THE U,S, LEFT AND OUR PERSPECTIVES ---~ 1974 CONVENTION RESOLUTION Joel Geler

Internationally, the objective conditions for the creation of revolutionary
workers® parties is being created. The world is experiencing -the end of the
post-war economic boom, wiilch pr:-iled the objective basis for reformism in
the workers' movement and the conservatization and bureaucratization of the
trade unions. The Cold WAr subordinated the workers! organizations to the ime -
periallst needs of Washington and Moscow and helped create the ideology for
this period of conservatism and counterrevolution. The signposts of that
period - a permanent arms economy, a monolithic Stalinism competing with

—a monollithic capitalist world under American auspices -- have eroded. The
result has been sharper forms of struggle, between nations competing for the
world market, and internally between classes. In every capitalist country,
there is added pressure for capital to hold down wages, increase productivity,
and cheapen goods for the competitive edge on the world market. '

This new conjunmture is increasingly favorable to the revolutionary movement,
opening new possibilities for revolutionary Marxists to lead immediate
struggles of workers - struggles which were once led by reformist union
leaders, but which they are increasingly forced to abandon because of the
needs of their national capitalists. Through such struggles an alterna-

tive, militant rank and file movement and leadership can be constructed within
the trade unions.

In their leadership of rank and file struggles, revolutionaries are able
to relate immediate struggles to the final goal. They can help group to-
gether a vanguard of indigenous working class leaders. It is through this
strategy, and this la er, that we and our corrades internationally are at-
tempting to byild revolutionary parties. '

The possibilities for revoluiionary Marxists to construct such parties has
been further aided by the decay c¢f Stalinism. The end of the Cold War has
opened workers to political independence from boti Washington and Moscow.
The ‘20th CPSU Congress, the Hungarian Revolution, polycentrism and the -
Russia-China split have destroyed the monolithig character of Stalinism
and 1ts seeming invincibilityv. The revolts of workers throughout Eastern
Europe for demands similar to thcose of werkers in the West has diminished
faith In the progressiveness, or working class character, of Stalinism.
Lastly, the increasing conservatisation of the Communist Parties, their
unwillingness to provide a lead in stiyuggle against the capitalist crisils,
means that workers looking for a revoluticnary alternative today go beyond
the CPs, Thw western CPs are no longer primarily viewed as wrapped in the
mantle of the OctoberRevolution, tul are increasingly rejected by workers
who are disappointed with Staliniss in the Esct and the policies of the
CPs in the West.

It was these conditions which produced the first wave of working class
struggles in this new period. These struggles created a layer of revolu-
tionary workers to the left of social democracy and Stalinism, numbering
toda¥ in the tens of thousands. It allowed a number of revolutionary
propaganda circles existing on the margins of the working class to embed
themselves in the workers’ struggles, and to start to create credible al-
ternative organizations which are the ewbryos of revolutionary parties.

The process was slowed by the international boom of 1971-73.:anetheless
it has continued uninterrupted. Even in the boom, the critical mass that
revolutionary groups have acquired, their ability to now pose a credible
alternative and to take the lead in shop floor, union and local struggles,
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LI has continued thnear growth. The nevw international re=-
cession, more severe. than the first and with more inflation, has already
produced an international wave of struggle - from the drive to trade unions
by blacks in South Africa to Portugal, from Ethiopia to Indian food riots,
. from the miners' strike in Britain to the fall of the colonels in Greece -
which in the next few years will surpass the wave of struggles in 1968-70.
The embryos of parties created by the first wave, will in this new period
become small revolutionary parties of from 5-10,000 in Britain, Framce,
ITtaly and possibly elsewhere - the first revolutionary parties since the

- revolutionary communist parties of the 1920s were destroyed by Stalinism.

FROM SECT TO PARTY

The revolutionary movement today is in a preparatory period when it must

lay the organizational basis for a revolutionary party, creating the or-
ganizational structure, press, ldadership and cadres. As a result, the

task of the movement is to go from isolated propaganda circles, to embryos
of parties organieally linked to the working class in the factories, offices,
unions, and workers' neighborhoods, Although there is a lag in consciousness,
even though militant workers have not yet fully assimilated the depth of
change in the period and the potential depth of the economic crisis, this
preparatory period is just as decisive as the greater, revolutionary struge
gles of the future. It was the failure of the revolutionary movement# to
create strong parties organieally linked to the working class prioe to the
outbreak) of the revolutionary period, in all countries except Russla, that
led to the catastrophic defeat of the mexsmerk world revolution of the 19208
and 30s, and to Xkexdmxiooms xafxkke its destruction by the Stalinist

counterrevolution.

THE AMERICAN SCENE

In the US the development since ‘1968 hcs not been the same as in Europe. The
left in the US went down to defeat at the end of the 1960s. And since then
it -has gonme through a period, from 1969-70 until the end of 1973, that was
not characterized by the same development as in Burpoe. On a broader scale
of years, however, the same projected direction will occur in the US, even
if at different speeds. But the fact remains that in the US, the vanguard

of the most revolutionary-minded and devoted militants have not been success-
fully organized in the embryo of a revolutionary party. This was due not to
the absence of crisis and struggle in the US, but to the subjective factor:
the weakness of the movement and its defeat in 1969-70.

The radicalization of the 1960s was stronger in the US than elsewhere. Tﬁe
black liberation movement was the most significamt and most sustained struggle
in any of the advanced industrial countries. In the ghettos it took semi-
insurrectionary forms, the first to accur in the adwanced capitalist world
since ‘W2, It created revolutionary consciousness among a section’ of the
black masses, .which radiated outward to the student, anti-war and tomen's
movements. In addition,%= the women's liberation, student and anti-war
movements were all stromgest in the US. '

The revolutionary potentlaluwas ‘nowhere stronger than in the US, but-nbwhere
was 1t more lost. Nb;uithstanding all the repression which the movement had
to withstand from a government which did not hesitate to- murder militants

and even studerits; “the fundaméntal basis og thé defeat must be looked for

in the abiding weakness of the American left itself. The left of the 60s

was middle elass,- proved incapable of overcoming its limitations and creating
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a bridge to the working class. As a result it also lacked organization

and the ability to withstand setbacks and continue the struggle. Originally
hostile to the working class, due to the defeat of the preceding "0ld Left",
- it started out by seeking a new "agency for social change." The original
New Left defined itself énly in distinction from the traditional left or-
ganizations - soclal democratic, stalinist; trotskyist, revolutionary so-
cialist - which it tended to lump all together as one "old left", gbven

the fact that they all had a working class perspective. Under the banner

of C. Wright Mills, the student left of the early 60s went off to seek

its new agency. Its prapid gyrations and repeated failures led it to ex-
sentially substitutionist conclusions either through variants on terror-
ism, or more repeatedly to reliance on liberal reform politicians. The

New Left was politically incapable of overcoming its own social background,
striking roots in the working class and developing a working class strategy
and organization. As a result it repeated the middle classes! incapacity
for self-organization and sustained struggle.

The defeat of first the black left and then of the student left, in 1969-
T0, produced a period of four to five years marked by the collapse of mass
movements, organization and struggles. The surviving left fragmented, sects
proliferated, new forms of organization such as collectives and study groups
developed. This collapse, on the surface at least, overshadowed the enor-
mous political changes which have gone through all the left and have fun-
damentally transformed left wing politics in the US.

Most of the impprtant groups of the late 60s have been transformed, no longer
play the important role they once did, or have disappeated . The Black

Panther Part Newton wing has become a black capitalist, Democratic Party ripoff*
operation to &dvance the careers of a handful of opportunistic leaders.

The Cleaver terrorist wing has for all practical purposes disappeared.

In general, all the black radical organizations have declined precipitously,
vhether integrationist, nationalist, or revolutionary. It is, however,
separatist nationalism which is being judged as the basis for the black
defeat and this is forcing even previously separatist tendencies to be- .
gin defining themselves in quasi-socialistic and working class f¢§ terms.
Witness Imamu Baraka's chameleon-like change to verbal calls for scientific
socialism. Similarly Jesse Jackson, SCLC's ministerial survibor in the
North, tries to define his Operation Push in terms of struggle for jobs

and working class demands.

It is more than the last defeat y#Jf which is behind these molecular changes
in consciousness, There also stands the greater class dixferentiation of
the black community. For the black worker in a Desroit auto_plant, both

the foreman and the lower level bureaucrats he deals with are today, un-
like the early 60s, blacks whose repeated use of nationalist rhetoric '
has proven to be & new mask for old forms of exploitation and oppressiof.
Within the community the rise of the middle classes, often under governmental
reform auzgex® auspices, has also continued this differentiation. As a
result a deep ferment is going on in the black left, with revolutionary
and socialist elements slowly sifting themselves out and differentiating
themselves from the nation-rlists. One of the first places where this is
occurring is among some of the previously nationalist students, who while
still not breaking fully from nationalism are defining themselves as Marx-
ists. This was most evident at the African Liberation Support Committee
convention at Howard this last May. Even Baraka has started to call for
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"relating" to whites. These phenomena all indicate the future direction of
a revaved black liberation movement, in a working class struggle against
capltalism and racism,

The major tendencles of the white left of the 60s, of the SDS and PFP,
_have also thanged or disappeared, The PFP and Peoples Party are now mar-
ginal sect phenomen:, reunarnts not of the political left but of its lifee
style fzince. Of the major tendencies of the SDS,- the Veatherpeople van-
- 1sfied shortly ai'ler they fully crystallized. The PL wing, based on the
poiitfcs of moralism, declined along with the radical social stratum
whose polities eould be based on moralism. Fo amount of furious activity
can overcome its pOllthul centradictions, a Stalinist sect in oppositlon
to all varlgtﬂes ‘of Stalinist countries. It 'is a group without a future,
and wiIl survive only as exotica. The RYM 2 Lendency turned +tself into a
series of Maolst groups wabeﬁ are attempting to sink 1coub*1rﬁﬁurvmrklng
class; but which find in the Muoisty memeewt-of the Tmited »rdut against
Imperialism w bridge to, and contlnuation of , much of tneir”previous
(classless) New Left politics,.

The disappearance 8 “many of these groups from the 60s has been progressive
1t helping to clear the ground for a new movemert The-pelitieal parameters
of the DBUW Hpe beErinning to-eppear. The years or the ESHeaeed.
» “heve overiald the moteciular Changes which transformed the lef'i,
.One .of the most Important changes both in left wing and working class
p61itics is the fact that the surwiving cadres of the radical movement
of the 60s are no longer campus-based-but have seedeqd, themSuIV§§“TESfde
the working class, While'on the one hand their politics have been altered
substantially, on the other the’ new form. of working class uﬂ"“rge*wfll be
partly determined by the presence of probably 2-3 ‘thousands of ¥@
organized radicals with politics, organizational. tralning snd: skills, who
come to the fore as a le&f¥PENLD when struggles breuk sub, who Rave.the -
capacity to organize workers for more. sustained forms, of strugéﬁﬁ?izzﬁthéf”
series of struy .in-awto’In the past year - Teffrson,"¥5rég, Maer; Ford ..
contwect; Si;" 4Dy Torisiown, ietrodt Pruck e’ ~, - 1w iGBLLy have
been: 1 - ¥ radicals who either initiated the action or whose: -
polltical tnaintn*, orranizulicon and ‘discipline brought’ them\to the fore,
Ve beliéve, fhasiintz i1l be true in ~ther Irdistries as well Trrthe-coming
period, Whichever proupc are successiul In urgunlzing (1i: Tover Qf induse-
trlalizedwpﬁhﬁ uls will play a major role in the new wvave of vorking class
UpSUrge« rev-fourd necd among these radicals for national organization
is itseld a reflection of whiti 1s cecurring inside thue worlklnz class + the
slov recogndtion that problems like 1nflat10n, speedup and unempldyment:ra~'
quire nationally organized struggles.
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The recognition of the role of the working class is one several critical
developments in the left in the last few years. A second is that there

has developed the recognition of the necessity of revolution, so thaj
radicals now generally define themselves in revolutionary terms. Community
reform-type "orgamizing" is now the province of governmental agencies,

not the radical left. Thirdly, the divorce which existed hetween black

and white revolutionaries in the 1960s is slowly syarting to be overcome.
Fourthly, there has developed in the years of defeat a recognition of the
necessity of a revolutionary party in order to carry through a successful

revolution.

The stage that the left is now going through is precisely the initial stage
of party building. This reflects a recognition that the struggles in which
radicals are now embedded, which are primarily workingclass struggles,/
require a unified national focus and cannot any longer be fought solely on
a local level. It is also the political consciousness of the necessity for
a party wkkzk that is opening up black and white revolutionaries to the
conception of a unified revolutionary party. The changes which have oc-
curred in these last four-five years of defeat will now begin to have their
impact in altering and realigning the organizational forms that the revo-
lutionary left has taken in these years. From the period of local struggles
and organizations which led to the proliferation of sects on the one hand,
and collectives and study groups on the other, a few major poles will emerge.

Thousands of activists of the movements of the 1960s have continued to re-
spond to the same conditions which led the mon the road to revolution, WWf
Some, most of them, have become once again interlarfled into bourgeois
society. But rather than finding a stable niche for themselves, many will
return to radical activity when there is a new upsurge of the mass movement.
Those whose politics have taken organizational form have produced a left
whose configuration is historically unprecedented and will soon be altefed.

While there have always been sects, the peculiarity of the last period has
been the wholly unprecedented number of them - at least a dozen Trotskyist
sects, whose number is equalled on the Maoist Stalinist left, and a half
dozen social democratic sexts thrown in for good measure. Virtually every
nuance in politics is now organized into a competing group. The newly rad-
icalized are mystified by the enormous proliferation of groups. At broad
meetings it is not unusual to find half a dozen groups participating, each
with its newspaper sales, leaflets, interventions. Tmxmysxxeame Large num-
bers off people - to overcome their isolation from mass struggle on the one
hand, and the fact that the continued instability did not allow them to
integrate into capitalist society on the other - entered on sect or another.
Many of the sects have not been put to the test, given the absence of mass
struggle,

Given the absence of revolutionary parties, all céhuntries have witnessed

the proliferation of sects. However, in Britain one group, the IS, dominates
the revolutionary left. In France therw are 3-U groups which could be the
axis for the development of a revolutionary party - none have yet establisped
their hegemony. In the US, there are 20 and more groups which do not have
qualitatively much greater social weight than one another, and which are

al competitors for the development of a party. In the next period we ex-
pect to see that a number of these groups, three or four, will develop as ¥
the poles of attraction for the development of g party or parties: While

the other sects will not all formally disappear, they will fall unto their
proper place as lrrelevant groups who wlll not make much contribution.
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As a result there will be af thorough realignment of the left, from 20 com-
peting groups dowm to less than halfl a dozen. In the next 2-3 wears, we

and other groups will be judged on our ability to become one of *the strong
poles of attraction for the development of a revolutionary wotkers party.
Increasingly the different tendencies will be judged on their ability to

put into practice their strategies for party building. In this we have enor-
, mous advantages.

The starting point for our strategy is a Marxist analysis of the contradic-
tions of imperialism and the permanent arms economy, and the current desta-
bilization of world capitalism. The resulting social relations among na-
tional capital, the statepl, the union bureaucracy and the working class
define the starting point for our strategy - a rank and file movement to
defend wages, conditions, jobs and trade vaion rights against the employer

. ~-state offensive and the aid gxk given it by the class collaborationist
bureagcracy. It is through.such a rank and file movement that a revolutionary
party will be organized out of the emerging layer of worker leaders.

Coupled to- this is our conception of the relation between party and class.
We eschew gll elitist or sectarian ideas of counterposing the party to

the self-activity of the class, without in ang way idealizing the current
level of struggle and consciousness ar dissolving the party's revolution-
ary consciousness in the mass movement. We are for both a revolutionary
party and foroad workers' organizgtions, whether these be rank anfl file
caucuses today, or the soviets of the future, and all of the intermediate
stages between. The IS understands that the struggle for working class
emancipation proceeds from the independent action of the working class
itself, and we therefore have no reasén to subordinate the needs of the
ranks to the union bureaucracy, liberal politicians, or the foreign policy
needs of Washingtom, Moscow or Peking.

This heritage of the revolutionary Marxist movement is our greatest capital
‘a8 we enter this period of party building. Our immediate task in this period
-1s to. take these theories from the realm of propaganda to the level of
concrete practige in the working class.

In the next two %o three years we wish to lay the basis for one axis upon
vhich the revolutionary party will be constructed In so doing we will have
to struggle against a large number of competlng tendencies, until a few
emerge as strong organizations. Already we see on the left the start of
‘this process, and we have some indication of how the next period of consol-
idating national organixations will afféct'the other radical tendencies.

(PLEASE NOTE: The next page is labelled page 8. There is no page 7).
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SOCIAL DEMOCRACY

On th® social democratic left thesc wie two possible contenders for the dev-
elopment of strong organizations. One is the Democratic Socialist Organiz-

ing Conmittee, led by.Michael Harrington. A wing of the former Socialist
Party, it represents the Reuther-Selden type vureaucrats as oppbsed to the Meany-
Shanker wing of the bureaucracy. S

' Even by social democratic starslards, DSOC is quite right wing. It .is for
entry into the Democratic Party in support of the liberal McGovern wing, in op-
position to the Henry Jackson wing whom the Meanyites support.' It is for de-
tente and may flirt with pfpilar frontism, sc long as it remains in the safe
corrals of American imperidlism. It is a left- liberal variant on social dem-
ocracy, in keeping with the new image of American imperialism, and opposed to
the Cold War liberalism c¢f the latter day SF and Meany .

What is signigicant about DSOC has been its ability to organize a fatrly
large number of staffers and seccddary trade union officials. It provides or-
ganization and ideology to leit liberal union officials, to band together as
their positions beccme narrowed by the rightward thrust of the Meanyites. With
all their differences, -~ . "'~y aowvever, they are committed to essentially
similar trade union pcileier and practices. They will inevitably have some
attraction for radical intellectuals as a coreer entry into apprentice flunkie-
dom for the union bureaucracy. Waile they will not be an immediate competitor
~in thé'rank and file movement, they represent a potential danger. They may in
the future be used to prcvidz a radical cover for the union buraaucracy and its
left wing when a rank and flike movement decvelops., House socialists for the
bureaucracy, they may aiso deveacp irnto its fingzrman.

Bor left sccial éemocrade! polities, the major pole is NAM, NAM is osten~
sibly more radical and contains a gemut of new ileft politics, from crypto-Har-
ringtonites to some good vevolutionary elements. Its rignt wing is electoral-
ist with a penchant for “progressive’ union bureaucrats of the UE, UMW, OCAW
variety. Its mainstream is nev working class in orientation. Its left includes
syndicalist elements as well az ruvolutlonaries,

‘Politically diffuse and amorphous, NAM lacks political definition, leader=-
ship and ‘perspectives or ciganizatioal common thrust. Its stragegy. is that
of its right wing, towards a regrcugment with other electoral combinations
of the Kinoy and People's Partr-PFP variety. Politically the day for such pol-
itics is over, and as an attempts to repeat elthe; or both the SDS and FPFP
(this time wiih a socialist giosg) i is ~ failuve.

In the absence of a ftrcng‘rAu_ona* orgenization with a worklng class or-
lentation and practice, some cxceileat young revolutionaries have entered NAM
Thelr difficulty is that they lack werling class experience and so fall:prey .
to the abstractism of a patiy bnv z0Le grovp like NAM. NAM's 1nébility to-
engage in working clazs practice, or to develop strategies for party-building .
beyond electoralism, is moviug taem furthex o the left. 1

While NAM may esperience sowe growth as a first way statlon for newly rad-
icalizing students and intﬁlTectJal workers, it 1h‘a group without a future.
Its constituent elements cannot agree on politics or activity. They will go
in different directions,--towerds DSOC, the October League, and the IS, Al-
ready there are a numbe~ ol N&M chapters who are interested in our politics
and trade union work, Their hesitancy in joining us is leaving the safer con-
fines of a politically asmorpinous group where everything goes and you don't have to
defend anything, for serous revolutionary politics and organization which pits
you into struggle with other revolutionary grcups.
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This bridge will be crossed by some on the basis of theoretical agree-
ment. But for most it will depend on our ability to prdve in the next year
our serioflsness as a contender for building a revolutionary party. Already
our trade union work, our neswpaper and educated cadres are viewed by revo-
lutionaries in NAM to be superior to that of their own organization and are ¥
winning the first of them to the IS. The growth of the IS in numbers and qual-
itiatively as compred to NAM's stagnatiok, will win others. We should not
view revolutionaries in NAM as an opposing tendency but should attempt to con-
vilnce them that they have more in common with the IS than with the right wihg
of their organization, and that we should wherever possible collaborate in joint
work, with the confidence that we represnt the future direction of the revo-
lutionary wing in NAM. A

Our industrial perspectives, and stragegy for party building must be fought
for to become the platform for the revolutionary elements in NAM, or they will
seep out in the direction of the Ociober League . Since the NAM revolutionaries
are not in industry or the unions. we must go out of our way to find opportun-
itles to engage in joint work, to be able to prove our perspectives in practice
to these comrades. While maintaining a fraternal attitude, we should make clear
to them that no revolutionary wing in NAM will fully solidify, sdnce those who
develop revolutionary politics will leave NAM for =mxx the serious working class
and revolutionary organizatbn.

THE COMMUNEST PARTY

The CP remains the largest group on the left. Its approximately 5000 mem-
bers include experienced dadres in the working class and black movements. At
times it can be an effective competitor. At new comjunctures, when new milit-
ants are entering the movement, it can recruit on the basis of its history,
connections, organization and cadres until time reveals its conservative nature,
and its willingness to betray struggles ard movements %® in subordination to
Moscow's policy and bdhe CP's ambitions in influencing the union bureaucracy
or the liberal wing of the Democratic Party.

Ve do not expect the CP to be our maljor competitor. With one foot in the
bureaucracy and another foot in the ranks, it is normally unprepared to give
itself wholeheartedly to rank and file sturggle. It plays a much smaller role
.in trade union struggles than its numbers would seem to represent. Neither the
mass mévements of the 60's, cr the absence of strong organizatbnal alternatives
in the last 5 years have enabled the CP to recoup even a fraction of its losses

-of the 50's. The advanced age of its membership and the existence of a more
dynamic Maoist milieu means that young people who would normally be attracted
to the CP now choose one of the Maoist sects. While the CP will alwasys be
axound as a competitor, it will not in the next period be able to renew itself
with vigorous, uouthful recriutment, nor will its appezl be to the same strata
we are attempting to group together teward a party.
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TS SECTS

In the Trotskylst left we do not find much competltion. Sueh groups. as
the Workers League, the RSL, CSL have proven themselves to be such peculiar s
sects, that no one outside their milieu is concerned with their policies and
perspectives. None has given much indication of a strategy, nor are they rec-
ognized or act as competitore in the bioad radical movement, not to speak of
the working class. Our attitude should be to ignowe them.

So far as Trotskyism is conceened, there are, in addition to ourselves,
generally only 2 groups which the broad left is familiar with. Unfortunately
for us, they are identified with Trotskyism, which acts as a means of forever
closing-off this milieu to Trotskyist politics. Those are the SWP and the Sp
Sparticist League (SL). The SWP has, unlike during the 60's, no attraction
for' the broad left. It presents no clear strategy for party building. The
strategic elements which it does present are a social-democratic like elector-
alism, and unending series of uninspired candidates and campaigns, and an
emerging orientation towards the leftwing of the union bureaucracy. Already
evident in its anti-war work, it now formally exchsws eppositional caucua
- work in most unions, and in such things as the CLUW convention it was indisting-
uishtble from liberal, and not so ‘liberal, bureaucrate. Its unfortunate activ-
ity in:the anti-war movement transformed it into a pekty bourgeois group whose
diredtion and proclivity is towards filling the vacuum of the absence of a mass
reformist party in the US. Its current disorientation due it its inability to
weidd influence cutside its ranks, and its falling back to the status of a
large sect, after its hejday in the antiwar movement, has led to its missing
the boat on the current ‘wave of radical:.sat:’ona

To switch gears will prove uifficult for the Swp glven its political as-
sumptions, and its’ expulsmon of p"ectically any cadres who could make such
a turn. Given its social compoqu Gui GLy attempt to move towards an active in-
velvement in the working class would lead to a large split. - Meanshile, it re-
mains a conventent target for the Maoists to prove that however "left in. form"

, this brand of Trotskyism is "right in content".

- The -SWP has no appeal for the miliéu’ whlch ve nowv work in. For 7 years
ve have’ not shared contacta W1th it. ‘We no longer get people who want to know
how we differ. They know. Uhlle not f;nding it a competition in the rank
and file movement we will comtinue to finl it an opponent gxmx in groups like
CLUW and in the future as possible tiunkies for the union offficialdom,

Of the sectarian Trotskyist tendencies the only one ot show much vigor is
the Sparticists. - "Although despised by the broad left, and transformed into a
group which mekes in a principle to desire izolation, the Sparticists have
Hurvived. " Unable to grow during periods cof mass ,truggle, they have grown in
the downturn.

Their strategy inside the labor movement is primariity for outside consump-
tion--that is to create 1 or 2 "exemplary" communist caucuses which can then
be paraded among the pettybourgeoist#e. They are, however, incapable of léading
-any struggle or broad orgeénization . Ve very rarely comeacross them in the
rank and file movement, but do in the broad left. The sectarianism and in-

.- ward polemics of the Maoists allows them to maintain a parasitical.existence.
- When that diies up, they will go back to being irrelevant. Fundamentally,:they
lack proletarian revolutionary perspectives and could only mature in a.period
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of defeat. The first real tests will pass them by and destroy their "exemplary
caucus" approach. Until then they will continue to be a problem in that their
sectarian behavior and almost open avowal of wrecking tactics plays into the
hands of the Stalinist attempt to slander Trotskyism.

The BLACK AND LATIN LEFT

The decline of the left was even more total in the black community than
in the white, particularyy given the greater options towards reformist polu-
tions of black capitalism, career advancement, government programs, and Demo-
cratic Party hypes, needed to isolate and crush the revolutionary black left.
The surviving organizations are very weak. The Panthers have been thoroughly
changed and the remnants of the League of Revolutionary Black Workers went
off to the Communist League, or to the Black Workers Congress which is now
an empty shell mfxam which will merge with one of the Maoist groups.

As a result of the absence of revolutionary organization, the current
revival is finding its first expression in thosé nationalist and even separa-
tist groups which survived the defeat organizationally stronger than the more
revolutionary groups who had had a greater potential for socialism and the
working class, The contradiction is that the very movement which is now flow-
ing whoough this channel, views separatism and go-it-alone-type stragegles
as the basis for the defeat.

Given the economic crisis and its impact on the black community,'the pal-
try solutions of black capitalism and pverty-program-type bandaids, so com-
mon in the 60's, hold little attraction to the newly radicalizédg black move-
ment. The result is a tendency towards socialist revolution, and with it a
working class perspective. Thle first indications of this are in the African
Liberation Support Committee, YOBU, and some of the student organizations.
Whether these groups will grow and develop in the direction of working class
revolution and the need for a unified party, or whether it will take the form
of new and different organizatdons, it is still too early to tell., The dev-
elopment is uneven, and slow, precisely because it takes such unusual channels
of first arising in those separatist froups which were most hostile to these
perspectives. They are botyh an historic instmument, and also a testament %o
how powerful this direction towards the working class and revolution will be
in a revived black mmxsmsmmkx liberation movement.

The I.5. is isolated from this development, but has an important contri
bution to make in this discussion on how to achieve blmk and white working
class unity for revolution. We can contribute the result of our trade union
parctice and theory to this discussion &f we are not put off by its abstract
and at times, ultamatistic, character--no different from what ‘we ourselves
went through a few years ago.

The Chicano and Puerto Rican left has had a somewhat different develop-
.ment than the general radical ¥=fk movement. Groups which reXlected the cur-
rents of new left radicalism, or of the blck revolutionary movement, declined
with the general left, or disappeared. These were groups like the Young Lords,
El Comite, the Brown Berets, etc. Two organizations, have, however, grown and
developed in the last period: La Raza Unida, and thePuerto Rican Socialist
Party. While it is difficult to predict how they will respond to changes of
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the coming period ml in the working class, black and left movements. we expect
that in the next few years they will continue to develop independent organi-
zations, while they will also be affécted by the intellectual currents which
win out in the broader left. This may lead to attmmpts at unity when strong
revolutionary organizations have developed, and the current sects sort them-
.selves out into party-like formations.

In the next few years our orieniation ri<uld ba to engage with black
- and Latin groups in joint activity or united front work where possiblee-whether
that be in activity for PuertoRican indepedmdnce, or against racism, or in
Joint activity inside unions--with the perspective that im the future, when
ve have a stronger organization and mlaim to a party development we will then
have to explore greater collaboration in the direction of a unified revolution-
- ary workers' party. ‘

U.S. MADISM

- The main competition that we will encounter in paety building are the
three Maoist groups and their subsideéaries, who are teday competing to become
the Maoist Party, or more likely one of the Maoist parties in the next period.
It is Maoism which is still hegemonic in the left. To become a radical itk
means to be socialized to accept Maoist accounts of 6HJina, and Maoist concep-
tion of revelution.

This is due to the theoretical primitiveness of the American left whibh
is prepared to swallow unciitically such concepts as the countryside surround-
ing the city or the superpower theory which rejects a &alss analysis and
places the US and Russia &n one world, France and Czechoslovakia in a second,
and Iran and China in the "third world". In most European countries with
stronger Marxist traditions, Maoism had not been ablée to gain a following
for such theories. Secondly has been the social composition of the American
radical left, petty bourgeois and usually isolated from the working class.
Therefore the elitist notions of party substitutionsim for the seIf rule and
activity of the masses has a ready appeal to petty bourgeois intellectuals,

Third and more difficult, is that China has an appeal as a country which
successfully revodtedagains” American imperialism. Herce it has an attracton
for oppressed national groups in the US who admire its ability to do what they
wish to do. It is among oppressed national groups in the US that at times
Maoism gains a hearing within the working class, particularly when its strat-
egy can not be put to the test. In the absence of working class sturgglem
even many workers are open to elitist idead since they still lack confidence
in the working class' abllity to achieve re volutionary consciousness., As a
result in large sections o1 the radical movement xkkm there is an attachment
to China, and joining an anth-Stalinist group is breaking not just with Mao-
ist politics but with friends, associates, etc.

In this sense, Masism is similar 'to the CP milieu which existed up until
the New. Left--and which wmas an obstacle to our recruiting in this miliea,
No soomer did you meet someone, than they would come under heavy attack fro
associatting with Trotskyists. Or they would be forced to have immediate ans-
wers on questions they had never previously heard of. The weak would break
ties with us. Those that had the courage to maintain an independent and criti-
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cal attitude, would often become our hest cadres.
~ Until the hegemonic role of Maoism &s overcome, it will not be possible

to create a revolutionary socialist party. In building the party we will
have to defeat Maoism ideologically.  Until we have succeeded in doing so,
our cadres must be fully @= educated on Maoism, and trained to be able to
both defeat Maoists politically as well as having a sympathetic attitude in
patiently politically winning people {fom the Maoist milieu. When we have suc-
ceeded in breaking the hegemony of Maoism, people will join us without first
having to answer questions on the class nature of China and Trotsky versus Stal-
in, etc before taking part in revolutionary actigity in the factories. Such
. today is the case in both Britain and France, Until that occurs in the US we

w1ll #myw continue to have to continususly ideologically conmbat Maoist ideas.

The Maoists are generally also our only competition in industry and e
unions. This is a testament to their greater revolutionary mettle than most
of the petty bourgeois left, the Trotskyist groups included, which can never
break out of their cdosed intellectusl milieu. In the struggles that take place
in the shops and unions, if revolutionaries are involved, it is usually Maoists,
independents, or ourselves.

Often, when they are not engaged in internal Maoist sectariana, we can
cooperate in factory and union work. We should have a non-sectarian, collab-
orative attitude toward any revolutionaries who are industrialized, and look
for ways to joint work to build a movement inside the working class. Yet, we
should never forget that all of the Maoist groups have attempted to expel us
from broader movements, and will continue to use rule-or-ruin tactics against
us or other Trotskyists. They will subordinate workers' struggkes and movements
to achieve these ends.

“All of the Maoist groups are now going through &he struggle over party
building. As a result this milicu is distorted by internal polemics, and an
inward sectarianism. In general, while this phase continues it should afford
us some opportunities to work with independent groups whoare repulsdd by the
sectarianism of the contenders and their havey handed attempts to demand that
these groups recognize their claims to leadership. It is of course to the ad-
vantage of the revolutionary movement that ndne of the Maoist groups gain clear
hegemony over this miliue. If one does, it will probably grow rapidly and pro-
‘duce another period in which most of the left is led down to a dead end defeat.
. Moreover in this period of internal polemics, the groups have sgstem-
atically exposed themselves to each others periphery and have produced a stra-
ta of Maoists who are hostile to all of them, and still potentially winnable
to revolutionary Markxism. If one group, or more should emerge, they will turn
their backs on this internal polemic pertod and mozetoward mass work of a dif-
ferent character. Our fawks discussion therefore must be 11m1ted to thés stage
of their cevelopment.

'The strategies of the 3 major Maolst groups on party building, indust-
rial perspectives and the national question are all more primitive. than our
own, The Communist league, with a membershir of 200 has the most sectarian
perspectives and is experiencing the greatest difficulty of the 3 in becoping
a national organization. This despite the fact that it is composed of prole-
tarian, predominantly black, éducated in a cadre style that has not been found
in the Stalinist movement since the 3:rd period, and containing mass leaders of
talent from the League of Revolutionary Black Workers. While its attraction
for revolutionaries is undeniable, its incredible sectarianism makes. it dif-
ficult to take what should be thse oubstanding advangages and translate them



The Left and the IS - LR Jg

into organizational gains. Instead I* ccniinually repulses practically every
new group which gravitates towards it.

- CL's inabliity to cooperate with other Maoist groups, while not absolute
--witness its successful ingesstion of the League and now the Motoe City Labor
League--~gives it a grim perspective. If it doesn:t make serious breakthroughs
in the near future it mag become an isolated sect cut off from the rest of
the Maoist mblieu, which in turn would lead fo intermal fissures. Already the
other Maoist groups are attempting to isolate it, and to create a sordon sani-
taire around it, by labelling it Trotskyist.

CL's strategy for party building is a strict study group perspective.
If it attempts to change and wmove towards mass work it threatens to create a
split with its o0ld cadres in California and its newly sectarianized recruits.
If it doesn't turn towards mass work, as that opens up, it threatens to lose
its greatest capital, its pokential working class leaders, who were in DRUM.

- Its union perspectives are now a mixture of clandestine study groups, and the
distribution of bulleting under the Revolutionary Union Movement label.

It seems as if CL may attempt to revive that perspective. While the
title will be the same, the content will be so altered as to make comparison
impossible. Nonetheless they may attempt to orzauize revolutionary.caucuses
under the leadership of CL. While this will have limited petential, it may
be able regroup a handful from what was the significan membership of the League.
While the rhetoric of the bulletins are revolutionary, the content is predomi-
nently over immediate issues, opening the possibility of a new orientation
on their part. It is also possible that CL may, after dedlaring the Party,
atéempt to enter broader rank and file coalitions. While they have so hinted,
it is unlikely that they would last xmmg in them for long.

CL perspectives on the black question. Indepednence for the Negro Na-
tion of the Black Belt, is of usc only with those who wish to be consistent
in their stalinism. JFor everyone else its an obstacle. Its obscure and tor-
tured logic is another indication that CT. as preserfly constituted will find
it difficult to gain a mass following.

The Revolutionary Union is the largest of the Maoist groups and until
recently secemded the graoup with the greatest chances to move toward a party.
Of the Maoist grups it has the greatest sophisticiation, the most developed
leadership and cadres and the largest organization. Nonetheless, it is now
in serious crisis, has lost a third of its membership, and is now down to 600
members. It is our surmise that thie RU crisis is due to its fialure 1n the
regroupment efforts of last fall, and its loss of the Guardian to the October
League.

Bhe loss of the Guardian has meant that in general the RU has lost the
broad Maoist, and independent radical periphery which it once had. It has now
been brought down to the level cf a sect, and ks is experiencing all the pro-
blems of isolation, including splits towards the CL. The RU has also gone
through some rapid changes. which cannot but disorient its cadres. It mx® has
rapidly shifted its perspective from United fromt against imperialism" to party
building. It never had a correct perspective between party and mass movement. In
the former phase it was tailist and submerged its independent role in the mass
movement., In the latter it has come down in a heavy-handed sectarian fashion
on those groups who are indepéndent or, haVe not made up their minds among the
Maoistsects. RAmxmxwmsnkk counterp051ng the party to the movement. As a re-
sult they have only succeeded in increasing their isolation. ,
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In reality the RU may not have become a national organization, but may
still be a confederation of collectives, The reputation that they generally
have in the left, for being incompetents, and their eclectic perspectives is
perhaps due to their inability to assimilate the collectives which affiliated
with them. Although having humdreds of industrialized members they have never
been able to translate that into an effective Borce. Most of the people they
havve industrialized are in jobs, industires and unions which are marginal to
irrelevant.

Fhey have only a handful of union caucuses, and generally are not in
national opposition groups in the unions, Bnd have not attempted to unify on
a national basis the caucuses they are in, They pretty much function as a con-
federation of collectives. Most put out local newspapers which report city-
“wide workers! struggles. It is a stragegy which does not organize people in
their factories or unions--no matter what may be written on paper,--but takes
them out of their factories and unions, and organizes them around a city-wide
organization, the newspaper collective. 9his has been singularly unsuccessful
for the collectives, and the RU. It organizes no one on a sustainedbasis,

The papers generally don't have a clear functioni-neither as a political ten-
dency paper or .a broader workers paper. Thiis the RU's major work, can at
best attract student friends of the worklng class, but as a stﬁategy for in-
dustrial work its a dead end.

Recently in its Xm "left" turn, the RU has been flirting with adventur-
isr strategies (sparking prarie fires, a variant on the electrification theory)
.and had indicated that it thought trade union work might be cmx economist,
whereas the main job of revolutionaries was to organzie workers outside the
daily struggle in the factorées, this through a political struggle for the un-
ited front against imperialism. Although believeing the party will come through
mass struggles, the RU is seemingly starting to turn its back on those strug-
gles which could now exist. Instead it Is now projecting the idea that the
new communist party will be built by regrouping the left around its program--
vhich it promises but still has not unveiled. The RU hdas moved from a tail-
ending of the "progressive" bureaucrats to a sectarian counterposition of it-
self to existing trade union struggle, Perhaps this is due to the heavy nedd
it feels to distinguish itself from the opportunism of the October.League.
However it can only increase the isolation, and interanl crisis the Ru is now
experiencing, A firm judgement on RU perspectives is difficult given their
now rapidlyxmx changing character. It is not impossible that if the RU does
not overcomeits internal crisis soon, it may.be split by wings going in the
opposite directions of theCL and the OL. If it overcomes its ctisis, ti will
be an important force in the radical movement.

The October League is the newest of the Maoist groups with the least
developed industrial work. Nonetheless it has thexix&%x oldest strategy. In
many ways it is a pro-Peking CP, not entirely different than the pro-Moscow
CPs. It attempts to turn one face to the bureaucracy, and aother to the ranks.
It is tailist, and opportunist--its shifts are avout whom to tail, whom to
opportune. While in CLUW, it was quiet, did not fight the bureaucracy, and
successfully wormed its way into positions of leadership by remaining silent
about its politics, in CP style. It has also verbally projected a strategy
of union opposition caucuses.

The October League is the most new laft of the Maoist groups, and has
the reputation kn the braod left of being the least sectarian, easiest to get
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on with,xekfx etc, The OL has been ccapable of woving from positions almost
identical to CL's, to those not imcompativle with a left CPers. Thelr oppor-
tunist appetitée are greaterthey wmight make a lunge toward a left bureanuoratic
development. But given the pressures of their compétition with the RU and Cl
they way also project sectarian perspectives or move toward various get rich
quick shhemes in attempting to prove better xkexr than their competitors.

The OL probably has about 230 members. It will hawever grow substant-
iallyin the next period and becoming one of the poles of party building. In
many respects it is already our most segiovs competitor. The projected growth
of the OL is not so mcuh due to its own virtues--or to those of its leadership,
which are something of a joke to those who went through the SDS--but due to
the fact that &t the present time the Guardian is a thinly disguised OL crea-
ture. WVeek in and week out the Guar@iég runs interminable polemics by David-
son and Mx Silber which ahve attack the CL and RU from the perspectives of the
OL, and have systematically moved the broad Maoist milieu, and many independ-
entx radicals towards the camp of the OL. They give this milieu OL politics
whithout mmy in any way the OL taking responsibility for the Guardian, its x
transmission belt.

The situation canot be continued Bor long. While it does, however, the
OL will continue to grow in numbers and influence. Their current right wing
line has an attraction to a movement which is now compoed of those who have
knwon defeat and are prepared to make accomodations for any victory, however
shallow, and of new militants who have not fully broken from bourgeois ideol-
ogy and who do not understand the implications of the OL's politics. In this
respect its growth will be similar to that of the CP's at the start of new move-
ments, when politically inexperienced people are being radicalized. However —
the OL's recipe of Maoist orthodoxy, opportunist politics, and political prim-
itivehess leads us to suspect that it will go through rapid political zigaags,
and will not be able to carry the more independent radical periphery through
these gyrations.

The three Maoist groups, while our main competitire, and having a mil-
ieu which is sympathetic to Maoism and hostile to Trotskyism, are mpt xmxy
overly formidable. Their continual infighting gives us the opportunity to dis-
cuss and work with groups who are disgruntéed with their antics. Our indus-
trial perspectives, atrategy for party building, political perspectives on the
national question, women's liberation, CLUW etc are all more developed than
our Maoist competitors'. Our trade union aciivity is more advanced, and more
real than theirs. Our newspaper and publications are batter than theirs. None
of the groups is qualitatviely much larger, or haz more of a national struc-
ture than we do. At the present time we are competing with groups which are
more or less equivalent in size. People ere now joinirg revolutionary organ-
izations of a few hundred (bigger than their ownlocal groups) and our size is
not a major handicap that requires apologies. -

While this conjuncture cwemains, we must repidly move to organizationally
growing, buillding our industrial fractions aud trade union caucuses, and lay-—
ing the basis for the embryo of a party, or else we risk an historic opportun-
ity which would set us back for years. Recruiting from this layer is #mn no
way a substitute for building a party of industrial workers--it is part of our
‘road to the working classs.
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'Thézlayer of people we can recruil woday, the strategic next step we must
“take to put us on the road to building a party, is the independent radicals
who are organized in locak collectives. This layer of radicals, often sym-
pathetic to maoism though suppocious or hostile to Stalinism, is currently
being influenced by the attempts of the Maoist groups to form strong
national organization. This process now under way allows us to prove in
practiwe our superior approach to trade union work and party building.

It is & fyfff testament to the creativity of those revolutionary activists
that they wrre capablef of creating new orpanizational forms, however limited,
to withstand the isolated. atomized state they found themselves in after the
collapse of the mass movement. The collectivus have been very diverse phenom-
ena, ranging from pre-party tendency-like hroups to politically amorphous
kroups of friends joined together fotr study or joint activity to overcome
isolation. Although primarily #¥¢#i{{gf organized by New Left, middle cdass
radicals; the collectives also exist in the black left, and in a few cities
young workers organized themselwes into collectives. While some were little
more than study groups, others engaged in coumunity organizing projects, and
the béert moved into industrial and union actibity. It is the latter to whom
we must orient.

In the factories most of the collectives did not engage ¢ in union work but
had vague perspectives of "alternative institutions". For the most part they
were confused on the relation of party to clases, of organization and spontan-
eity. They had no clear conception of their organization and its role. They
had little idea of what they were Xxyhkx trying to accomplish in the facto-
ries, whether it was to organize replicas of a revolutionary party or broader
rank and file groups. In general they have failec to build in their work-
places and have been unable to grow. .

As a result of these political limitations, the collectives have started to
reach the end of their once progressive character. They willﬁ no- longer be
the channel through which newly radicalized peopke enter the revolutionary:
‘movement, nor are they becoming the locus for the formation of national
organization. The crisis that the collectives are now. starting to exper-
lence, which is leading to splits in some of them and to others breaking up,
and which will lead to a general decline o almost all the collectives in
the next few years, reflects thafact that the left is now approaching
another stage of development. This new stage, creating the embryod of a
revolutionary party to overcome the fragmented character of. the lagt four.
years and to respond td® the demands of worlers for solutions to. soclety wide
questions, has been outlined mrzf%x earlier. R .

The character of the collectives makes them incapable of providing political
answers Of organization for this development. The attempt of some of them.
to form a national organization out of the collectives has failed. Without
common program, perspectives or activity they remain isolated and parochial,
and are being bypassed by the current development toward national revolution-
ary organization. As a result some of the collectives are being split bythe
Maolst groups. ‘

The best of the collectives are hostile to the sectarianism of the Maoists,
their elitist substitutionist ideas of the party, their indifference and
opposition to workers' democrecy, and their slavish sycophancy to China's
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CONCLUSIONS

The IS has spent the last four years in making the chang%, still in-
complete, from stident and middle class radical group to a group located in
the unions and factories. We have partially succeeded in doing this most dif-
ficult task, but most important one, which destroyed most groups whcohattempted
it. We did so painfully and with splits, as various petty bourgeois layers
of our orgamization found it impossible ot enter into and atke part in the
daily life and struggles of the working class. In the process we have succeed-
ed in consolidating an organization., We now have a national organizaton, a
respected and growing press and publications, a more cohesive strategy and per-
spectives, and with it a more cohesive cadre and leadership. Most important,
we have succeeded in laying some roots, aldhough still shallow, in the working
class,

This process of transformation and consolidation must now be used to
advantage. For the first time since 1968 we can expect to grow rapidly, and
and not just through individual recruitment but by recruiting small groups.

We must quickly and rapidly move¢ through this next step of recruiting from
the industrialized independent collectives before whey join one of the Maoist
groups or disintegrate. And we must use this recruitment to go deeper into
the working class, to build stoong industrial fractions, rank and file groups
and publications, and a workers' leadership within theIS. The dynamism pro-
vided by this stage of recruitment must be the lever to further steps of making
contact with and having united front work wikh black gxm and latin groups, and
of developing the organizational network to be able to recruit and group work-
ers being radicalized by the rank and file movement. Our immediate task, the
recruitment of the industrialized collectives, must be seen as winning greater
numbers to our industrial and revolutionary perspecrives so that toghther we
can get on with the job of building a revolutionary party.



