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" The uctojﬁ nying documcnt, entitled "NATION.L REPORT -- Sy L.;" sppecred’
in issue '3 of the newsletter of the Revolutionary Tendency. e ore reprint-
ing it because, in our opinion, the nmembership-of. the IS is entitled to knov
the viewpoint of the RT lemdership ‘concerning ‘the political debate in the IS
the iuage of thet debate (and of its own role) ithich it presents to the RT &

a whole, ond ite explicitly stetéd political nnd organizational direction.

e believe that meny conradeQ,”ill shcre our feeling of shock and ouirage
et the level %o vhich the-RT lecdership-has consciously chosen to degeend Tc
us, the stotement represents the politicsl disintegration of a leedershaip vhich
kas lott the -capcbility, end the will, not only to curry out 2 principled p».
litical strupggle but even to nose the issues honestly to its oun supportcra

_ Unlike 3y = uhq, fqr reasons of his owm, chooses to characterize thOn
vho disogree vith the BT as "zombiles" ond "spade=marked cedavers” and 3 9w
dulge in crude, philistine personcl insults directed at his political o). -
rents -~ ve vill not cast aspersions on the integrity ond commifment i ©
conrodes vho cre Tolloving the RT leadership on whati ve believe to be o o

to political self-destruciion. e resard the viciousmess which runs il
Sy's stotement, and vwith which he demends unquestioning agreement froo L.: /T
mamtarship ("Il onyone soyg, 'I politicolly agree, but think 'such hostil<% - is

in pcor taste' ... then he doesn’'t politically egree’ '), as reflecting Pl.
ical bankruptey ond & developing cult-group nentallty. -

Far from producing political clerification, this method of tryips to co-
here a tendency or proup only créates a more and more poisonous atmosphe re.
It will destroy debete, nei only in the IS, but elso inside the RT. To. ou-
ovn self- preservatlen end for. the sa ke of the future, we have no 1nterest in
resorting to it,

At the sane time, ve . of course have no*intention of allowing this docnm .5,
oY ony, otherﬂ 2ike 1t, to pass ununawered. fs WAC aeﬁbers of the joint r-u mo-
Jority leaderehlp, e believe e are obliguted to pregent our views of ‘L2 - %-
uation in the IS openly, Wwithout hypocrisy end with full cenfidence in tk=-
chility of the IS nenbership to fece sguorely thererisis vhieh is rapidly %
ing forced to z hecd. For the IS to overcome this crisis we believe that i
entire membershins must thoroughly repudi te the v1ew5 repreaented in the ac-

conpanyingz docunent.

The first cspect of Sy's docunent that must be underlined is the for”
it puts forward o split perspective, The intention ol the RT lead- e
this woint is eclepriy to Torce the Tactieon Fight to the point of spli% as 1a-
pidly s possible,

o
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Imnedictely Tolloving the HC, the RT characterized itself to its support-
ers o5 Ya Torm transitionzl between” o cruecus ond o Paction vhich is “prepar-
ing to formelly become” cn-independent orgrntzatioh. .Today that transitien ie
obvicusly complete. .lready, Sy boagts, the RT has laid plans for egtablish-
ing a nev orcanization (o succesaful ftrensition to independent existence!}.

Sy makes o purely pro formo cttempt to laoy responsibility lor the split
2t the door of the IS lecdersnlp, ourselves. He states thot "Hoody-Finkel and
Geler have alrendy in effect sliced the IS into two orgenizations,” as if it
vere our actions that precipitcted the crisis. But this specious charge is
not even token seriously by the RT leadership itsell’, &5 later ststements de-
monstrete: "ie hod hoped that o premsture cleavege could be evoided. This
yae not beccuse ve believed that the izsuc in dispute vos reconcilable. It
was cond is not - ever.” '

1ithin weeke ofter announcing its formation "es o tendency within the
extsting majority" (!), the RT leadership has discovered such a chasm of ¢class
differences seporating it from the IS that o aplit is presented o5 being not
only inevitable but desircble: e hove come to the besinning of the road.”

4Lis we polnted out at the NC, the politics of the RT hove been developing
at lighining speed. That process has continued, ond the charges conteined in
Sy*s "Nationcl Report" go far beyond cnything previously rcised. The quection
in the IS, gays Sy, is "centrism vs. revolutionery liarzism,” of "which side of
the class line cre you on."

For this recson they c¥rue thot the I8 iz "doomed to walk along the some
poth as 1ts forebecrs ond that 1t 11l on2 day liquidete itself into reforn-
ism outright.” It is these political conclusions which make necesscry the
"yenotious portroit” to vhich 8y resorts throughout the docunent.

TThat nev discoveries will be nade tomorrow? Vho can say, Having thor-
oughly repudiated their politics of yesterday, they are just as cepable of re-
pudiating their politics cf today. ILocking any firm theoreticzsl foundation,
or cny perspective on the centrel question in this debate -- the lebor move-
ment == there is no control ot ell over the rapidity with vhich their politics
can develop. "Clever" jokes, bumdingers, substitute for serious theory. Tet
this overheated “beoon”, in their political development will, in all likelihood,
end in the proverbial "bust.”

The issue, in dispute is now clecr: mnamely, the viev thai the Is is a
centrist, "adeptotionist" group on the rood to reformism; that 1t is a group
vhich has crossed the class line, It is these vievs vhich make impossible a
loyal, comradely collaboration. Such a charccterization of the IS can only
be the prelude to ¢ eplit as even Sy zdmits, in faet asgerts, in his document .
To heal off o split requires a principled repudistion of the polities vhich
are leading fto a split. Nothing less will do.
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I

Sy launches his powpous and vituperative attack on the IS with the cherge
that "Shachipanisn -- deapite its important although limited perceptiona on
Stalinisn -« was doomed from its birth," Ve have here another of the sweeping,
"profound,” ond contentless formulas which have been put forward by the RT
leadership throughout this fight. The foct is thet the RT does not, and ecn-
not, give "Shachtmonisa" any serious political or historical definition,

As we will see, the resson for this is thot the RT has bo position on the
questions that originslly brought our téndency into existence, In this face
tion fight, however, however impertant and illustrative the historicel ques-
tions may be, the centrsl question is the role of goeinlists in the working
cless movement -« especially the American labor movement ~- of today.

The debate inside the IS 15 over the future of our tendency. The debate
is over the relotlonship between revolutionaries ond the closs.

hile Sy does not present any eéxplanztioh of "Shachimanite adaptation-
fsm," he 1s fairly clear about whot he means by it. "Adaptetionism,” to Sy,
does not mezn the sbendonpent of the Third Comp perspective or the accemeda-
tion of Shachtmen and much of the ISL to the West in the 1950's. It meens,
rather, the perspective of forming any kind of broad left wing er redicel
movement, 1.e., of initiating any movement or orgonization broader than oure
gelves, either in {he Lobor movement or elsevhere, o

. "Adeptationism” weens any policy, anyvhere or any time, vhich is not
‘based nolely on the struggle for our "full program;" in other words, any pol-
icy vhich iz conditiomed by the conposition of the movement, its consciousness,
the politics of fmerican society in the given pariod, the strength and influ-
ence of the revolutionaries, etc. These concrete factors «- the "cbjeetive
conditions” of which the RT is so fond of spesking -- play no role whatsoever
for Sy in determining our policy. '

The RT covers ulth ridicule the idea that revolutionary socislists must
bhe “"the best and most comsistent buildera” of mass movements, sapecially of
maes-based rank and file movementz in the unions. Sy refers t¢ this gs "the
original Burnhem fox-Trot." Sy discusses, zlmost in one breath, the 1forkers
Party policy tounrd Reuther in the 1940's, the ISL‘s liguidation into the SP
in the 195G's, our role in the SRJ and FFP of the 1960's, and the IS oriento-
tion tovard rank and file struggles today -- 2ll this vithout cne vord of
concrete analysis of what politicol strengihs and wenknesses uere reflected
in the concrete policies taken toward these very different movements in very
different perieds. The devastating "critique™ is always that "Shachtwanisu”
failed to ralse the crystal pure full revolutionary socializt prograu.

For Sy, vhat was vrong in the {forkers Party's attitude toward the labor
movement in the 19h0'g was that it shared with e layer of radicalized mili-
tonts 2 common am of actlon, Certsin parts of that program vere taken
up {as they generally will bey B& Reuther, especialily in the 1646 auto atrike.
The P =~ incorrectly! =. believed that that struggle would open up a perlod
of intensified mesa struggle, in foct a pre-revolutionsry pericd, and geared
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thelr polics: Lasmnm? mecifam 4%s ol bnmbe bA FRa Tef0 e 3ne - Jrmect of that
struggle. : -

_ The collapse of that persPQctive 1ert tha Wbrkers Party staring ut the

'prospect of the st;bilizhtion of c‘.nﬁ,tasxlj.:m,Y the restoration of prnspexity
ond 'a nev and Btz:nn[;er lease on 1lif'e for the tr"ﬁa utdon, bureoneracyy. Under
the inpact of those events, they m“ved to the right themﬂelves, tlovg with
those pome militents. (Mueh of the polit*c 21 decomposition of the ISL oripi-
nated ot thot point, The "bridge" of the 3aneitignal program, like any other
bridge, haa Ewo-nay trarfic._ It can lc"d Tron. rg*JLuaifﬁism to accpmodation
to the gysteir, os well gs thé other vay criund. it L p*ec;sely why its use
is 2 function of objectlve ‘conditinne, r%ther thad,sw‘p;y peing that of a sec-
tnrian medallion. ) . ) L _ _

. The R counterposes to the Uorkers Perty policy of being "the best and
most conslstent builderu' of Ir‘""ﬂil' movements ¢ policy of being "the best ond
most consistent" wxo-ers of any rovement vhich dr~c nct fall sbgolutely un-
dex the hiegeuony ~f tnh Iw, uvden the hﬂﬂcuﬂry ol . gect, (!nyoﬂq who doubta
oy chgrqcteriznm ‘n of the I. PlE Treaekatei 3l ol frkn oa 1eok at the Brent D.
. motion: o? DLRE, ! Chxcugo pletthy 'S liberation grouv, guprorted by the RT in

_Ch‘ieﬂrro. i e P2 W oa H ; . L : Sl

‘_';su that of the Woxkers P*rty mainly 1n
thnt ite eppranchk . > ra the revoluﬁlonﬂry prqaram o1 ‘the, vangunrd to
the reform demands »f 1% clons - . vould Lave mzde 1t an irrelevant ‘sect dur-
ing the leilvard moviny wpeurge or the impediate post-wgx period, The RT, hod
it existed then, would hdve been unsble of king conhoct vith the .militant
_vorkers, uncble oI hLooaang to those uorkers on the lLacis of their oum, gott-
gclousness and ciyiiiions. /md 1t vould then have led ths RT to on even more
‘_iggidsﬂemo:gliz:tlpu_hrf,J*qradhhion hftervard ‘ s

l.H'
) "’)
' 3

2t

‘Sy's sttlitude tovard ¢he lebor pefa,pecti'ifes of ‘the IS today bears out
this observetion., "Todey's Shacutnans toke as the object of their affections
the likes of Miller, Moricesey, &od iv:psy -- who, 1n comparison with Ualter
Reuther, are pyrite next to GoLd._ Lj;:adns 1f you are hell-bent_and deter-
; ﬂinﬁ W gell out, E{o it for sm ny poli _;lJu fcr fool's gold‘" ' o

; This ﬁemark deserves clo«er ﬂ**@ntinﬁ Taﬂay; Sy 18 for op d‘.j¥Mbi13-
"8ey 1in order fo support {and thﬂveby exposs a4 8 "eeni-1st") the rimciat

' Lecgue cendidete Herson in the MW, .In the T, ha is niill for eriticel sup-

.port o Hiller -~ singe ths Sparthcist Laague hds 0o condidote there, evident-
ly. In tke New York ClA elgetiong, he éviden“Ww kng ra polley or seeg no need

. for one. To. 8y, however, these types are, foal‘” po]d eEs to thn "uhiuy
coin” of Lalter_neuthe"‘ s

.. Vhat does Sy think vas so "shiny“ cbount Reulther? Yat mokes Reuther --
_the figure yho. captmr ‘d the leftrord: Twving sontirant cf the militente cnd
channelicd 1t into a hvrecucratic pro-coplia.’st, pr2-imnerialist nachine «-
2 "shiny" .figure next  to Hiller, nrissey o Delinge; 2 gy actually thinks
. Reuther vas “shiny" by comparison becanse of . . . his program! -- because
Reuther's poper rocram» the program uced to capture ond destray the militent
stratum in the P s more adv nced than the minimnl and often beckward
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prograns of todey's left bureaucrats or even rank ond file oppositionistal

It is only to Sy that Reuther cppears es a "shiry” fipure, To us, nelther
Reuther nor the llillers, llorisseys zond Degpseys hold onyv nttraction. Our otti-
tude tovrara the latter is 2 palitical one: 1t is they wko, vacillaetingly end
half-heartedly, ive expression to existing discent 2@ help loy the basis for
cohering a ney militant oppositiom in the uniani. rny serisus excaination of
the left ving press in this country will ch-v ‘het the Iu, “ithout pseudo-
revolutionary phrasemongering, has raised sherpsr end more principled differ-
ences with every one of the opposition lcadsrs thun has any. other tendency,
rithout enceptlon.

Hhile Sy wag listint throse cpownitionists o whom we pive eritical suvpport
todzy, precisely bacouse of tie rclaticnship they hnve to the potentizlly revo-
lutionary rank ond Tile opposi®i-nietz, he should have Imvluled the opposition-
"ists within the Uf”, such as (for excuple} Pete K=21ly cud Jorden Sims. They
‘too, no doubt, "are pyrite next to gold” in comparison to the "shiny" opporsun-
ist Valter Reuther, ' : -

The true neesure of the dis~rientcticn of the Py leadership is that it re-
pords the IS of toduy oo being.;y the ripht of the "Ghachhtnanite" lorkers Porty
-- becguse todey's rank and il < the undcrns is “prograowciically” on a lower
level than the burecucracy of yestelyear. ' :

That is vhy 8y 1s 5o interested in debating the history of the IFP, SIU,
ete.: nemely, his viclent Leostility towerd the perspective of helping to build
broad renk and file cppesition movenents in the unions today. His entier "oe-
thod'" of attacking “S eabrhiaa easenticlly reduces to thip. The faet that
such ¢ wovement vill Le “progratmatically” on a lover level, n=% only of the
IS but of ... the Valter Reutuer of 194G, gives him a neat h*rule by which to
score debaters’' points ané crack cheap jokes. That's aboiws s ali.

We olso have it on S's authority that the BT haw “=cken from the alscre-
dited "Shachtmonite" view that ths cocial revolution in Uuiupe foiloving Vorld
tfar II, 1n nations uvnder the heoel of fuascist and S%alinisi scsupation, would
be opened up through mass strugglss for democracy and nrtional fyesdom indepen-
dent of all the imperialist powers. o diust Lo efrreus pr'ch was_to coun=-
terpose to such struggles the 1mmedihte ;»rrﬂtﬂ n of soviets --'by A vorking
* glage vhose political independence esnd ecounomin organizations had been destroyed
~e a§ ad.mcated by the SUP of 19k3-4k, Uouid sueh o policy, zdvénced by revolus
tiopists in sympathy vith us, have advanced the strugpic ty pra?iding the work-
ing class with ocny conecrete guidance or leadership? Porhase 1t would have de-
stroyed reformist illusions am~:p tie workers regarding Lo iuportance of demo-
eracyt Perhaps it would have sa:shed the so-called "illunien" -- actually one
of the most inportant lessons of licrxism cnd of the twentieth century -- that
the survival ol soviets depends procisely cpeon the struggle fur the fullest and
troadest democracy?

iy, incidemtally, dnea Sy enﬂtinue to use th= ..opelessly confused and
anglytically meaningless laobel #.. .rgesis-demscratic” ‘n enrrection with the
struggle for natioral freedon and fcmoercey i Burops in o » VWorld War II per-
iod, just cs he cpplies 1t to the Plock struggle in %he U3 ~1ay? As if 1%
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‘were a question of a bourgeois revolutlon, either in Europe or in the US}

Again, we know thot Sy renounces the "Shachtmenisn" of those who, in the
eorly 1960's, led the struggle ageinst Shachtmen's ovn final aapitulatidn --
not only to the Democratic Party, but to US imperialist foreign policy as
well. By_does not mention this fartor, but we will discuas it brie 2

Sy's statement mentions the Labor Farty Tendency, but omits the struggle
sgainst Shachtman's pro-lmperialist polities that tock place inside the YPSL.
Perbaps’ this 1s because the Labor Party Tendency itself split over foreign pol-
“icy questiona., The right wing of the Tendency, vhich Sy led, renounced Shacht-
mon's open support of the Bay of Pigs invasion, but badly eccommodated to’ the
“l%ftf'fgtute Department Soclalist) wing of the invesion. Other comrades -~

~today denounced gs centrists and opportunists -- opposed thiz attitude (which
vas By's at the time) and unequivocelly opposed the invasion as thorsighly fu-
perielist, Tn the India=China war of 1963, vhen a position of no suppert ahnd
revolutionary opposition toward both sides wvas needed, Sy supported the defense
of "democreilc India" apalnat Chinese Stalinist expansion -- swallowing the
carefully fabricated lies of Western imperialiem that it was "Chinese sggres-
sion" which hod precipitated the conflict. It was these questions -=- fundcmente
ally, the guestion of uneompromising opposition to capitalist imperiglism --
thet divided the YPSL Left which, from Sy'a new point of view, was "adaptation-

13t" becouse ... 1t failed to adept a2 trensitional program for the labor party.

This discussion is not aimed at discrediting Sy, exposipg him ap & liqui-

dationist or ony of the vile references ("humbug" ie the mildest) he enjoys

.., urling &t us. There is, however, one political point. Sy, while wiliing to
‘Tenounce the entire history of this tendency as one of capitulation and betray-
al, is evidently unvilling to anolyze his own mistakes within the context of
that tradition. In many cases, especially in the period when Shachtman Wos
ebandoning the Third Camp world viev and perspective and leading his follovers
into the camp of Uestern imperiaclism, Sy's mistakes were those of Stalinophobia
~~ the subordination of all other political questions tc the fear of Stalinism.

These mistaltes, departures from the Third Camp viewpoint, were made in the
context of o disintegrating movement influenced heavily both by Shachtmen and
by the sate objJective factors -- twenty yesrs of defeat and counter-revolution
-- which bad destroyed Shachtman's own revolutionary perspective, (1t i8 easy
to remounce responsibility for the events of the 1950's, but impossible to ex-
plain them away!)

Finally, hovever, vhat Sy cannct forgive the "latter day Shachtianites"
of the YPSL is that they built a broad peace movement organization which in-
cluded not only revolutionaryraocialists but also libergls, pacifists with il-
lusions in the UN, and adherents of other unsavory ideologles, We 4o not knov,
precisely, what attitude Sy would advocate toward the peace movement of the
early 1960's. Vhen we find out, we will be prepared to comment on this chapter
of history as well.

The RT leaders believe they are the first Trotskyist group to exist Tob
decades. But in fact they have cbandoned Trotskyism for sectzrisnism. The
Trotskyism of Minneapolis, of the lorkers Party's rank aad {ile caucuses fight
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agzcinst the no-strike pledge -- these actlvities would be characterized by the
new RT nolitics og sheer adaptationism, the formation of broad rank and file
groupd with reformist workers, on o program guite ghort of the reveluticnary
one. ' ' : ' ;

’These'brpnd{nen_"Trotskyists“‘dre very fond of guoting Trotsky. But thelr
quotes are very selegtive._“we wonder wvhat they would say about the Tollowing:

3 “Frou the worker Gesirout of joining the ranks of the Communistc, the
‘party has a right to demand: you must cceept our program and obey our regula-
tions and autwority of our electoral institutions. But it is absurd and crim-
ina to present the seme e priori demand; or even a part of it, to the working
~nngee of vorkers' orgonizations when the matter of joint nction for the sake
of definite aims of struggle is broached. Thereby the very Ffoundations of the
party are undevmined; for the party can fulfill iis task only by maintaining
correct relations with the cless. Instead of issuing such o one sided ulta-
~ matum,. which Irrifates and insults the workers, the party should submit a dei-
inite program fo joint action., That iz the surest way of achieving leadership
in reality."” ' ' 5

Or .- "¢ must not let ourgelves te gulded by dovtrinalre cbstractions
but by the stote of donsciousness of the masses and the way they racct Lo var-
igus partizl successes. Simply counterposing the slogan of the 'dic.ii7wsmp
of the proletariet!' or 'workers and peasantg republic’ to the preseul regime
15 entirely inadequzte becouse theée slogans do not rove the masses.”

‘Or -- "DBvery day, every hour, to gnsver clearly to ourselves whaat our next
wractical step must be, tirelessly to prepare this step and on the hawic o 1iv-
ing experience to explain te the workers the principled differeacs -7 o3laha~
vien frem all other perties and currents.” s

Although ourlmembqré ere'neu ond inexperienced in the labor mevement, they
are zlrecdy neking a contribution, under difficult cbjective conditions of very
wipimal working class motiony towards the development of o militont woiking
class movement of the fubure. In cuto Tactories, telephone, Teamsters, tesch-
ers, and elsev! ere our comrades have built rank ond file opposition- and nevws-
perers. They are vinning the respect of their fellow vorkers, including the
plder wmilitonts, and beginning to become recognized shep-Tloor leaders, and
clected s.evards and officers of their unions. They have won to cur banner a
small bul significant group of vorkers.: '

The revolutionary rhetorie ol the RT is nothing more then a covar for their
cwn isolption and conservatism. They fear the real live struggles of the worl-
ers and loock Tor every excuse 5o rencin isolated Irom then. They po=r to the IS
the tas' of vieing for revolutionary leadership of the class - propamandisilecal-
1y - rother than in the real struggles the working class woges every doy.

Given the weak soeial composition, and the destructive factiloual sltuation
vhich has dreged on in the IS, the progress we hove made to moving to become a
srorking class organization is not to be dismissed, particularly if this fight
lesds .to veinvigorated efforts to become & revolutionary proletarige crganizo-
tion. It is through the hard, systematic work in the labor movemens, through
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toking part in the existing gtrucole, thot ve will build the wovement and revo-
lutionary party of the future.

If the erpected ronk ond file upgurge did not coue az quickly es ve expect-
ed, it iz no vezson for impressionistienlly succumbing to monentary moods of de-
featisn, and shopning in the historical troshbag for well vorn -- that ic, dis-
credited -- nerspectives, for succumbing to the sectorionism which has nov
svept through the petty bourgeois reficel niliew, but vhich ig on obstacle to
ever developing o revolutionory vorkers' puarvy - bo matter hovw the fool's gold
of mowentory crouth of the Tabor Comnitvee, Sparts, cnd RU noy iopress somc peor
pie.

Rsiian

T'hen we rejected the proposal of the neuly hetched RT that the leadership
of the orponization be hended over to it by the lost NO -- wresumebly so that
the historiczl bonkruptey cnd centricm of the IS og 2 Third Conp socizlist ten=
dency could be openly proclcinmed in our press without undue deloy == 7€ were ac-
cused of "cooking up' o defense of the principles of the Third Camp c& a false
vationclizotion for o "rotten blec”. It is nou clecr that the RT lecdership did
nct toke itself seriously in reising this charge, either.

It ie the 2T’z inobility to come to grips vith the iszgues that gave rise to
"hachimcrisn® that mekes it impossible Zor then to cetually define vhat they
vean by 1%, 8y's discussion is reduced to o series of oneecdoten vhich are sup-
posed to expose the hideous crimes thot our tendeney ollegedly comwitted.

The recson Tor this is-that the AT comrades hove RO podint of view ot the
fundomentzl question -- the "Rugsion guestion” and the issues associzted with
it -- that gove visc to the oppositi-v incide the 8P, led by Shachtman, and
to the split in the Trotskyist mevenent in 1940. TFor Sy, wos the theory of
bureaucratic collectivism developed by our tendency {cnd our rejection of de-
fense of the impericliist Stelinist state) Tundcmentally correct? Incorrect?

;. atep loruvard Tor the iloririst nmovement? . canitulation to the petit bour-
geoisie? Evidently none of these, cccording to 8y. Our politics sre described,
inatead, os "important olthough limited perceptions.” IInfortunately, Sy will
not tell us vhat are either their "{uportance” or their "linitations":

Hoving ne position on the uselzn cuestion -- except that they are con-
vinced both sides were urong -- nost of the BT lccdership regards the 1939
split o8 beins o tragic woiztake" which it is their historical mission to re-
concile scmehow or cnother. This (rather than zome neculisr megalomanic) helps
to explain vhy nony °T coarcdes regord themsclves =c “the first real Trotsky-
ists" since 19390!

The conrcdes of the BT have no position on 4toliniewm., It is ineredible, but
it is a Tact. '

They ean, for a time, hide their ncledness end meintain their revolution-
ary onti-Stolinist credentials by standing on sections of the body of litera-
ture preduced on Stzlinisn by Trobsky bedore 1939 nnd on ‘the mejor political
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positlons vhich they retcin Tfrom th2Ilr own discredited "Shaehinanite" past --
g0 long, that is, 23 they also hide troun themselves the contradictions in
Trotsky's anslycis and its eventuzl collepse. liost RT leaders, for the monent,
will "gtond” on the sssertion that Rusgia iz one or another form of cless so=-
clety.

But thls gimple article of fuith, put Tox ward in plece of ¢ thoory, cen-
not -explain vhether the Stelinist CDhﬂtTlCS are copitclist (bourgeols), fnti-
capitalist or saything else. It is compaiible (dependins on the politicsl pres-
sures of the :goment) with ony and all concluzions -- ranging'from defense of
"nmrogresaive nationnlized proparty,” o lo the Orthodox Trotskylsis, to the de-
‘fense of dapitolist ifuperislisn v;;ln“t "Stalinist borbarisw,”. the position de-
veloped by Shachticn in his eventucl cbaontonment of the Third Canmp viev ond per-
spective,

The léaders of the T, vhoss desnerate esgerness to disgociate thenselves
fron the ISC TS has led then to.their "breck™ with everything historicelly
"tainted" vith e dread disease of "Chathimenisw,” nov Iind thenselves storing
into & theorétical void., Underneath the brovade, the erude jokes, and the
"Wigher alpgebra’ on vhich RT politico cre based, lies the mest profound con=
tempt not only lor history but for licrxist theory cs well. This sd-called Re-
volutioncry Tendency cannot even ansver the standord charge of the "Orthodox
Trotskyiste': <het it ves Shachiman's rejection of defensism cnd his cnolysis
of Stalinisn vhich led to his "o ﬁaptutionzqﬂ " The Tirst serious encounter
uith the vieus of "Orthodox Trotskyism® -- i.e., Pobloism -- on the Russion
question is lilkely to send these conostic sectarlons gplintering in ol] direc-
tions.

Hopeiully, this confront tion will heln to show many of the comrades of the
AT that it wos only-the politics of our ~ondency -- the poliths of revolution-
gry third ccmp socielism -- which ve.e i cdeptotionist, which continued to
maintain that there could bo o soeiclism, and no aorkers' stoche, without =«
workers' revolutlon and a. revvlutlon_rj perby. . :

1le did not adapt to eny Iulmnu clrss, or ruling C1as" ideotogies, not bew
cause we were more virtuous than other revolutionaries, but becpuse our theory
_ better armed us to face thé vworud. It ie thie theory waich the RT now uishes
to malirn ond discredit. It was our theory cn'these questions uvhich alloved
us Lo meintoin the revolutlonary communizt tradition -- the Trotskyist tradl-
tion -- while the serts vha Ciswolisticolly nunbled about the néed for o reve-
lutionary pcrty ag 2 -substitute for a revolutionary policy treiled after the
dozen "dictetorships of the proleteriats™ vhich appehred yithout a2 revolution.
ary prolethr1cn porty or e proletarizn xevolution.

It is our theory of socialism Ifon belov,, today mocked by the RT, vhich
kept us frowm adapting to other closses, becuuse we understood the key role of
working clacs consciousnes: for soﬂlnllsh and the soc1L115t.rcvolution. Bul
this the RT leaders Jjoke cbout in their new found ' 'seriousness”, because for
ther working class consciousness plays little or no role in the progreom and
fight for the revolutionﬂry party,
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P6 the ranks of the BT we ask -- you joined the IS, do you gtill hold its
politics? Do you vish to go forward with us to help construct 2 revolutlonary
proletarian varty -- or do you believe we have peone over ic the class enemy?
Do you vant instead the new perspective of regroupment with other, unspecified,
Trotskylst sects -- whom your lesadership nev thinks ere closer to them than we
are? If so, why not name these groups aad let us debate thelr politics, vhet-
her they are more or less adoptotionist then wve, presumably, are?

e believe thot the RT is hecded on o course of destruction, Tlithout a
firm theoretical Toundation, with its rapidly shifting polities, it can only
produce neu crises and fregmentotions in the Tuture. '

11ith oll of its prodbleme the IS hes a theory which crms it for the revolu-
tionary future. Tae crisis of capitalisnm due to the premanent ars econony
and its contredictions; the economic end politicel crisls of bureaucratic col-
lectivism: ihe three-cornered struggle Tor the world, the role of consciousness
-- and theriore ol 2 revolutionery vensuard party -- the relationship of Tevo-
" lutionary soeiglism to revolutionary Cemoeracy; these theoretical conguests
vhich the RT lendership is nov systenntically repudiating ere vhnt give the
18 its historiccl future, vhet mehkes it o vicble tendency.

Theory cnd practice are o unity. The evenis since 1953, of France,
Qzechoslovakiz, Italy, Folond -- cnd the re-cmerging struggles of the American
workiny elasg -- represent the Tuture of the Third Comp perspective.

It is our perspectives, our theory, uhkich represent the road to proletars
ian revolution. The RT's iz only a decd end, leading to sectarian stagnation,
ne nore viable todey than it ever has been in the past.

There r~re some comrades within the IS vho do not adhere to 2 Third Camp
world view in every respect, including some vho have been recrulted %o us
from a beckground in the Troiskyist movement. Ve believe that we can prove to
these comrades, vhose contributions we value, thet it 1is our perspectives Ior
the IS which bepin to map out o road lecding to the roal they desire as deeply
as we do. In defending the Third Camp vieus vhich we hold, and uvhich we be-
lieve to represent the consistent application of the principles of Marxism In
this epoch, we have no move aspirations to 1deological monolithicism than we
had in the pest. Ve continue to hold to the motion on "recruitment of ertho-
dor Trotskyists" passed by the o0 end 1IC, which defends the Third Cemp char-
acter of the IS as o political tendency but puts forward the perspective of
common orgenization with comrades with vhen we shore apreenent on buliding
.the revolutiocnory movement in the U5, and & comitment to revolutionary dero-
erstic gocialism Trom below.

This faction fight has made it wmuch nore diTTicult for us to carry out
the perspective of winming t£o our rzhks the best of the lorces repelled Troum
the Byzsntine escectarianier vhich has accompanled degeneration of the Trotsky=
ist movemeni. Indeed, the grectest trugedy is that so much of the DT's polls
tics will lecd it -- empirieslly ond impressionistically -~ touvard the same
graveyard. ‘e, hovever, have not obandoned this recrultment perspective as a
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task for the future.

llore than that, it ic our perspectives for today, for our involvenent in
the lobor movement, which will eneble us to build g revolutionary party in
this country. It is our non-sectarian and non-ultamatistic approach tousrds
the . Lgbor movénent vhich engbles us to help build, and play 4 leading role, in
the brocd ram: zhd file oppositions in the trade unions. :

1t ig only through the development of the cless struggle, through the de-
velopment of broad opposition povenents and the political independénce of the
worling closs, that the basls of o revolutionary perty can be built.’ Those
who cannot provide leedership for the strurgles of taday around cll the minimal
and partizl demends which concorn the working class cannot hope to provide lead-
ership for it tomorrov. Those who ebstain frow bullding broad ratik and file
eyganizations today, or wWorss still, activgly try O vreck thed, only discredit
‘hemselves. Tnose vho believe that the road to a revolutionary party is through
the regrouprent of various sectd, rother than through the development of the
class struggle, ore only fooling themselves. ’

. .The RT has attacked our whole theory, and e will defend it. But the sub-
stence of the differences that are emercing in the I3 ure not over Trotskyiso,
but over. its sbandomment: not over the Rupgslon puestion, but the /perican qQues-
tion. It is the IS which iill continue the strugsle ol the esrly imerican
Trotskylsts te defend the politics of the October Revolution. It is the IS
wirieh aas the hope for developing on imerican cadre of vorker-Bolsheviks, cap-
able of lezding nev i4nneapolises and Toledos <+ struggles vhich ere alresdy

denigrated by the RT.

This fight inside the IS nust have & proprassive outcone. It con do thls
if, first, it lecds to political clarification, to the development of a cohes-
_ive cedre firmly srmed with revolutionary lmrnist theory; second; 1if it helps
to overcomg Our 1solatioh:ffcm the. vorking class, to rooting us in the one
going class'struggle,'to“bringing'us out -oT the petty bourgeois radical milieu
yith 1t5 politicol instebilitys; lostly, i it leads to our re=dedicating our-
selves tcrrighting tor u revolutionary .combat organization wvhich can intervene
in the class struggle, that reguires denocratie centralism, pnity in netion
pbased on chared perspectives. ’

e thereforc appecl to abl metbers of ghe I3 to join with us in this fight.
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ile have coune to the beginning of the road.

Cur tour (Ron, Sy, Don}, the reports we receive, our cyes and ecrs
tell us that our nesbership -- the meubership of the RT -~ in the IS is
Only the date on which the IS'e new Leadership

about to be teralnated.
Qur best guess is thet the

211l force us out iz still unknoun to us.
cct {or ects) of orgenizztional vivisection will oceur sometiue in the
.fell. '
. This, hovever, will be merely o post-operative performence; the
actual politicol surgery has olready been concluded. Moody-Finkel ond
Geler have aclreedy in effect Bliced the I5 into two organizations.
Much of their rank ond file throughouf the country openly anticipuates
the final strckes of the knife. s %y _

The operciion, however, will be unigue., That which is cut awvay

wiil 1ive. ‘ihet from which it is <ut wili-®we & zomble -- the'liging

dead.
Ve ueun thiz seriously.

Shachtiznisn -- despite 'its importunt although limited perceptions on Stal-
inism -- wzs dooned Trom its birth. The overwhelming mejority of its leader-
ship end membership first adapted and Tinally cepltuleted to reformism.’ They
became not the porlorepinks predicted by Troteky but the theorough-going socicl-
jmperialists vho beet the drums for the Viet-Nam var in unisen with George

Meany. :
lie =re not Tortune tellers and cannct prediet the precise Tate of the pre-

sent IS leadership tendency, 'e can see, however, that it is doomed to walk
along the ceme path ns its forebears and that it will one day liguidate itself

into reformisn cutright.

The sShochbmenites of the VWorld Ver II period proclaimed that =z bourgeois-
democrotic progrem must form the besis for soeislists' work in Europe during
the next atege. The proletarian stage would follow only thereafter. In the
late '40s gnd the 508, Reutherite, social-democratlc programs were the key for
the Shachtmcnites; later theve would be time for the reel, honest-to-gocdness

gocialist progran,
*In 1958 the Sha
clared, to meintain an “opening to the rizht."
sponsor ¢ broed minimsl pro_ram. DBye and bye,
of revolutioneries wowld return to the agenda.

be a "brosd, ell-inclusive party.”
There is no such thing. 4 party is either s reformist party, a centrist

party, or & revolutiongry party. {Lezcving oul the even more right-wing zlterna-
tives, of course.) The snachtmanites' "broad" progrem for the 5P reflected the
progran's reforuist chorocter, ‘[Those vho tried to substitute themselves for the
(largely sosent) fronk reformists in defending ond championing the reformist
prozram -- theose sobstitutioniste becane reformists themselves ond organizatlon-
ally and politically selrf-destructed ... liquidated. To szfeguard the "broad"
cheracter of the GP's projected progrem, the ISLers (or ex-IShers) would have
to become (in the words of one participant), the "policemen of the Lef't," They

chtilanites entered the Socinlist Party in order, they de-
It was necessery, they said, to

the Marxist program and the role
In the meantime, the S5F was to
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would have to hush up andfor flght of atteupts by other revolutionaries to un-
dermine the SF's "all-inclusive" polltlchl program. This was a brief role; the
players soon becawe political-police cgents of the Right. In the first period
in the 3P, the semwblance of radiczlism was meintained by the Shachtmanltes in
order to delude the SP's "left" ving; evan the semblance was quickly discarded,
howsver, as they stampeded into the ranks of the Demperatic Party. The explon-
ation? Easv: -eince the masses did not nove leftward with sufficient rapidity,
it wcs necesesry. to siep in "where the messes are at" ... reflecting their cur-
rent level of conseiousness ... in order to "galvanize" them into motion.
Prznsfori the Democratic Party into a reformist labor party! The Trensforpers
(E) vere translormed, not the Democratic Perty. ;

A tiny hendful of former Shachtmanites woged o struggle, melnly in the
YPSE (youth section of the 8P). They foruned the Labor Party Ceucus to fight
the Shachtman wainstreéam oveér the issue of supporting the Demoératic Farty.
Intry into the .Desocyetic Party is the rough-hewn narker, on the Lmerican scene,
which stands betvwesn centrisn and reformisu;_ lnd here the lipe was dramm by
the Labor Pcriy Coucus .

Unfortunately, hovever, the younﬁ dissidents not only stood by the Shacht-
manites’ genanl nethod -- hdaptationlsn -- hut zlso reeffirmed the same "next
step" ... a reformist labor party ond ¢ reformist program. Jnd the revolution-
ary party and the SOClhliSt program° Somewhere, «ase Qver the rainbow 3

Let's pass quickly fcr the moment over the signal, outst;ndlng achievement
of the YPSL left -- the Student Pesce Union (SPU). This YFSL-led phenomenon was
“mpintained on.2 "broad!, radiceiid program with the YPSLs prostrating themselves
cheerfully before such dellght ‘as. Ull~ism,. pacifism, peace-corps-lsm, etc., ad
naugeunm.

The collapse of the YPSL and the BPU led eventually to the formation of the
"ISC-IS by the remnants which survived,

Onewhalf of the I3's nev Nationzl Secretgry glouzngly points out the crown
Jewel of the ISC's interventions: the Peace and Freedom Party {PFP). Here,
once agein, the Shachimenitc method wae tested in practice. Broad radical pro-
gram ... maintain the opening to the right .... police the left .... step in
and give the rhdlc Tib- leadershlp vhicih the radi¢~libs themgelves will not pro-

“oowide .... The "next step", though, uas now not even o reformist labor party

but a middle-class "gclvaniz1ng or "cetalyzing” perty. The next next step vas
the reformist labor party. Once again, the socialist progrem was lost on the
Russian steppes and in books and lounge-chair debates about 1917. Build the
next all-inclusive, left-wing party, neither reformist nor revolutionary nor
liberal DGT »... buk all of them rolled into one .... bundled up in the ageing
"minimel radical program

% % ox

. precocious young led, seeking to fool his biﬁlogy profesgor, assenbled
an insect with the ‘eyes of o fly, the. wings ol @ Wasp, the torso of a spider,
‘and’ the limbs of a locust.

He, hiding =z :self-congPstulatory qurL, ﬂreeented the specinen to the edu-

. aator and said, “8ir, I just found this bug in the woods. It is obv1ou=1y un-

usual, posﬂlbly unique. Do you ¥now what 1t is?”
Uo"Yopunp sir," ‘queried the teacher,.”did it hum vhen yUu found i7"
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"Chy ... yes, sir ... I guess it did.
"Then it's a hunbug."

Or, in the crisper style of Hal Draper:

“The only possible cement for the Peace and Freedot coalition lies in
the two charccteristics which it cctually did develop, ae we hove already
stressed: Lhe minimum nature of its redical progrom and the orlentation
toward militant issue-oriented action which ean unite people in moveaent .

In the same essay, Draper codds:

"In eoncept, Peace and Freedon i1s an amli-inclusive {ewphasis in erig-
ingl) radiecl party, aspiring to be inclusive of a wide-ranging assortuent
of radicals uvith the nost disparate ond ¢lashing ideologies, including the
anti-ideologicel ideology. This includiveness fe a good trick if you can
get zuay with it. But how can the trick be pulled of£?" {iiaybe by bun-
ming reel loud?) ' ' C #

Dreper also preccdeiously points cut, "It is difficult to pigeon-hole it (“on,
professor, I round this unidue pigeon-hole 'in the woods ...") uith a lable be-
cause it sinply does not comfortably confora to pre-existing labels for antic-
ipated third-party novenents.” -

The cnly lcbel which PFP "comfortably coniroued to", in Toct, vas ... Shacht-
manmism. The difference betveen Shachimen and the Lotter Dey Shachtmanites wus
that the latter (1, recoilad {roi the conscquences of the master's method and
thereTore unvound the reel = bit znd storted ell over cgain -- playlng, however,
the self~-same reel. The YPSL-I5C-IS repley uze saved From total liquidationism
only by the collapse of the PFP. ihen Shachtman set oput on his own "next step"

{"The longest journey begins with the next gtep,” sayeth someone or other),
Shachtman was carefl to set his foot down on good, solid waste{ -land)}. But
when the THC took its "next step” it wae carcless and plunged into a ligquid
woste-stresm. It had no choice; dripping wet, 1t had to climb back out. Had
the lay of the lond been different, the ISC would then and there have melted in-
to the ranks of the radic-libe eractly 25 the original Shachimenites did into
the lib-labs, :

L S EE S

{nd now, invigoroted by the weiery o thege past successes of the method of
Shachtmenism -~ here we go apainl Jnd this time the new (old, very 0ld) I5 ma-
Jority will do itas zct (the snappy "one-step” ... or maybe the original Burnhan
fox-Trot} in the Lobor movenent!

The nev-old lesdership bloc is conposed of the Transformation and Modesty
coucuses. These sicmese twins share the body of Shachtmanism but are freternal
(sorcral) rather than identical siblings. Uith varying verblage and slight dif=-
ference: they pose the task of the I8 icenticclly in essence: to galvanize
{catalyze, wobilize, organize) the vorking class into a pre-destined "next step”
-- an cmorphous, barely centrist, "lelt wing" movement, or stage.

Phis is veriousily called & renk-and-file stage, o shop-floor-struggle-stoge,
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& from-the-bottouw-up-tyve-unionisn stage It's an sll-inclusive movement, it'll
have radicals, refornists, revoluticnories, netienalists, feminists, ete., with
a brogd, broed, non-sectorien, and yet-zgain-broad program. It's nelther re-
formist nor revolutioenary .... but it's gomns be a rezl ham ... dinger!

1111 the lobor party we call for ou port of this next step (om, next, next
step) be described -in our cezlle es "general, broad, non-sectariun, non-revolu-
tionary, non-reforiist, you-name-it” lobor party? Or would it then be teo ob-
vious an evasion, requiriag thet we eall for it on a straight-out reformist
basis? ' _

(Perhaps Lt will be the Transforug LlGHﬁJOdESty version ¢f an olgebraic de-
mend? That is, the messes £1ll 1t vith any content they want == and T/il call
for)it filled with whatever content that the nesses want. Leadershlp marches
on.

iAnd so the Shechtoon Reel is coming full circle. Contrary te Trotsky's pre-
diction -- that the Shochtuenites would capitulcte to the middle-class intellec-
tuals -- only = smell praportlon dld 80 L& ue have' pointed ‘out agbove, the Tinal
capltulation wvas to Georze Meany

But the road e lisany ran ghroush mohy esrlier vay- stﬂtions, notably the
Valter Reuther period. The first substanticl cepitulation in the labor movement
was the move from criticel support of Reuther to support of Reuther with some
criticisms. The original Shachtmanites uwere much, much more serious percep-
tually ond analytlcally than are the Latter Duy Shachtmanltes. The first gener-
ation renlized that a "trgnsitionel stege"” had e “trensitional leadership" (in
today's perlance -- ugh!)}. In the 1950s, therefore, they styled themselves ag
left Beutherites. The Latter-Day Shachitamites take as their model the Shachte
manites of the 19%0s, not even ol L940! ioody ond Geier stort Ofi‘ shouting
support-with-criticisms -- thus setting out from ¢ palitical stage which the
Shachtmenites reacched only once they were well ilnto their degenration=-capitul-
ation. Iven nore epbsrrassing, todcy's Shochtuans take es the object of their
affections the likes .of iiller, lorrizsey, ond Dempsey -- who, 'in comparison
vith Tziter Reuther, are Dyrlte mext to gold. Comrades, if you ore hell-bant
and determlned to sell. out do 1t for ahiny coin, not for fool's ‘gold!

J

W o

4 precocious old lad seeking to Tool his wythology” professor put together
e pod consisting of two faces of Janus {both facing backward), one Cyclopean
eye (blinded), one crlpnled lez frow Vulcan (cepeble only of cnme hop-step at a
time). , S _ , ' .

He, hiding = self-congrctulatory suirk, pregented the specimen to the edu-
cator and said, “Slr, I just Tound this god on Mount Olympus. It's obviously
unusual, possibly unique. Do you know vhat i% is?”

"0ld sir," queried the teacher, "did it musble 'non-sectarlan, non-sectar-
ian, non-sectorian' vhen you Tound i1t?" .

"hy ... yes, sir ... I guess it ¢id."

The professor then replied, "Then it's not quite unique ... but it i5 a
god., LIt's the Second Cofiing!" :
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LI anyone Lelieves thet the cbove is uerely good-nztured lcompooning - don't
be deceived. Tt is o quite aceurcte (and ueant to be guite venowous} portrait.
17 cnyone seys, "L politicelly ogrze, but think such hostility is in poor tcoste’
.+ then ho dogen't agree. The issue at stike in the IS is baldly, simply,
accurately €His -- vilch side of the cless line are you on? The c¢ld poleaics
that I5'ers enjoy (os long 2= they cre safely in the pagst) were Tregquently

inspired by the concept thcot the cless struzzle is vaged not Jjust in the Terencs"
Lut within the vanguard stratun itseld. snd the venom of the polemics was con-
ditioned by <1l the nccessary and desirable emotion which that conviction
brought. DBui of course, the majority IS5, brought up in the traditlom tiat all
thit stufl is correci in the pest but "sectcriszn” in the present, Lhas no auch
conception, i Wo.

ile pose the question in the IS as centrisn vs. revolutionary Herxisa.
Centricn i o nutshell is revelutionery phroseology {frequently "sincere™)
coupled with reformist practice. Centrism ¢an move in cne of two dircctions
(afTected by its milieu), being an unstcble phenomenon: overt suprort o ¢lass
society (reforuisa) or revolutionary Harxist.

Vhat wae a fluld situstion in the IS, rendered souewhat hopeful by ii.2 rel-
chive upsurge of vorkers and objective clinges - is no longer fluwd. Tae T/
leacership hos crystallized end moved to the right. Its badly miseluczted rank
and file hes done so as well, with o vengeancé. The AT nas polarized and cry-
cinllized ns o revolutionary bendency Increasingly wmeshing its theowy er?
prgctice and acting in an increcsingly disciplined Tashion.

‘ie hac hoped that & premature cleavage could be avoided. This was net
Tecouse we believed the issue in dispute was reconcllable. Tt was ord-is nob
- cver. But we Telt thot we hzd the political dymamic znd the only twnght-
out method ond anglysig. ile felt and knev<that the level and gapapilisy of
voth our laodership ond our ranks was higher than- those of our opponorii. e
were cortain that we were correct in our understanding of Marxism ond ~bove
all) - how to uee it creatively. These things are still there - heourver, the
aituati-n hase changed.

The unity of the new leadership grouping has rendered their blee mach more
galid. rien . caue, scw, was conquered. The new leadership will cuibk’ 2
it ecch other, verhaps even forever - posentially even any thunde: uill not
rroduce light. Belore then even lmou the content of their joint agreement on
the "tredition.” ve have it on reliable suthoriiy thzt Joel Geier will be Ne-
Liono), Secretary cnd Bricn Meckenzle Industricl Director af'ter the convertion.
The decl is rde, the pie 1s cut, the politieal filler will follow. Tots of
erast, littic else. : -

The Torce-oub situction is in their honds. e gannot stop them from forcs
‘nm oac out. Our direct observation on the icur snd other reports denonsirate
Yo ihare is notbasie for even o "syupathy” bloe to prevent our evpulsion,
at any time picked by the T/1: coubo.
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This is unifortunate, becouse the cdventage which a factional strugsle ol-
" fers educetionsliy is Ter from exhousted. .11 salient issues are not clari-
fied. For thew it doesn't mean onything, for us it does, Cur cadre will not
have i%s agreeuwent cs internclized us a longer struggle might heve peruitted,

Tt ie olso unfortuncte in that any split is premature unless the nost lia-
portant questions ere tested in the living struggle. Praxis is the real proof
of a conception.

Bound up wita all of these foetors wae our hope - ever smeller, 1t is.
true - thot ve could vin the I3 ranks %o a counon revoluticnary socislist pro-
gram, as we hove Tought for. e hoped cgainst hope that this would oreur.

" It has not. ' : . ' '

o Te_cre-alqo pindful of the yezrs of lobor ﬁé'put in to build the IS. e
vere aluays orgenizitional loyalists; wve have little respect for people vho
do not take their orgunization seriously. _

The role of the vapfuard even in partial or exbrycnic atages of develop-
ment is critical to ithe humen race. There con e no socialist revolution, nor
socialisn, without ¢ revolutioncry »orty. There ¢an be no revolutlonary perty
vithout tested, knowledgesble, trained, dédécated, and cohesive cadre willlng
ever, to scorifice their lives if necessery. This is not built in a2 doy. e
nust begin nou.

: Fer from being ralse hereies thie 1s merely a statement of vhat should be
_obvious'to cnybody whe eells himeell or herself e revoluklonist, a Trotekylst.
" Por Tar too long, the IS has encouraged 2 subtle, corroding, uisersble cyni-
¢ifm and self-deprecation under the nesk of reasoneblensss and sophistication,
The 1diotic spectacle of orkers' Fower printing atupid cericatures of Harx =-
ourselves - while we slobberingly lick every other ass is only a most obvious
exomple.

~ The ultinate, hovever, is the notion of a "sertous" caucus in the IS say-
ing in its indtizl statemant thet it lnvites suggestions Tor a pame - that it
pridefully distinghisnes itself from the other groups which take on preten-
¢ious pamee - presuncbly the Revolutionary Tendency, ete. The lackenzie “Mod-
esty” Caucus reveals its own cherscter znd seli-expectation.

Revolution iz the most arrogent act of history. .The Tundzuental ideas
which a group puts forwerd are in'its: opinlon the idezs upon which the revolu-
tion should be nede; if not, way put then forward? One believes somedey the
core of one's ideas will be the leadership idecs. Do these people have the
audacity to cosk hunon beings to risk sacrificing their lives feor idesa which
Yhey deprecate, which they do not regard ns serious? Humility is = foul
charecteristic Tor Lecdership. They ere Iitting inheritors of the "tradition"
of "Big Ted,” "The Bimd," etc., cd nauseut.

) EE have tried %o wmcke the 1S into dn instrunent vhich could succeésfully
intervene ot £ cohesive group in the clase struggle. It seens that we Nave
Tailed. . :
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Ue gre proud, houvever, that we have In our tendency & huge proportion of
the read ccdre of the IS, Ve are grotified that virtually our entire member-
ship - nov gbout B0 neubers - consisis of activists, end not cheirvarmers guch
‘ag make up so much of the rest ol the IS. /i the convention we will rebresent
po cemetery votes lilte the spade-aarked codavers that the Berkeley branch (for
excmple) will dig un for votes.

Ve are angry over the ferce-out/enpulzion ctiitude on the part of the
Shachtmenites ve mebt on.our tour of the bronches. The knowing grins ve met
in Berkeley vhen we indicoied ve wvere here io the I8 to stay, the conversa-
tions with individual cupporters of the T naling clecr the imminence of enpul-
sfon, the dividing out of RT comrades iron the joint telephone fraction in the
Bay irea, etc. The censplcuou: non-cttendence ot o public Torum in San Iran-
cisco by Fast Bay TC'ers ... wuere Don Cune, National Black-Brown Coordinator
end BT leader, spoe. The fect thet neither Berkeley nor Seattle bronches -
efter adequcte odvonce notice - could wmenese o public forum in thelr loceles
for Don added ©o uhe immumercble other ncneuverings moke the situation so
clear thet only the nzive eould ijgnore the reality; a fzit occoupli. {Don
didn't even bother to 5o to Seatile alter that.)

Hardly being naive, we hove mode our plons Tor & suceessful transition
to independent existence vhen we crs ejscted.

ITT

) Roh T. end uysel?, travelling for the RT, cnd Don Cane, coordinating ul-
nority work, covered Lustin-3an Antonio, Los ingeles, San Prencisco and Ber-
Beley. In Texas we recruited L of 7 IS coirades ko the RT; the TC possibly
has one student cnd the cther two rorredes cre between us cnd the Leninist
Tendency. E A

Tn Los Jngeles wa recrulted hepvily and our group numbers 13, plus a per-
. iphery. 'In our orbit is 2 small gropp, hostile to the T/il leadership bloc

but with so for not highly articuloted differences with us. In 3an Francisce
e have three comredes active in union work ubo have agreed to wove to Lv. for
consolidation purpdses alter the convention. '

Hlthough as can be inagined we spent vime irening guft differences, we
were happily surprised-ot the coherence and prowing discipline of our cadre.
In the Bay /rea the TC predominates relying on thelr almost totel control -
with Perker - of the Ezst Bay, They are o minority in the S.n Franclsco
branch. The Leninist Tendency has 5 merbers in Son Ffrencleco.:

- e deboted Porker-on PFP and Progran in Li.end Berkeley respectively.
‘tie debated the LT in L. ond San Francisco on general lines. Box score: 3
victories, one tie. The arguments and counterargunents irith the LT will be
forthconing in « neusletter quickly relloving thig one s courades Doug and
Judith are touring the country. Our ectinate of them is that they hove virs
tually the polities of the Spartacists. e rejected their overtures which
in effect proposed o Tusion, snd do not trust thelr protestations of closeness
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at 0ll. Their debeting method is the pot-shot technigue of the Spartacists -
who did wheh when, ete. Uhile they cloiu to represent Trotskylsn (complebe .
with roars and cheectbeating) and that our program is in the process of couing
into apreement with then - they have fgiled to back uap their claitt to such o
mentle with any cvidence thet they understand the methodology ef Trotskyism
at 21l. Uhile protesting thot they went ue all, they work hard at driving
vedges. hat method they have is o serieg of prescriptions desigred to wall
then in zs protection cpainst their own opporitunlar. ‘

The Parker debotez reovecled little nev zbout prograw bub were unbeliev-
able in teris of the FFP vherc the eriticsl cvaluetion said in effect that ve
should haove iried heorder to recruit blocks. sSvaluutions weres virtually all
a2t thot lavel, Porker zlso referred,tc the TP ze o "declosse movenént” not
a "middle closc movewent.'! ETPlers were "interested in fighting oppression
ond’injustice" - hov could ve deseribe it ¢ uiddle cless?  Parker in the
course of hiz remerlks quoted cn ISC rezolution to the Richuond, Colif., PFP
convention beginning, ".e as & nicdle class .oveneni -

Tepes in one etote or another vere rnade of these debotes ond mny be avall-
able in the negr future,

Ron, Don ond .ayself poi sick of hearing horror atories which substituted
for politics. Did you hesr cbout what the R comrede did in the Birds [est
Gatherers Union in Dest Yuekle? But we coilected enoujh wood Tron the wedges
people attenpted te drive between NT'ers to sell at = nice profit. "Oh,
you're all rizhi, but the RT'ers In Turlkey Buzzord sre stone sectarians I

Comprade Flrinkel imaediately iolloved uz to Li. Comrades there report
that his tasl uce cbviously to crecte a line of totzl hostlility between the
tendencies vhicn would mzke colleboration, to any extent, intolerable, His
attacks on personslities vere so bloteont thot even merbers of hiz own bloc ad
monished Wiri. The idec of normally wild-wenered Clork Kent, Stcr.Editor of
riorkers' Pover, dronsforming hiumself into Supershrew werely ilndlcates the or-
chestration of the “split" atnosphere.

1
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The toske before vs ore encimous. e cpproack then with confidence. The
tagk of building tovard = revelutionary porty and the reconstruction of a
Trotskyist Internctionzl is huge, but ve are in a vnique posltion to make a
sizenble contribution. /11 verieties of centrists, Pobloites, :nd the like
usurp the banner of revolutienary soeinliom. In the United Stctes, oppor-
tunism and sectarisnism run rempont under the guise of Trotskyisil. “he rise
of the class sirupmle will accelerate centripetal forees. Until now wnly
centrifugal dynocmics have operated, crecting 2 myried of groups. Uinnowing
the revclutionmaries Trom the choff throush @ principled regroupent strategy
at on opportune time will feature our ciloris. This canr onlty be done through
the strength of cur ldecs and our actual wors in thae class as ve reach out to
the cdvanced layers.
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t'/¢ are Tully avore of the foeot thet we licve botir the deepest unders tond-
ing of the iairist tocls and the aoet potentiil for creative politics in the
movenent tbdey. The horrible fact that not one eerious theoretical Journal
exists amons; cll the .uericen “Trotskyist” groups is a telling comment upon
the sterility we cre chgllenging.. L % ' :

e are covelully znd peinstelingly examining every bit of the history of
TrotEgyisia = its Cecenerction i the vdrror forus of Pebloisu end Shechinmen-
ism. This is testinony %o the foct chot e intend to learn everything possi-
ble frou the errors of the past. The fact that ve have such a bright future
is unfortunately not cttributable o mueh thet was valucble in the IS, Bx-
cept ... in the gense that the great glories ol the Bolshevik Revelution cre
attributable t@ the iydiscries of Tserian. :

ihen ue cre Torced to leave, it-vwill be iore in anger than 1n S0TTOW.



