NN L S .

(footnote § cont'd:) Further, we believe thew to be correct. The conversations of
Trotsky taking on varicus opponents o specific points which contain remarks in con-
tradiction to these core politics are a result we believe in part of "bending the twig"
in the context of a discussion, in part the result of his méstaken analysis of the
period, and in part a reflection of his frustration with the weakness of revolutionary

forces compared to the world crisis.

i
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in discugeing the applicaiion of the united Front concept in GCermany, Trotsky
foumd. it necessary to explain that the simple cail for the United Front (the'open
letter") was not what would win the masses to revolutionary leadership or expose
tne reformist leadership. It was a m“s*a“n, he said, to formulate the call for a
United Front in the hopes that the call itself would separate the masses from their
reformist leadership. If this were pcssibla, Trotsky argued, then there would be

"no need in the first place for the United Front tactic. All that would be required

would be a simplc call on the masses to break with their old leadership and follow

the revolutionary leadership. But this was just sectarian fantasy. Trotsky insisted
that it was the United Front struggle which would advance the consciousness of the

worklng class and expose the reformists. Tie fundamental purpose of the united

front was to move the working class ia struggle.

In most cases the leading organs ¢f the Communist party approached the
reformists with an offer of joining .n & common struggle for radical
slogans whicii were alien to the situation and which found no response in
the masses. These proposals partook of the nature of blank shots. The
masses remained indiffevent, the reformist leaders intexprected these pro-
posals of the Communists as as a trick to destroy the social democracy.

In each of these instances only a purely formal, declamatory application
of the policy of united front was iraugurated; whereas by its very nature,
it can prove fruitful only on the basis of a realistic appraisal of the
situation and of tie condition of the masses. (Trotsky: Uthat Next (1932),
in Internaticnal Socialism 38/32, p. 33}

It was because Trotsky understood the United Front as a means of developing
mass struggles that it was also necessary to warn against the tendency to submerge
the revolutiomary organization inte the United Front. Precisely because he expected
the level of the United Front struggle to be of such a limited nature compared to
the program of the revolutionary organization, Trotsky insisted on the necessity for

revolutionaries to maintain their independence ~- to put forward their program
independently outside the United Front while struggling around the demands of the

United Front. 3 s 5

Class struggle and its effect on consciousness is not some "metaphysical ab-
straction’ as members of the Revolutionary Tendency have charped. The concept is
the core of Marxism analyzed and reznalyzed by every Marxist since the beginning.

.Some of the most important contributions to Marxism by Lenin and Trotsky were built

on and elaborated on the understandirg of class siruggle as the dynamic which
develops socialist consciousness in the working class. The class struggle is the
core around which our program is Luilt. Removing this core as the Revolutionary
Tendency does transforms the progran and or gaulzatlou into utopian idealism.

Building Revolutionary Leadership in ihe Working Clas

It should go without saying that all revolutioraries are concerned with building
revolutionary leadership in the working class. The real question is how this is
accomplished. Something more is needed than repected chants and chest beatings.

The idea of revolutionary leadership includes two parts. The first is the develop-
ment of cadres who have revolutionary politics and organization, who understand the
main moving forces in society and have a clear uaderstanding of the road to over-
throwing capitalism.

But this does not make them wurkwng class leaders. The most well-trained
political cadres with the best of ideas are not leaders if significant portioms of
the working class do ‘not follow their lead. Seif-proclaimed leaders lead only
themselves.

It is not enough to call ocurselves the ‘vanguard', the advanced contingent;
we must. act in such a way that all the other contingents Tecognize and
are obliged to admit that we are > marching in the vanguard. Ye ask the

r
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reader: Are the representatives of the other “contingents" such fools as
to take our word for it when we say we are the "vanguard"? (Lenin: WITED)

Despite some internal confusion, the essential notion advanced by the Revolutionary
Tendency is that the task of revolutionaries is to develop the advanced ideas and
have them in readiness so that when the working class reaches a sufficiently high
level of consciousness, they (the working class) will recognize the correctness of
our (the vanguard's) ideas. Once having recognized the correctness of our ideas and
appreciating the fact that it is we who have been saying them all along, the working
class will now look to us for leadership. This method has nothing in common with
Marxist-Leninist understanding of false consciousness and everything in common with
the bourgeois political notion of people electing leaders on the basis of their
ideas (i.e., the belief that what happens in elections is (at least among the most
advanced) that the masses examin the ideas of candid@&es and chose the candidate
according to whose ideas come closest to their own.)

Worker consciousness and leadership are dialectically interrelated. Workers
do choose leaders.on the basis of ideas presented to them. But the range of ideas
that are considered reasonably acceptable is the result of the leadership they ~

_have. There are millions of ideas floating around in the world. One of the main
functions that political leadership serves is to interpret and therefore sort out
these ideas. That is, which ideas the working class will come to accept will be
partly determined by which leadership it has already come to respect in their
struggles. '

Becoming the vanguard of the working class (i.e., winning masses of workers
to follow the lead of a revolutionary organization) involves much more than explain-
ing to workers that there can be no ultimate solution to their problems until cer-
tain demands (such as 30-for-40, nationali-ation of industry under workers' control,
a workers' government, etc) are accepted. The reason is that even if the workers
agree abstractly that all their problems would be solved if those demands were put
into effect, they have to deal with immediate problems and crisis.

Thus, one of the important tsks of revolutionaries is to provide leadership
of on going struggles, even those that involve only partial and democratic demands.
The revolutionaries will be judged by the workers for their ability to both 1)
lead the immediate struggles as effectively as possible; and 2) draw the political
‘lessons as clearly as possible, showing how the revolutionary! analysis of capital-

: ism and socialism is tied in to the concrete situation, and in this way helping
to advance class consciousness generally. " o

~ As lenin so well understood, the working class requires leadersihip in order
to understand and interpret especially those event which are beyond their immediate

- oy -y -

0By ignoring the dialectical interrelationship between leaders and followers
the Revolutionary Tendency is led in the direction of sectarian abstention which
actually leaves the bureaucratic ieadership of the trade unions unchallenged (except
by irrelevant slogans). The same pisconception led Reorient comrades to a seemingly
opposite conclusion -- which turned out to Le the same: that the trade union leader-
ship were simple reflections of the ranks' consciousness and therefore do not have
to be challenged. See my "Reply to Reorient®.

The Revolutionary Tendency does not propose abstaining from real struggle.
They say that they will propose their.revolutiopary program. Then when that is
rejected they will say that they will actively support whatever struggle the masses
wish to engage in. That is the Revolutionary Tendency propeses to abstain for leader-
ship of mass struggles and Lence from following a strategy which will lead to build-
ing the revolutionary leadership.

Their conception is just another example of now sectarianism and opportunism
are just the two heads of Janus. They objectively act like economists assuming that
the trade union struggle inevitably will lead workers to their politics. Their
strategy is worse than the maximalist-minimalist program: the RT has its maximal pro-
gram -- the Transitional Program, wut itc real minimul program is tail ending the masses.

—— e e —— = —_— = =
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day to day experience. Leadership with special skills and perspectives are required
to pose solutions to problems and the means to achieve these solutions. ~This
"leadership" may or may not exist in the form of individuals. It may be exerted
through institutions, press, generally accepted myths, etc.

In this sense, there is always leadership present. The absence of revolutionary
leadership only insures that the leadership provided to the working class will be
bourgeois -- that is it will interpret the world from a bourgeois point of view and
block the working class from struggles which will lead in the direction which
challenges capitalism.

The day to day experience of exploitation and oppression, struggles, cataclysmic
changes in the society, major political cvents, all open the working class to changes
in consciousness and new leadership. But there arc 57 different varieties of
leadership which put themselves forward. Which to choose?

Especially in time of struggle or crisis, the working class does not have the time or
resources to sit down and critically analyze all the ideas put Lefore it, most of
which were ignored as irrelevant the day before. In part the working class will choose
its leaders on the basis of which ideas make the most sense at the given moment. But
the main weight will be given to those who had previously established themselves as
leaders in past struggles.

But even if there was time for the working class in a period of crisis to care-
fully examine the programs put forth by 211 57 varieties of leadership, it would do
little good. To the untrained eye, most of the programs look the same. Any political
group not totally dense will adopt whatever rhetoric, mantle, and even paper program
to attempt to win or maintain mass support. Just as Lyndon Johnson could say, "We
shall overcome," the advertising media can discover psychodellic art, and the Democratic
Party pose as the party of working people. So will every rotten reformist leader as
well as every isolated sect adopt revolutionary rhetoric and a revolutionary paper
program. But who means it and who doesn't? Who can best lead the working class and
who are the misleaders ? These will be the real questions.

Sects like the Leninist Tendency and the Spartacist League -- who openly state
that they are waiting for the masses to come up to the level of their program -- have
an answer. Their main task today is to attack and destroy all possible
alternative leaderships. Since they are not strong enough to challenge the trade union
bureaucracy, they turn their attention to attacking and destroying those groups
closest to them politically so that the working class will not be confused during
a revolutionary crisis. :

Then there is aiso the woodpechker theory. 'The massec will choose us because
we have Leen raising the same slogans consistanziy all along." But what the masses are
really choosing is leadership, not slogans. As Trotsky puts it,

They condemn themselves when they cite the fact that they have been repeat-
ing for a number of years the slogan which is suitable only for a revolu-
tionary period The woodpecker who has drilled away at the bark of an oak
tree, year in and vear out, in all probability at the bottom of his heart,
also holds to tie conviction that the woodman, who had chopped down the tree
with the blows of his axe, has criminally plaglarzzed from him, the wood-
pecker. Trotsky, What Next, in I.S. 38/39, p. 42)

That is why revolutionaries attempt to actively take the lead in every struggle
of the working class, noc matter how minimal and inadequate the demands are, so long
as the struggle represents a real advance for the working class. The working class
does not come to accept revelutionary ieadership in one burst of consciousness. The
basis for that leadership must be laid through long and patient involvement throughout
the course of class struggle.

One of the main accomplishments of the U.S. Trotskyist movement in the 1930's was
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the leadership of the Minneapolis Teamsters Strike for union recognition. It was be-
cause of this political leadership won by the Trotskyists in the Minneapolis working
class that specific suggestions that Trotsky had in implementing the transitional pro-
gram began with raising them first in Minneapolis.

Because we understand the central importance of the class struggle in develop-
ing revolutionary consciousness, one of our tasks is leading the working class imto
struggle. - : . ,

. Because we understand that struggle does not automatically raise the consciousness
of the working class, our task is to educate, explain, and interpret events from a
socialist perspective, challenge the ;1lusions of the working class, and point the
direction for further advances of the working class.

| These two tasks éré fused with the third -- the building of a revolutionary

organization which can organize the work of its members, recruit, and build.a larger

revolutionary leadership in the working class. Most importantly, the revolutionatry
prgenization develops, as a wiole, a parspective to guide the work of the individual
pembers. Revolutionaries within the working c¢lass are subject to the same political
and social pressures as are other workers. The revolutionary organization and its
perspective provide the basic outlock se shat revolutionaries can maintain 2 correct
world view and total perspective and not succumb to the pressures to interpret the
world from the viewpoint of immediate surroundings and events. But the revolutionary
organization does this, not to insulate its members £rom the class struggle, but to
enable them to carry on the class struggle and to mere effectively advance it.

In order to win leadership in the working class, revolutionaries ain to be ""the
best militants", the most consistent fighters for the working class at every level. It
is our perspective or pxogram which epables us to £ill that role. It is not that our
program provides us in soms nmechanical way with the issues to fight over or the slo-
gans o be raised. It is that our program enables us to. better analyze the meaning

of events and strugglies znd provides us with the direction to move. We become known
“as"the best militants" rot because we subordinate ourselves to the consciousness of

the working class ox thg bureaucracy, but because our program provides us with the
means to be in advence.-  Qur perspective eaables us to consistently point the way for
expanding and advancing the struggle.

Secondly, we alsc sttemsi o devslop the respect of the working class by demon-

strating our ability to deal with sven the most trivial or on-the-job problems facing

working class organization. We study contracts, we handle grievences, we learn
health and safety questions in order to pose political struggle and raise political
demands from the basis of a full knowledge of the concrete situation. We learn

- -

11That is, we are constantly pressing for the next step. Tais does not mean that

““where is a series of preordained stages or phases through which the masses must move

one at a time. The process of combined and uneven development exists within the working
class. We attempt to characterize ond understand different stages of development so
that we can understand when the next step is 'to skip stages. '

We do not just sit at the end of the road waving our ‘unstained banner" hoping

_ that the m;Sses will choose our road instead of the 57 other roads (with 57 other
.;?uns:ainequannerS“)'which,also opresent themselves.

We attempt to lead the masses every Siep of the way demonstrating that we can
lead better because of cur understanding and because we are not committed to capitalism.
Steps may be taken many at a time. We do not tell the working class to wait after
‘each step, while we have s convention to determine vhat the next step is. We develop
a program so: that we have a general sense of what the next step is, and the one after
that, ete. ' We attempt to develop a cadre wiich is trained in a method so that it
can immediately respond by poirting the next step -down the road. '
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organizational skiils -- meeting ruies of odder, union constitutions, operating mimeo
machines . ~- so that we can even in detzil demonstrate the means of implementing the
demands we raise. This does not mean that every revolutionary must learn all of these
skills. .Reyolutionary organization makes a division of labor pcssible. These skills
are not substitutes for a political program; they are a means 10 make our program more
effective by making it more concrete and by winning the respect of fellow workers.

We do not, however, take positions of leadership on the bLasis of our organiza-
tional skills. We do attempt te take leadership on the basis of our immediate program.
We have no a priori specific demands which constitute the minimum basis for our imme-
diate program. Our immediate program in any situarion is the immediate tasks necessary
to advance the class styuggle and can only be formulated by examining the specific

. situation from the vaniage of ouxr gensral perspective.

ADVANCING THE CLASS STRUSGLE

By "'advancing the class struggle™ we mean struggles which build in the working
class a greater self-confidence in its Own power and which raises consciousness to
a higher level (eg) by new exposuses of the <rue nature of the bosses, bourgeois par-

- ties, bourgeois police, tradec wiion hupesucrzoy snd the capitalist system as.a whole. .
! _ p RO

The demands that we rvaise for immediate struggle are not tricks. We support only
those demnds which we are yenuinely for winning. We also do not call onm the working
class or sections of the working class to struggles which will lead to certain defeat
(unless of course the failure to struggle will mean a still greater defeat}. As
educational as defeats may be to the working clase, every defeat is a setback in
the class struggle by veinforoing in the working class a sense of powerlessness. We
do not insist on certainty or neny covtainty of victony (zost gains under these con-

" ditions are won without much struggle and generully mean very little)}. UWe only in-

sist that there is a2 vcasorable chanse iov victory and do everything we can to achieve
that victory. Whea defeats do occur, we attempt to explain to the working class the
reascns so that victoyy can Le wom the - mext tiue. S

'T@}s_is”amnther reason why the use of transitional demands in struggles (which
cannot be fully won without socialticm) should not be counterposed to partial and
democrdtic .demands ‘that can be wom. ina coneveito situation, for instance, a group
of workérs might have a list of things they insist on getting; for -less they would
ot settle. Houvaver, other demands might be added Lecause of their educational
value, and -because they begin to lay the orsis for a broader struggle.

There can be partial victosieos with transitional demands. If transitional de-
mands are contaiuned in z platforn with other demands which are partial and democratic,
then a struggle can be seen as a victory that only achibves some of the demands, but
allows at the sare time vorkers to raice zu important working class demand.

 The impovrtant point here, then i that revolutionaries have to be careful in
determining how demands are raised. If a small wovemen. decides to struggle exclu-
sively around a particular transitional fe.g., 30-for-40) with illusions that it can
be won in the immedizte future and then finds that it can not be achieved under the
present conditions of capitalism, there is ne guarantee that they will become social~
ists. It is at least as likely that they will becoms demoralized, internalize the
idea that the working class can't make significant gains ., and drop out of politics‘ll

ligne aspect -of the method of formulation of transitional demands should be made
clear here. Trausitional demends are formulated for mass struggle. Where the mass
struggle does nmot exist we raise certain demands edncationally to begin to prepare
the basis for future mass struggles around them. We formulate these demands not because
we believe that they can not be schieved and that the working ¢lass will leayn from
defeat. On tue contrary. We formulate demands which can meet the needs of the working
class and can be achieved siven technological development (cont'd bottom of next page)
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No level of working class struggle is too low for us to be actively involved in,
although the level or potential level of struggle is a valid consideration in deter-
mining priorities. In a peried or situation where werking class consciousness is low
and struggle barely exists in organized form at the shop level our immediate program
will direct itself to these problems in the context of our broader perspective. As
such it will usually be necesfary to have separate immediate programs flowing from our
general program for different industries and sometimes even for different shops within
an industry.

In situations wiere there is widespread discontent over a specific issue but
organizational expressich, we are willing to sake the leadership in initiating the or-
ganization to fight around that issue. We understand that tne organization of the
working class for struggle is a major advance in the class struggle. Once such a
group is organized, our immediate program is to brozden the scope and character of the
struggle, including national caucuses within the union as well as around issues which
can provide the basis for political struggie with workers in other unions.

“As struggles devciop beyond the shop {1loor level they become more generalizable
and our program to advance the class struggle will more approach the general program
outlined in our tasks and perspectives decument.

Not all struggles of wovkers “advance the class struggle.™ Consider some ex-
amples of different types.

Some struggles are clearly reactionary. Obviously struggles over racist and
sexist demands meve the working class in the wrong direction and must be openly
opposed all along. :

- Other struggles require a more complicated response.

Proposals for adventurist struggles, because they usually end in crushing defeat
of the working class, must be opposed. Dut once such a struggle begins it will usuaily
be necessary to actively fight with thoe workers te minimize the defeat while explaining

" the political reasoms for it.

We oppose political struggles which lead the working class deeper into the
Democratic Party (e.g., primary campaigns, even for a ‘labor candidate™). We oppose
these because the net effect of such 2 struggle is to reinferce the illusion that the
Democratic Party represents in any way & vehicle for the working class (except pwrhaps
a hearse). As such, the struggle recinforces the hegemony of capitalist politics over
the ‘working c¢lass.

f

We do not take the lead in struggles over demands which fundamentally maintain
or reinforce the legitimacy of capitalism. For example, we always counterposed the
demand of immediate withdrawal to the demand for a negetiated settlement of the

" Vietnam war, and would mot take the lead in groups demanding the latter.

The negotiations demand was one which reinforced the imperialist notion that the
U. S. had some right to negotiate something. The demand for immediate withdrawal
challenged this right and pointed in the dircerion of a full attack on imperialism.

, We do not take the lead in styuggles which aré¢ in reality a substitute for, or a
- ‘a’'diversion fronm, a higher ievel of struggle. For example, the union bureaucracy may
call for a strike over wages when the real issue is a full scale challenge to manage-
.ment prerogatives over working conditions and preductivity. While we will actively
support the wage struggle, we will attempt to take the lead in organizing a struggle
against both the burzaucracy and company around demands which can advance the struggle.

(footnote continued from previous page) and world resources. That is why, for example,
we call for 30-for-40 and not for 5-for-40 (which might sound more radical). We pro-
pose these transitional demands as the focus for mass struggle because we believe

they can be won if fought for consistently, but that consistent fighting will necessi-
tate replacing capitalism with a wovkers® state.
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Though we attempt to take the lead in organizing striggles around our immediate
program which mean a real advance in working class conscicusness and organization,
at no time do we limit ourselves to only raising our immediate program. At no time do
we accept positions of leadership even on the basis of our immediate program if that
position prevents us from raising our full perspective and program. In general, thenm,
in this period we do mot accept posts such as union president where we must serve
as the single spokesperson for an organization and are limited basically to represent-
ing the position of the organization. On the ether nand, we are willing to take and
fight for positions of leadership such as shop steward or executive committee posts
on the basis of our immediate program.

Insofar as security conditions permit, we are openly revolutionary socialists.
We put forward a socialist analysis of the nature oI capitalism, and attempt to ex-
plain events in terms of this analysis in our newspaper, literature, meetings and in
discussions with our fellow werkers individuaily and in worker organizations. We put
forward our perspective or progrem for achieving socialism openly. But all of this
propaganda will have its greitest impact in the context of working class struggle.

REFORMISM AND REFORMIST ILLUSIONS

Reformism is a specific political current in the working class and the term has
a precise political meaning. Not evevy struggle for reforms is reformism. Nor is
every person who struggles for reforms a reformist. By themselves, the struggles for
higher wages, democratic demands. political rights, etc., are just these -- limited
struggles for particular demands. When revolutionaries struggle for these reforms,
they are not reformists.

Reformism as a political current is defined by a commitment to reforming capital-
ism. Reformism has a socizl base -- the bureaucratic strata of the trade union move-
ment. The privileges of the bureaucracy are dependent on maintaining a stable
capitalism while at the same time the needs of the ranks force them to continually
seek those reforms capitalism will grant. Struggle is to be avoided because it opens
up the possibility of the ranks getiing out of control and threatening the bureau-
cracy itself. While the bureaucratic leadership can be forced into leading strug-
gles for reforms by the demends of tke ranks, they will use every ounce of their
. ‘power to restrict the struggle to the limited demands.

Especially after a period of relative stability and prosperity in capitalism,
the working class will have incrcased illusions in the possibilities of reforms
under capitalism and large sections will loyally support reformist leaders. But the
conditions of capitalism still tend to force the working class to struggle for its
needs.

That part of working class consciousness which understands the necessity of strug-
gle around its own needs is qualitatively different frem ond tends to be in opposition
to-that part of consciousness which defends the capitalist system. Totalconsciousness
is rarely consistent «.. the class struggle is reflected inside the workers head.

So it is that workers who abstractly believe in the rights of private.property will

" also engage in militant sit-in styikes if the development of the struggle around

‘their needs demands this. Similarly, workers who abstractly defend "law and order"
will violate injunctions and physically attack scabs or even police under conditions

. -of struggle.

Thus struggles around specific reforms have a contradictory character. The degree
to which thie struggles are coaditioned in method and demand by reformist illusionms
about capitalism is the degree to which they can be characterized as reformist strug-

" gles. The degree to which these struggles are conditioned by the needs of the work-
ing class is the degree to which the struggle objectively begins to challenge reformism.

All reformist illusions will have some impact on every struggle. But the same
illusion can have a different meaning depending on the nature and level of the struggle.
For example, illusions about the possibilities of winning thorough-going reforms undet
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capitalism need not decisively condition a stiuggle for trade union recognition or
other struggle against an employer. This is so because the illusion is not ¢entral
to the struggle itself. But because a labor party is organized to challenge for
state power, the illusions sbout reforrms under capitalism are both central and made
operational and thereby decisively conditio: a labor party struggle as reformist.

" The trade union bureaucracy attempts to svoid any struggie even around the most
minimal reforms because it understands that it is the struggle itself which opens up
the possibilities of developed worker consciousness and new leadership which could
challenge the bureaucracy. Often the needs of the working class force the reformist
bureaucracy into scruggle, but even here their prime interest lies in keeping it
within safe limits rather than advancing it.

That's why real struggles over even the most minimal demands are much more
threatening to the reformist bureaucracy than the adoption of resolutions filled with
revolutionary rhetoric. Like its -social demccratic ancestors, the labor bureaucracy
has found that a rhetorical maximal program can be quite helpful in defending its
real program. By adopting left-sounding resclutions -- 30-for-40, labor party, etc. --
the reformist leadership can provide itself with a left cover and attempt to diffuse
radicals while it engages in its real immediate program. Thus, the general demand for
a labor party based on whatever program is not as threatening as the specific act
of refusing 'to endorse Democrats ir the upcoming election. : '

Demanding 30-for-40 and reconversion of the arms economy from the state pdses no
threat to the bureaucracy so long as they are not actionable. But the demand on the
company that the union control the line speed is actionable and therefore represents
a threat.

In order to challenge the reformist illusions of the working class and its re-
formist leadership, we pose fighting demands for the working class and organize around
them. We reise more general demands educationally in order to prepare the way for
struggle around these. But, to .alter an old saying, "one real step by the working
class is what begins to make a thousand programs relevant.' ‘ :

OTHER WORKING CLASS LEADERS

By the nature of this paper, we have been forced to provide general characteri-
zations of working class consciousness. ZEarlier we noted that the working class is
‘uneven and that some sections of the working class will be more advanced than
_pthers. Within every shop there will also be individual workers or small groups
which have developed more advnaced consciousness. We seek to relate to these by ad-
vancing socialist ideas and explaining th2 method of our progran. Often the very
:fact that consciousness of these workers cn one level (e.g., an understanding of the
nature of capitalism) is in advance of the working class leads to a cynicism about
the working class and the possibility for building a mass working class movement. We
must convince these workers not only of our socialist analysis, but we must also fight
their cynical, often sectarian, abstention from working class struggles. If there
were sufficient numbers of advanced workers in a situation open to revolutionary
ideas, we would initiate a grouping or caucus with them.  Within such a caucus, we
would push for it to develop a program which would involve the mass of workexrs and
advance the class struggle.

In the present period, there is another kind of advanced worker -- a worker who
has illusions about the possibilities of reform under capitalism, but who also under-
stands the immediate needs of the working class and the need to organize to struggle
around these needs. As such he/she becomes a rank and file leader. We attempt to
win over such leaders to revolutionary politics through political discussions, and..
by pushing such leaders to lead in class struggle on the basis of the needs of the
working class. Where these come in conflict with the institutions of capitalisnm
and ultimately the very limits of capitalism, choices will have to be made. Either
the reformist illusions must be dropped or the commitment tc the working class must

|
|
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be dropped. Both cannot be maintained in reality.

It is only by developing a socialist perspective -- understanding the potential
of the working class and the forces at work under capitalsim -- that working class
Jeaders will not be demoralized or made cynical in periods of working class quiescence
and not be subject to the tremendous mechanism of cooptation and capitulation
constantly at work. ;

Qur attitude toward working class leaders who Co not have revolutionary conscious-

ness is determined by the role they play in advancing the class struggle. So long

as they advance the class struggle by their leadership of the working class, we
support. them critically. We openly raise our differences where relevant, and

organize and fight for our ouwn positions. Simultaneously, we attempt to win such

leaders to our politics.

As the struggle advances, unchanged illusions about capitalsim will become more
operational and our struggle against them will be intensified. A working class
leader can be characterized as z reformist when his/her commitment to capitalism
seriously impairs leadership of working cless struggle, i.e., he/she becomes a road-

_block to advancing the class struggle. We actively oppose such reformist leaderships

(e.g., the trade union bureaucracy) within the working class movement. Ve organize
against them, and Qrganize others agsinst them. :

Wwhere the struggle is sufficiently advenced, we put ourselves forward as the
full leadership, i.e., revolutionavy leadership. where the struggle is not so ad-
vanced, we put ourselves, along with other militents, on the basis of our immediate
program. Or we may even support critically working class militants who yet do not have
socialist consciousness whose comuitment to the working class will continue to advance
the struggle,

To the extent that the yeformist leadership of =z struggle maintains itself be- 1
cause of the illusiens in the working class that they are in fact carrying out the ,
struggle, we must work to oxpose those illusions. These illusions are best broken
jn the context of struggie. WYhere the relation off forces makes it a real passibility,
we proposc United Front struggles {discussed eavlier). In other situations we may
use the tactic of “eritical support -- in the same way a Tope supports & hanged
man," (Lenin, Left-iWing Commmism) That is, we may openly give our support to 4
reformist leader who has mase support in =z struggle against the bosses (or state or
even another worse roforaist leader) where the struggle itself represents an advance
or defeat for the working class. In other words, we are supporting the working class
struggle which may be synbolized {as in slections} by a reformist leader. We strive
to achieve the victory of the working cizngs beth for its own gsake and so that we can
expose the present leadevship. e opeily scate that we do not believe that this re- i
formist leader wili in fazt sericusly carry through the struggle and that this will
be exposed in the course of the struggle and succeeding events .12

12This phrase.Meritical support --like a ropé supports a hanged man”’ is now glee-
fully used by the R,T. as Lhe wmeans DY whish we relate to any working class leader
who does not have cur politics. ‘

‘Consider the context of the original quote from Lenin in Left-Wing Communism,
an Infantile Disoxder {near end of chapter 9). He says, »] want to support Henderson
Tike a rope supports a hanged man.” -

Who was this Hemlerson that Lenin wanted to hang? Was he a leader of a rank and
file struggle around the nseds of +he workers, but who thought that the platform could
be achieved under capitelism? Was Henderson a rank and file worker who had formed a
small caucus within a union who had raized certain demands 1like 30-for-40, end to
racism and sexism, humanize working conditiens, although not entirely without problems
or sidestepping issues?

No! Henderson was the leader of the British Labor Party during World War I, who
not only supporied the war, but alse entered the bourgeois government {cont'd next page)
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BUILDING THE REVOLUTIONARY PARTY

It is, at root, the objective conditions of the economy and society which will
provide the impetus for working class struggle. We put forward our programs for
struggle and attempt to establish our presence and leadership in whatever low level
struggles do exist now so that when amd as conditions force more massive struggles,
the working class will respect and look to us for leadership. .

We attempt to train our cadres now in a method and world view so that they can
understand and effectively intervene in the class struggle in all its special and
peculiar forms. We. have a program which provides a direction ~-- and method -- not a
list of demands good for any time or situation in this entire epoch.

" {he Revolutionary Party is eot created by the seif-proclamation of a group that
it represents the true political interests of the working class. Tt must be a party
of working class leaders who lead significant portions of the working class.

. Such a party is not likely to cowe intc being hy accretion to the I1.5. or any
other sect. Rather we expect the developing class struggle to produce a new genera-
tion of Tank and file leaders whe will be noved towarld socialist politics by their
experience in the strugglc and the influence of revolutiomary groups. We plan to play
an important roie in thic process by developing cur own members as working class
leaders and winning over to the 1.8. or srrongly influencing the new working class
rank and file leaders.

The tasks ahead are hard. We prepare ourselves the best we can. Self delusions
and revolutionary posturing about our influence and role today will only prevent us
from carrying through in the long struggle. Sooner or later reality impinges and
those who have been deluding themselves will become thoroughly demoralized and will
probably drop out of politics.

. Arrogance and self-confidence are not the same thing. The bourgeoisie may see
our revolutionary politics as arrogance because we insist on taking their social
. power. In this sense we are arrogant toward the bourgeoisie -- but we are never

arrogant toward the working class, which we seeK to win to revolutionary politics.

(footnote cont'd from p. 23) of England during the war. He had helped to draft
anti-labor legislation militarizing the economy tc help fight that imperialist war.
In other words, he represented chemically pure reformism. He represented in every
way the commitment of the trade union bureaucracy to defend capitalism even at the
expense of the working class. '

But because the working class had illusions that Henderson represented its
interests and because the parliamentary struggle was in some form a struggle of the
working class (whatever its consciousness) against capital, Lenin was for calling for
Henderson's election as against the bourgeois parties. Dut the support was to be in
the context of explaining what was wrong with =apitalism, what was wrong with
Parliamentarism, and wiat was wrong with flendersca -- that his election would only
prove his betrayal of the working class.

The methodology of the Revolutionary Tendency allows for no distinction between
the Hendersons and Meanys on the one side and the rank and file leaders of TURF in
L.A.,. UNC in 8t. Louis or Detroit on the other. For.all of them, their methodology
is to try to hang them. In practice, the R.T. has a category called "exceptions'’.
But in their statements of method, the only irdication that the R.T. might make a
distinction between different kinds of working class leaders is a mention that cri-
ticisms can be done in a friendly or in a hostile way. Having started from the
nature of the Epoch, the R.T. has succeeded to reducing politics to a matter of

- facial expressions and pedapogy. ’

* * * %* *
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