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THE WORKERS LEAGUE ~~D THE NEGRO QUESTION 

In his "Open Lett~r to the YSA","Bul1etin",Dec. 28, 1970, the Workers 
League's (WL) Tim Woh1forth made clear that the recent chsng,e in atti tude 
toward militant Blacl{ and Puerto Rican organizations, such as the' Black 
Panthers and Young Lords, was not merely a tactical adjustment .1n order 
to reap immed1ate organiz'ational advantages, but represented a pronounced 
change in its perspective,was a return--but only partially--to Trotsky's 
position on the Negro question. ' 

The "Open Letter" is prefaced by 
a quote from Trotsl{y's remarks to 
JR Johnson on April 11, 1939. in 
which he stresses that the SWP will 
degenerate unless it is able to 
"find the road" to the "basic ex
ploited m~sses of whom the Negroes 
are the most exploited", and that 
the IIconscious elements of the 
Negroes ••• are convoked by the his
toric development to become a van
guard of the working class." 

The IIOpen Letter ll is concerned to 
make the youth understand, on the 
one hand, the,nature of the period, 
the objective conditions which set 
the tasks before the working olass 
and its revolutionary party, and, 
on the other, the revi'sionist nature 
of the YSA and SWP, its departure 
from Trotskyism, its orientation 
toward petty-bourgeois layers and 
bourgeois nationalism, instead of 
the working class,as its documents 
and resolutions make clear. 

In this context, it points out 
that, "The key to the situation in 
the US lies in the conscious rela-

tion of the youth particularly the 
m:inority worl{ing olass youth, to the 
working class as a whole organized 
in the trade unions"," that "the 
Blaol{ youth are, as Trotsky said , 
'the most dynamiosection of the 
worl{ing olassll',and that, "a sharp 
and deep revolutionary development 
among minority working class youth 
incl uding blacks" has tal{en place. 

To· be sure, Wohlforth insists that 
the WL has held the position all 
along that, "the blacks are not a 
nationbut,in large part, the most 
oppressed section of the working 
class suffering from economic ex
ploitation and racial oppression". 
True, but the emphasis in this 
very formulation is very different 
from that in the "New Nationalism 
and the Negro Question", nowen
titled flBlack Nationalism and Marx
ist Theory". Then, Wohlforth's tasic 
concern was to "define ••• the limi ts 
we go in our demands related to the 
Negro question ••• 11 He justified 
this minimal approaoh as the essence 
of Lenin's position toward .II actusl 
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national minori ties fl , Not an inl{
ling exists there of Trotsky's con
ception that the Black workers, as 
"the most oppressed section of the 
working class" could arrive at soci
alist consciousness in advance of 
whites, and that,in so doing, could 
provide revol utionary leadership for 
the class as a whole, But it is 
just this concept that Tim Wohlforth 
and the WL has now adopted. 

The "Open Letter" states that these 
Black workers, "can and will play 
an important role ••. in the construc
tion of a vanguard leadership for 
the class as a whole". The Jan. 
11, 1971 "Bulletin" reports that 
at the Fourth Conference of the WL,i 
Wohlforth referred to the Black . 
Panthers as,"a vanguard section of 
the class ... ". 

We have sharply and often criti
cized the WL for, what we consider 
to be, i ts passive adaptation to the 
prevailing chauvinism among white 
worlcers. As we have often stated. 
we believe that a party of the 
Leninist type cannot be constructed 
in a country whose work1.ng class is 
divided on racial lines, without a 
correct understanding of the Marxi st, 

_position on the Negro question in 
particular and the national ques
tion in general. 

We had also attacked the WL for 
ignoring the "revolutionary impli
cations of the increasingly mili
tant Negro struggle". (VN,July '69) 

Earlier, Harry Turner had cri
ticized the WL program more diplo
matically but along the same lines 
in a letter of Jan. 10, 1969. to 
Gerry Healy, national secretary of 
the Socialist Labour League (SLL) 
and secretary of the International 
Commi ttee of the Fourth International. 
(IC). This criticism, printed in 
the "Bulletin" series,"What is 
Spartacist", stated that; 

" ... the program does not suffi
ciently orientate toward the in
creasingly militant Black workers; 
... the WL does not sufficiently 
recognize their revolutionary 
potential in the struggle, and for 
the building of a Leninist party~ 
that the same Black workers, who 
are today being increasingly mis-

directed by Blaclc nationalists 
toward reactionary and sterile 
positions,can be won to a united A 
working class struggle, provided ,., 
that it prominently~oses the 
question of their special oppres-

. sioh; that .the conscious factor, 
the Lenin1 st party" has 'a- 'vi tal 
role to play in this 'respect." 

Turner, who, together with Hugh 
Fredricks had been invited to sev
eral meetings of the WL. also in
formed Robert Sherwood in a letter 
of Feb, 9. 1969, of his remarks 
made at the last meeting which they 
attended, that the WL's incorrect 
method was the source of its errors 
on the Negro question, that its: 

!I ••• meohanloal and static conoep.;.. 
tion that the international and 
national perspeot1ves were "one 
perspective",led to-the subordi
nation of the. Negro question; that 
not only.would a revo~utton in 
Europe aooelerate the revolution 
in the US, but that, .as ar.esult 
of uneven and combined development t 
the revolution in the US, which 
had less of a Stalinist and,revi
sionist hurdle to overoome,might 
re'verse thi s relationship, and 
would certainly_~nteraot with it; 
that in throwing Trots,ky' s concep
tions on the Negro question away, 
the WL had done so without attempt
ing to explain the methodological 
roots of his 'error' ,and that the 
discard.ing of Trotsky explained 
the WL's gross accomodatlon to 
white ohauvinism in the TULP /Trade 
Unionists For a.Labor Party! cam
paign,inwhich it refused to in
clude a demand -for a fight against 
raoial discrimination in the 
unions;that its present position, 
while much improved. was still 
primarily directed toward whites, 
e.g., the campaign against Black 
nationalism' was not aimed at 
influenoing Black workers, but 
rather white.r~dicals, and that 
this still r€presented a passive 
adaptation to white chauvinism, 
in our opinion. 
" ... that we considered the Negro 
question to pe central to the 
American question, and to the 
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building of a Leninist party; that 
the winning of Black workers today, 
represented a vi tal linlc to the 
white, workers tomorrow, as well 
as worker leadership for the class 
as a whole,that this accomplish
ment was of inestimable importance 

, for the victory of the internation-: 
al revolution ••• II 

Not only does the WL now recognize 
the revolutionary potential of Black 
workers, but, according to the 
Jan. 11th "Bulletin", it has also 
discarded its "mechanical and static 
conception". Wohlforth is reported 
as saying that: 

"The development of the revolut1on 
in the US may take place more un
evenly than in Europe, but it will 
in no sense be less explosive, 
probably more,nor will it neces
sarily follow Europe. At the very 
moment of revolutionary situation 
in Europe, the American working 
class will be itself involved in 
great class b~ttles." 

As our readers know,we have cri
ticized the WL's abstentionism,e.g.,: 
its militant inaction slogan, "We . 
will have nothing to do wi th Blacle 
nationali sm" ,which had confused the 
Black nationali st form in which the 
strug~le against special oppression 
often took place,with its essence; 
which refused to recognize that the 
Black and other especially oppressed 
minorities will conduct a struggle 
throu~h independent organizations--: 
and even in self-defeating ways--to 
the extent that the white working 
class is not involved 1n the fight 
against their special oppression; 
that the task of an organization 
which purports to be Leninist and 
Trotskyist is to unite the racially 
divided workers by convincing the 
white workers that this fight is 
required in their mm immediate and 
fundamental class interest. 

The "Bulletin" of Jan. 11th now 
also recognizes that, 

" .•. the working class youth 11s7 
now coming on the political arena,: 
many times partially through a 
nat~ona.list kind of program, but 

already reaching beyond national
ist and reformist limitations." 

But the WL has yet to accept the 
posi tion that the Black and Spanish
spealcing minorities, II face a 'spe
cial' oppression" or that Blacle 
workers are lIa super-exploited 
grouping or caste". (Black Nation
alism and Marxist Theory) 

Wohlforth acknowledges that lithe 
Negroes share of poverty conditions 
is way out of proportion to its 
percentage of the work force .•. ", 
that "super;..exploitation .•. does 
exist .•. and .•• is at least partly 
just1fied through racism",and that, 

lithe existence of race divisions 
wi thin the working class has help
ed keep wages down for whl te work
ers as well, particularly in the 
South. " 

Then how can and why does Wohl
forth avoid the recognition that 
these conditions are manifestations 
of special oppression, of genera
tions of a pariah-like status for 
the Black people? Why does he 
accept the fact and reject the name? 

Ostensibly argu1ng against the 
progress1ve Labor Party conception 
of the term,Wohlforth can only con
ceive of "'special' oppression in 
an economic sense that white workers 
do not face". His reasoning,essen
tially,is that the Black people are 
also differentiated into classes, 
that, "a million or more Negro worlc
ers are 1n unionized basic industry 
and thus are not super-exploited", 
and that,"in every category of low 
pay and poverty at least 2/3rds of 
the workers~ •• are white". 

liThe importance of raising this 
pOint",Wohlforth informs us."is to 
make clear that,"the workers' move
ment cannot ralse'separate economic 
demands for Negro workers only". 
He also believes that it is harmful 
for Black workers,"to organize sep
arately from white workers in indus
try or to push for these special 
demands". 

We believe that having said A and 
B, the WL will also have to recite 
the rest of the alphabet, that it 
will have to re-examine and discard 
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these positions as well, if it hopes 
to win more than an occasional and 
transi tory Black or white worker to 
its baruiers. 

It would seem,first of all, that 
Wohlforth has cOnfused and, there
fore, uses interchangeably two terms 
whose contents are not identical, , 
special oppression and super:-exploi-; 
tatl.on,as for example,"it does not : 
follow ••• that the Negro as a whole' 

'represerits a super-exploited grouping : 
or caste ••• " The Blacle and Spanl sh-! 
speal~ing people "as a whole",1.e., :' 
all classes, suffer a special oppres-,' 
slon,e.g., racial slurs, discrlini
nation'in jODs,housing, educatlon, , 
etc.,in one or another degree. But: 
exploitation and super-explol tation : 
are terms which express specific : 
class relationships. The latter talee 
place in the productive process,ln 
the creation and realization of sur
pI us-val ue from the labor of workers 
and for the profit of capitalists. 

In add1tion,we believe Wohlfarth's 
refusal to recognize the special 
oppression of Blacle and Spanish-' 
speaklng people to be an example of 
metaphysical thinking,in tHe sense 
Inwhich ~gels used it. In their 
polemics against Robertson and Sey
more in theSpartacist League fac
tion fip;ht, Turner and Fredricles 
discussed the question of' the super
exploitation of the Black'and Spa
nish-speaking workers ,as an econo
mic manifestation of the special 
oppression of the Black and Spanish
speaking peoples, as follows: 

"The super-exploitation of Blaele 
and Spanish-speaking workers is 
a part of the process of exploi
tatlon as such. A struggle against 
super-exploi tation leads directly 
to the conclUsion of Marx, in 
yalue, Price and Profit, that, 
I Instead of the conservatlve motto, : 
'A fair days wages for a fair days 
work I " they ought to Inscr1 be on 
their banner the revolutiorarl 
watcht'10rd, "Abol1 tion of the wages 
system! ff (Narx1s emphasis) 
"Cde. Seymour t s cr1tl~l sms of the 
conception of super-exploitation 
... corresponds to his and the 
majorityfs petty-bourgeois orien
tation. Marxist levers are not 

needed'if one is not serious about 
performing worle. The majority 
wishes to discard a ,particularly .. 
useful conception beCause its in- • 
terests are not in working among 
Black workers, but rather with 
student radicals. For the majori
ty's purpose, a liberal approach 
to the Negro struggle :will. suffice. 
What knowledgeable liberal will 
not grant: 

fa) that Black workers are the 
most economically exploited and 
radical ,section of the American 
worleingclass and b) that oppo
sition to de facto and formal 
racial discrimination and empha
sis on raising the wages of the 
poorest paid (in many areas, 
largely Black) workers ' 

is necessary? 
"The task,however,is to find the 
transitional approaches which will 
move the workers toward a social
ist solution." (The Internal 
Struggle Continues, p. 29~JO, 
Spartaclst League SpIlt) 

This orientation sought, not m 4t 
"define .•. the 11mi ts we go"_, but to 
utilize the struggle against super-
'exploitatlon from which the espe
cially oppressed minoritles suffer 
--in largest measure but by no means 
alone--to raise the socialist con
sciousness of all workers. 

It Is, furthermore, a fallacy to 
assume, as Wohlforth does, that a 
generalization made by others about 
a group carries with It the assump
tion that all its members are Iden
tical. We, of course, are aware 
that every scientific category in 
nature and society has components 
which exhibit a range of character
istics. Marxists must, of course, 
know how to dlfferentiate and to 
develop correct tactics toward,not 
just social categories in ~eneral, 
but toward those aspects, in par
ticular, which have the greatest 
revolutionary implications. 

\ve, therefore, understand that in a 
addressing ourselves to the worldng .. 
class, we must focus our attention 
on its "most exploited sectors", and 
not on its more aristocratic layers. 
We are also aware that the reality 
of. "oppressed nations" also includes 
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privileged elements, who not only 
are not "super-exploited", but who 
exploit and help the imperialists 
super-exploi t the colonial and semi-: 
colonial masses. . 

The truth,Lenin and Trotsley often 
stated, is concrete. Marxists must 
always determine in the concrete 
situation how and when to raise or 
support "economic demands" or any 
demands for that matter, so as to 
advance the unity of the worlcing 
class for the socialist revolution. 
In countries in which racial,ethnic 
and national oppression exists, in 
whi ch the bulk of the worlcers from 
these oppressed sectors are treated 
as pariahs, in wages, in level and 
type of work, as well as in every 
other aspect of their lives, this 
unity can only be achieved by a 
struggle against all forms of dis
crimination. And this does require 
the raising of "separate economic 
demands for Negro workers only"-
not everywhere and always, of course,. 
but where and to the extent that 
discrimination exists,and as Marx
ist revolutionists, not as petty
bourgeois nationalists. 

We do not.needless to say, ignore 
the struggle against exploitation 
as suchtnor do we ignore the white 
workers who are al so super-exploi ted., 
some of whom may--and with the eco
nomic downturntprobably will--worlr 
in greater numbers alongside Blacl{ 

. worlcers in sub-standard jobs. At 
the same time, why should we, the 
Marxists, who are presumably able 
to' understand reality, not empiri
cally but historically,who are able 
to understand that racism, "has 
helped keep wages down for the white 
workers",be reluctant to fight for 
this understandin~,in demanding an 
end "to the particularly low-wages 
and abysmal working conditions in 
jobs which tend to be the particular 
province of the minorities, such as 
laundry, . ho'spi tal, restaurant, gar
ment manufacturing, sanitation in 
the South, etc., etc.? 

We understand and must fight to 
win white Norlrers to the understand
ing that the struggle against the 
special oppression' and super-exploi
tation of the Blaclc and other minori
ties is in their ~ behalf,in the 

immediate situation as well as in 
the final analysis. Concretely, in 
shops where Blacks are confined,in 
whole or in large part,to the poor
est paying,hardest and most danger
ous worktwe must raise and support 
demands for an immediate end to all 
aspects of this discrimination. 
It is hardly an answer to inform 
these Blacle worlrers, as Wohlforth 
does in Black Nationalism and Illarx
ist Theory, that the WL intends to 
fight racism. They will want to 
know the specific content of this 
generaliZation. However, they will 
not find them in this pamphlet. 

To talk about a "fighting program 
of transitional demands" in this 
connection, as does the WL, as a 
substitute for a concrete program 
of struggle against "every and all 
forms of raCism", including the 
"super-exploitation ••• justified 
through racism", simply becomes 
another way of telling Blacl{ workers 
that they must wait for socialism 
to end their racuu discrimination. 
This appraoch still represents, in 
our opinion, a "passive adaptation 
to white chauvinism". 

Nor can one demand that Blacl{ 
workers wait patiently for bi-racial 
caucuses to be formed which fight 
against racial discrimination, or 
to disband the Blacle caucuses which 
they have formed simply because such 
bi-racial caucuses have been formed . 
We believe that the corre.ct approach 
to Blacle caucuses for white revolu
tionists who can function in bi
racial caucuses,and for Black revo
lutionists who can function in both, 
is to fight to unite both caucuses 
by haVing the bi-racial caucus be
come the foremost champion of the 
struggle against all forms of 
discrimination. 

We, however, share with the WL 
the understanding that attempts to 
s'011 t the unions along racial lines, 
plays directly into the hands of 
the capitalists, and must be reso
lutely opposed. 

As we have often stated, and fol
lowing Trotsley's thought, to the 
extent that the Black worker sees 
the white fighting for an end to 
discrimination,as the white worker 
proves in deed that he is a class 



brother, the Blacl~ worl~er will no 
longer find it necessary to create 
separate organizations. But this 
level of consciousness can only be 
created in both Blacl~ and white 
worl~ers, by the revolutionary party 
which carries on an uncompromising 
struggle against all manifestations 
of white chauvinism. It is this 
struggle which conditions the ability 
of the Marxists to fight against its 
mirror image, Black nationalism. 

It is on this basis that we have 
said that we ~Tould support the 
demands of the majority of Blacks 
for a separate state. By taking 
this position, we undercut Black 
nationalist propaganda, and con
vince those Blacl~ militants who are 
susceptible to it, that we,who are 
white revolutlonists,and the white 
workers whom we lead, really are 
their class brothers, who have no
thing in common with their oppres
sors,that, therefore, they have no 
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need to separate. The WL has yet 
~nderstand that it is this posi
tion which is the essence-or-the ~ 
Leninist position on the national ~ 
question,and not the supra-histori
cal law which Wohlforth foists upon 
him in order to rule out the right 
to self-determination in bourgeois
democratic multi-national states. 

We believe that the WL's change 
in political line requires it, as 
an ostensibly Leninist organization, 
to undertal~e a thorough examination 
of the roots ~ its errors*-and not 
only on the Negro question. 

Only then will it be able to 
achieve a Marxist consistencl in 
its politics, and not the eclectic 
patchwork which it now exhibits. 
Only to the extent that it begins 
to take its o~m politics seriously, 
can its claims to understand Marxist 
"METHOD" and to represent the conti
nuity of Marxism, be given any 
serious consideration. 

In contrast to the Utopian,Pro.udhonist- '=lond Lassallean socialist schools, 
the outstanding and creative. revolutiohary Marxists have consistently 
opposed the imposition of ideal schen:;g,8 on the working class movement. 

As dialectical materialists,they 
have, instead, attempted to under
stand its ~ynamics in relation to 
its historical development, so as 
to function effectively within it, 
to enable them to provide the all
sided theoretical, political and 
economic leadership,which the work
ing class requires to fulfill its 
hi storic mt ssion, to achieve a lqorld-· 
wide socialist revolution. 

The Communi st 11ani fe sto incorpo
rates this understanding in the 
following tactical formulations, 
which are valid today,almost a cen
tury and a quarter later,and which 
revolutionists have ignored only at 
the cost of sectarian isolation or 
reformism: 

_liThe communists ... do not set up any 
sectarian principles of their own 
by which to shape and mold the 
proletarian movement .•. In the 
national stru~~les of the prole-

tarians of different countries, 
they point out and bring to the 
front thecommcn interests of the 
entire prqletariat,independently 
of all nationality •.. In the vari
ous stages of development, they 
always and everywhere represent 
the interests of the movement as 
a whole •.• The communists have over 
the great mass of the proletariat 
the advantage of clearly under
standing the line of march, the 
condltions,and the ultimate gen
eral results of the proletarian 
movement •.• 
"The communists fight for the im
mediate aims ••. but in the movement 
of the present, they also represent 
and take care of the future of 
that movement." 

Thg,t same document described the 
general measures which the prole
tariat would use in asserting its 
"political supremacY"--after the 
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Paris Commune, they recognized that 
the working class could not use the 
bourgeois state machinery "for its 
own purposes"--as appearing: 

"economically insufficient and 
untenable,but ••• in the course· of 
the movement,outstrip themselves,' 
necess.i tate further inroads upon 
the old social order and are 
una.voidable as a means of entire-' 
ly revolutionizing the mode of 
production. " . 

In a letter to Sorge in 1881, Marx 
comments on Henry George's single
tax panacea, and refers to the 
Communist Manifesto's measures as: 

IItransitional measures,which,as is 
likewls~ st~ted in the Manifesto, 
are and must be contradictory in 
themselves." (Marx's emphasis) 

Inevitably, however, during and 
after Marx's time,ideologists have 
always appeared,who are either un
able to understand the dialectical 
materialist method, or who' abandon 
it under the pressure of the class 
struglSle. Approaching phenomena in 
a one-sided and static manner, the 
metaphysically inclined elevate tac-· 
tics into pr1nciple, in either an 
opportunist or sectarian direction. 

Lenin was also required to discuss 
the question of a labor party for 
Russia, in his 1'Preface to the Rus
sian Translation of Letters From 
JF Becker, JDietzgen, F En~els, 
K Marx and Others to FA Sor!2;e and 
Others written in ~907 and pub
lished as an appendix to Letters 
to Americans, Marx and Engels, 
International Publishers. 

A tendency in Russian socialism 
had tried to use the analyses and 
criticisms of Engels of the Ameri
can labor movement and American 
socialist practice in support of a 
Russian "'labor congress' or ••• 
.'broad labor party'''. 

As Lenin points out, the letters 
of Marx and Engels dealt "most fre-· 
quently with the .•. British,American· ! 
and German labor mo:vement~", which: 
represented "different stages of 
cap1 ta11st development and d1fferent 
forms of dom1nation py the bourgeoi-·· 

sie". These letters constitute, 
said Lenin, "a sample of materialist 
dialectics" ,demonstrate the abili ty 
of the founders of scientific social
ism to,"bring out •.• the·different 
points and different sides of a 
question in accordance wi th the pecu
liarities of various political and 
economic conditions". 

In the British and American type 
of labor movement, functioning in 
"firmly established democratic sys
tems", the workers are completely 
tied to bourgeois politics, wi th the 
socialists in "sectarian isolation". 
In these circumstances, IvIarx and 
Engels laid a heavy "stress on the 
economic organizations of the work
ers" and called upon the socialists 
to rid themselves of sectarianism 
and to ";10in the labor movement". 
Here. they emphasl zed the importance 
of struggling for "an independent 
worlters' party, even though wi th a 
bad program". 

But in Germany, where."'military 
despotism, embellished with parli
amentary forms· .... prevails", where 
the worlters had "long ago l:leen 
drawn into politics" under Marxist 
leadership, Marx and Engels .con
centrated their fire on "parJ,.ia
mentary idiocY",fought against the 
"philistine compromising of the 
taslts a~d scope of the labor move
ment" , 1. e •• against opportunism. 

It was this fundamental under
standing which also guided Trotsky 
in his examination of the question 
of an Amer1can "party of the worlting 
class"--and not only in his discus
sions in Mexico in 1938, but also 
in 1932, in his letter to the 
Communist League of America. 

Trotsky was able to malte' outstand
ing contributions to Marxi st theory 
and practice because he had so thor
oughly understood its lessons. Al
ways insistent on an examination of 
the changing content of static for
mulas, he refused in 1932, to re
peat dogmatically, advice given to 
American socialists a half-century 
earlier. He, instead, recommended 
that his American co-thinlters ex
amine this question in the light of 
concrete conditions. While he did 
"not exclude a labor party in the 
British sense", Trotslcy did raise 
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the possibility that,. instead of a 
step forward, it ~ight become a 
"hindrance" to a mass revolutionary 
Marxist party. 

It should be remembered that in 
1932, the Stalinist Comintern's 
ruinous policies, which w'ere pre
paring the debacle in Germany to
gether with the Social-Democracy, 
the collapse without a struggle of 
the leading organizations of the 
working class before fascism, had 
not reached its culmination. 

Quanti ty had still not been trans- : 
formed into quali ty, and the Trotsky-: 
ists still considered themselves to 
be temporarily expelled members of 
the Communist parties. They still 
hoped to win its cadres back to the 
revolutionary internationalism of 
Lenin and Trotsky, and to uproot the 
Stalinist mis-leadership, as the 
theory of "socialism in one country" 
demonstrated its utter bankruptcy, 
and as new revolutionary opportuni-. 
ties developed. : 

Stalinism was still in its ultra-. 
left period, and the Communist Party 
(CP) members and supporters, although 
saddled with hopelessly sectarian 
tactics, still possessed a revolu
tionary socialist outlook. 

In the depths of the p;reat depres-: 
sion,theAmerican CP,even with its 
ultra-leftism,was able to not only 
retain the devoted support of its 
thousands of'members, but to also 
influence many others. While its . 
Trade Union Unity League was pursu-: 
ing a disasterous dual union policy : 
and withdrawing the bulk of the CP 
members from AFL unions with more 
than 3 million members, it could 
still claim that it had organized 
over 100,000 \'lorl!'.:ers into its unions. 
The CP' s National Unemployment Coun-: 
cl1 could also claim that more than 
150,000 unemployed had been won to 
its organization by its militancy 
and mass demonstrations in many 
large cities. 

In that period,as Trotsky pointed 
out in 1938, given the possibility 
that the strength of American capi
talism could enable it to wi thstand 
the world capitalist crisis for a 
period of time "before its own 
decline",and given the possibility, 
which,at that time could still not 

be ruled out,of the emergence of a 
maSS revolutionar¥ American CPt it 
would have been, 

"absolutely pedantic, abstract, 
artificial to proclaim the neces
si ty for a labor party .•• and thi s 
abstract slogan would be a handi
cap to our own party." 

However, the speed of American 
capi tali sm' s decline," came at Ameri
can speed", and w'i th it the ri se of 
the CIa which organized millions of 
the unorganized worlrers in basic 
industries into industrial unions, 
forcing the AFL to organize millions 
of others into its unions. . 

This enormous growth in the trade 
union movement,of the basic organi
zations of the working class, also 
increased the possibility as well 
as the objective necessity for an 
independent political party of the 
workirus class. But the Socialist 
Workers Party,"was too small, with 
too little authority", and was de
veloping at an entirely insufficient a 
speed in view of the tremendous ~ 
strides which the working class was 
taking on the economic front, to 
enable it to become, immediately and 
d1rectly,the political vehicle for 
the American working class. It had 
become necessary for the American 
IvIarxists to support a transitional 
organization, a broad-based labor 
party,which would enable the work-
ing clasa to enter the political 
arena as an independent force, in 
which revolutionists would work, 
and from which they could recruit 
to the revolutionary Marxist rarty. 

But what program should the Marx
ists advocate for the labor party? 
Would it not, ineVitably, become a 
reformist party and a brake on the 
revolutionary development of the 
working class? How should revolu
tionists function in a labor party 
--as revolutionists? 

(to be continued) 

Part V of the series,"Trotskyism _ 
Today", which discusses Robertson's 
expUlsion from the 1966 IC London 
Conference, and its aftermath, will 
be published in our February issue. 
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NEW YORK CITY POLICE STRIKE 

_ Yesterday r s "Pigs", Today' s Workers? 

An important social manifestation of the developing world crisis of 
capitalism 1s the increased tendency of the police of its largest cities, 
the l2:uardians of capitalist "law and order"tto become involved in "job 
actlons"--Montreal, Youngstown, New York, Milwaukee--to refuse "duty", 
to strilce for hil2;her wages and improved worlcing conditions. 

In NYC, the pollce, also lmown 
familiarly as "cops", "pigs", "fuzz", 
engaged 1n a 6-day "wildcat" strike, 
when the Court of Appeal s refused to 
grant them a parity pay ratio with 
pollce sergeants of 3 to 3.5, which 
l#lould have meant retroactive pay, as 
of December, of $2700 per man. In
stead, the case was sent to the 
State Supreme Court for trial. 

Edward Kiernan,the acting presi
dent of the Patrolmen's Benevolent 
Association (PBA) ,succeeded in hav
ing the "job action" called off by 
a 2 to 1 majority,by promising the 
PBA members that State Supreme Court 
Justice Irving H. Saypol,the prose
cuting attorney in the Rosenberg 
frame~up,would try the case immedi
at"ely,and would be certain to rule 
in their favor. He ,moreover, guar-
anteed them immunity from NY State r s 
Taylor Law,which prohibits strikes 
by City and State employees under 
penalties which include a year's pro
bation, the loss of 2 days pay for 
each day of strike, fines and the 
loss of dues check-off privileges 

. for unions involved. Angered at the 
vote,dlssidents accused Kiernan of 
a sell'-out, and, at one pOint, seemed 
ready to commit mayhem upon him. 

In addition to the· Taylor Law, 
whose penal ties still hang over the 
heads of the ~pdlice, the City held 
in reserve the threat of the useof 
National Guard troops. 

The "militancy" of the police is 
attributable ,not only to the inroads 
which inflation has be~n making on 

. real wages,which has required them 
to "moonlight", to hold 2 ·jobs to 
IImalre end.s meet", but as well, to 
anger at the "permissiveness" of the 
"authori ties" toward Blaclt: and stu
dent militants and the especially 
oppressed Black and Puerto Rican 
mlno~ities,which they hold respon
sible for the "disrespect" shown to 

NY's "finest". 
The increasing readiness of the 

police to strike for economic gains 
. is thus only in part related to the 
sharp increase in strikes and in 
militancy by the American working 
class in defense of its eroding 
living standards. 

Some muddle-headed socialists and 
even so-called . "Trotskylsts" are norftl 
demonstrating an ambivalence toward 
the police. They are willing to 
embrace them as new recruits to the 
labor movement, but find it diffi
cult to accept the functions of 
these "workers", who, not only up
hold capitalist property relations 
and break strikes,but who also bru
talize and murder Black and white 
worlcer and· stUdent militants, func
tion as a Gestapo in the ghettos, 
and' are silent partners of drug ped
dlers, gamblers , numbers racketeers 
and pimps. 

While the police are municipal 
employees, and are even organized 
into a "union", it should be clear 

. to Marxists· that police· are not 
workers in the Marxist sense. Some 
of them may function as workers in 
their second jobs, but as police, 
they function as guardians of the 
capitalist state. If these hire
lings of the bourgeoisie occasion-

. ally spit on their boss' bald spot, 
·to use Trotslt:y' s simile about the 
fascist bureaucracy, it is because 
of their kinship to its plebian 
left-wing. 

Not only do the Marxists not ac
cept the police as class brOthers, 
but.they pose the question of abo 1-
ishing the police function in the 
demand for worlrers defense guards, 
as part of a program of transi tional 
dem~nds and in the process of creat
ing a dual power against the bour
geois state, and all of its execu
tive, legislative and jUdicial 
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apparatus, in the process of pre
paring the socialist revolution. 

The revolutionary Marxists must, 
however, not be content with merely 
understanding phenomena, but must 
determine in every si tuation how the 
interests of the working class can 
best be defended and advanced. 

Sanitation men and firemen are 
workers in the Marxist sense. Their 
labor power is bought by the City 
and used for functions necessary 
not only under the capitalist mode 
of production, but which will also 
continue--at least in its first 
stages--under socialism. The 
pollce,as municipal employees, are 
negotiating a contract with the Ci ty, 
at the same time as these other 
"uniformed services". 

The use of the Taylor Law or the 
National Guard to break the police 
strike~ should they go out again, 
or to punish them for the past 
strike,would not only be a promise 
of things to come for other City and 

State workers, but would also act 
to strengthen the ruling class' 
rising offensive against the wages 
and living standards of all worlcers. 

Without the slightest illusion 
that the police are workers, the 
labor movement must oppose the use 
of both of these ruling class weapons 
against them,as a direct attack on 
itself. The rank and file of the 
entire labor movement must demand 
that their leaderships enter into 
a united front and a binding com
mi tment for a general strike in the 
event· that either strike-brealcing 
weapon is resorted to by the City. 

The use of the capitalist state r S 

repressive machinery against a sec
tion of its own repressive forces, 
should also help make clear that an 
independent political party of the 
working class, a labor party, is a 
necessary instrument at this point, 
in order to defend the interests of 
workers from the increasing attacks 
of the ruling class. 

STATE AND REVOLUTION IN LATIN AMERICA - Part III 

Bonapartism and Property Relations 

In Latin America,as in other under-developed sectors of the world, the 
developing crisis of world capitalism has resulted in a sharp increase 
in struggle against both domestic exploiters and foreign imperialists 
whose super-profits are acquired by draining and distorting the economy, 
thereby assuring its continued baclcwardness. 

~ Chile,the "socialist"-reform
i~nd liberal-bourgeois bloc in 
the Unidad Popular,has been called 
upon to save the bourgeois state, 
by sowing the illusions that addi
tional reforms and a more extensive 
nationalization program--the baruc
rupt Chri stian Democratic party had 
also been committed to nationa~ : 
zations--will produce "sociali~ : 

In other Latin American military-: 
police states such as Peru, or in 
the as yet unconsolidated Bolivian 
variety, the Bonapartist leaderships 
have announced not only reforms, but 
that they are also "revolutionists". 
In so doing, the Latin American 
Bonapartists join a growing n~ber 
of military regimes in the Middle 
East, Asia and Africa l\Tho had ear
lier proclaimed themselves to be 
"revolutlontsts" and "socialists". 

Prodded by the rising struggles 
of the masses for a better life,and 
t~cing advantage of US-Soviet anta
gonisms, and of inter-imperialist 
rivalries, these ruling circles are 
adopting "anti-imperialist" postures, 
are demanding a greater share of the 
profits which imperialism syphons off 
and are even nationalizing--with 
compensation--imperialist holdings. 

Even the Shah of Iran, the very 
model of an imperialist laclcey, who 
had tried to prevent the nationali
zation of the oil industry by his 
premier Mossadegh in 1953, and who 
was returned to power by a CIA- ~ ... 
organized "revolt",now,in the name V 
of a bloc of 10 oil producing coun
tries which includes Venezuela, 
threatens the western imperialists 
with an oil embargo unless a sub
stantial price increase is forth-
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coming. Gen Levingston has now 
also announced the military junta l s 
plans for the "Argentinization" of 
the economy. 
rThe" social-reformists and Bona
p~sts hope to resolve the grow
ing crises of their respective coun
tries by using the state to accumu
late the necessary investment capi
tal to achieve modern industrial 
capitalist Societi~~ 

They have been a Ie, in this peri
od,to more confidently assert their 
national rights against a wealrened 
and conflict-ridden imperialism. 

As in the Russian folk-tale, in 
which the family sleigh escapes the 
wolf-pacit by throwing it its own 
offspring,the bourgeoisie in Latin 
America as elsewhere, through its 
Bonapartist regimes, also attempts 
to safeguard capitalist property 
relations by redistributing to the 

. p-easants the latifundia which they 
had often already seized, and by 
nationalizing the properties of 
wealthy individuals,usually with 
generous compensation. 

Both the social-reformists and 
Bonapartists hope to "discipline" 
the worlrers, by placing their organi
zations under state control; the 
first, by "voluntary" means, with 
the "democratic consent" of the 
workers;the second,by police-state 
measures. In either case,the high
er rate of exploitation is expected 
to fuel the -development of "social
ism",i.e.,a capitalist development 
of the productive forces with the 
help of th~ st~te. 

Engels ,in hi'S letter to Bernstein 
in 1881, had the following to say 
about "socialism" of this lrind: 

"To describe every interference of 
the state in free competition-
.•• tobacco monopoly,nationaliza
tion of branches of industry ••• 
the royal porcelain factory--as 
"socialism" is a sheer falsifica
tion by the Manchester bourgeoisie 
in their own interests ••• this al
leged socialism is nothing but, 
on the one hand, feudal reaction 
and, on the other, a pretext for 
squeezing out money,with the sub
ordinate intention of converting 
as many proletarians as possible 

into officials and pensioners 
dependent on the state, of organiz
ing alongside of the disciplined 
army of soldiers and civil offi
cials a similar army of worlrers. 
Pressure on voters exercised by 
superiors in the state apparatus 
instead of by factory overseers 
--a fine sort of socialism! But 
that r s what you get if you believe 
the bourgeoisie what they don't 
believe themselves but only pre
tend to believe: that the state 
means socialism •.. " 

L:ihi more free competition is trans
formed into monopoly, states Engels 
in Socialism,Utopian and Scientific, 
the greater need is there for the 
state to become involved in produc
tion. But their conversion into 
state property does not do away with 
the capitalist nature of the produc
tive forces. The state remains as 
before: 

"the organiZation that bourgeois 
society takes on in order to sup
port the external conditions of 
the capitalist mode of production 
against the encroachments, as well 
of the worlters as of individual 
capitalists ••• 
"The more ••• does it ... become the 
national capitalist, the more 
citizens does it exploit. The 
workers remain wage workers ... -
proletarians. The capitalist 
relation is not done away ld th. 
It is rather brought toa h~ 

In The Origin of the Family,Pri-
vate Property and the State,Engels 
also defines the phenomenon of Bona
partism, which appears in advanced 
as well as in under-developed coun
tries as a concomitant of capi tali st 
crises: 

" ••. periods occur in which the war
ring rilasses balance each other 
so nearly that the state power, 
as ostensible mediator, acquires 
for the moment, a certain degree 
of independence of both." 

But the state, the public authori ty 
which has at its disposal armed 
forces,police and pris.ons, remains 
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n~ertheless, a bourgeois state. 
L!rotslcy points out (Writings of 

Leon Trotsky, 1938-39) that the 
Bonapartist rulers of a bacltward 
country such as Mexico, balance in 
a more complicated way, must veer, 
not only betw'een a wealt national 
bourgeoi sie and a "relatively power
ful proletariat", but also bet~n 
foreign and domestic capitalis~ 

.such .a...gOY'...ex..nment f.Unctions eithe~ 
as an lnstrument of imperialism,in 

~the form~ - a e or 
to maneu lth ro etari t 

a nst imEerialism in order to win 
-~nceSSlons :fialiL [~: in~lXcumsEan~. 

ces in which its hands are ~~ bI 
WerHaT" and external dj f'f1 wities:~ 
~ nati ooal j zat1 on measures .:wh1 cb 

--.are taken by the government saieL 
_' ~1:_<L~kY-;Yare :entlteI;y: wIthin the -" 
sto~n Q .. L_§.j:;atJ3 c~i tali sm. " 

Where the bourgeoIs government, 
"without letting the real power es
cape from its hands", aslts the work
ers to participate in the management 
of nationalized industry,the revo
lutionary Marxists have a two-fold 
taslc--to take adVantage of the net'l 
situation and support the partici
pation of the worlters, while also 
clearly demonstrating that the 
government remains a government of 
the exploiters,that they must then 
~o on to the "conquest of power", 
to the overthrow of the bourgeoi sie.' 

However, without the leadership 
of the revolutionary Marxist party, 
the bourgeois regime, "through the 
intermediary of controlled trade 
unions ... can hold the worlcers in 
check, exploit them cruelly and 
p~yze their resistance." 
~re6$ the ~ et Union went 

throu h a rocess of degenera ~ 
in which a new ty' e ona artist 
r~ime was able to usurp the power . 

:[rom the working cJass~ ~uba~~~ 
able to r e at e ~ration : 

o uct of the first worlcers' sate: 
~~--~~--~~-o-u~-r-a-v--n--achi-e-v-e~-- ; 

a workers' revolut on 
en n, n State and Revolution,a 

work which the October Revolution 
in Russia caused him to end abruptly, 
resurrected the revolutionary teach-! 
lng of I·1arx and Engels on the state ' 
from the accumulated reformism under 
which it had been buried by the 

leaders of the Second International. 
In the lower phase of communism, 

usually called socialism,the means 
of production become the property 
of the whole of society. For an 
equal amount of labor, the producers 
in the "cooperative commonwealth", 
receive an equal amount of the arti
cles of consumption. Equality seems 
to reign supreme. 
~~ these producers are unequal 

i heir reqUirements and capabili
ties. For real equality in consump
tion to exist, the distribution 
WOUld also have to be unequal. This 
"equality",therefore, in a society 
which has just emerged from capi tal
ism, and which still bears its birth 
marks t must still be measured by the 
standard of bour~eois right. 

Lenin quotes from Marxis Critique 
of the Gotha Program: 

"Right can never be higher than the 
economic structure of society and 
its cultural development condi
tioned thereby." 

Socialism is not yet at a point e 
whereby it can achieve the communist 
equality embodied in the phrase, 
"From each according to his ability, 
to each according to his needs!" 

Bourgeois right cannot exist, how
ever t wi thout a source of compul si on, 
a bourgeois state, to enforce it'. 
The "dictatorship of the proletari
at" ,the workers' state in the first 
phase of communism, therefore,said 
Lenin, is a "bour~eois state,with
out the bOUrgeOisi~tlll 

But the October evolution occur
red in a backward and isolated coun
try, in which a Bonapartist caste 
subsequently developed, which usurped 
the power from the working class. 
The Soviet state is not "socialist", 
but a transitional state between 
capitalism and socialism,which can 
still move in either direction. 
Recent developments point to the 
growing danger of the latter road. 

However, the Soviet bloc, China, 1~ 
Yugoslavia and Cuba are all still ~ 
"bourgeois states,without the bour
geoisie",in which Bonapartist for
mations and not the workers, exer
cize political power. 

(to be continued) 


