No. 20 B July 1985 B $3.00

—

Information, Education, Discussion

BULLETIN in Defense of Marxism

Published by expelied members of the Socialist Workers Party, Fourth Intemationalist Tendency

The SWP Convention Must Act to Heal the Split

byithe E 1z iNational Coordinators i« e v s oo se damsmvie s v 1
What Will the Next SWP Convention Reveal?
DY S eV B OO T o e e e oot « oo iabe » 2

The Second Emergency National Conference
For a United Anti-Intervention Movement _
L R S S 6 oot S5 A i S S S o A

SWP in San Francisco Bay Area Attacked by Right-Wing Thugs. .......

F.L.T. National Conference Affirms Orientation to SWP
byiStuart Brown ¥serreRees s T s, ¢ ol s i Vsl IR aet ke o 9

George Lavan Weissman Honored at N.Y. Meeting
by NaomiFAllen & = . TEEC. LR e P s i ko8 11

Behind the Crisis of Leadership in the SWP
The Loss of Confidence and the Abandonment of Marxism
By AR r ARG L OV s Bt e o e e i 15

Half-Truths and Cover-ups
Intercontinental Press and the Militant on Indochinese History

DY Vi VN Y S s e e W e o s L e 21
The Consequences of Barnesism in Canada

R A S e oo S B Rt A S s S S el DAY LINED S ot 24
Canadian Fourth Internationalists Call Convention................... 28

Don't ‘Tighten’ the SWP More, or You'll Strangle It to Death
Introduction to a New Pamphlet by James P. Cannon

DY GEOTge B e A e e ot e B A s 29
From the Arsenal of Marxism

Antonio Gramsci on the ‘Democratic Dictatorship’ Concept. .. -...... 33
et erS s et g e e W i . e TN et ot e s T 34




BULLETIN in Defense of Marxism, No. 20, July 1985
Closing date June 10, 1985
Send correspondence and subscriptions to Bulletin IDOM, P.O. Box 1317, New York, NY 10009

The Bulletin in Defense of Marxism is published by the Fourth Internationalist Tendency, founded by
members expelled from the Socialist Workers Party because we opposed abandoning the Trotskyist
principles and methods on which the SWP was founded and built for more than a half century.

Denied the right, specified in the SWP constitution and by Leninist norms, of a full and free discussion
of all programmatic changes, we were subjected first to gag rules and slander and finally to wholesale
expulsions. The present leadership has resorted to these bureaucratic methods in order to impose their
revisionist political line upon the party without discussion or approval by the membership.

We are now forced to organize and conduct this discussion outside the SWP. Our aim is to encourage
discussion and debate within the party by those seeking to defend revolutionary Marxism and to bring
about our reinstatement in the party.

We firmly believe that the present leaders of the SWP cannot avoid that discussion through organi-
zational measures and expulsions. The relevant issues will increasingly appear on the agenda as their new
course comes into conflict with the reality of the class struggle in the U.S. and around the world.

“All members of the party must begin to study, completely dispassionately and with utmost honesty, first the
essence of the differences and second the course of the dispute in the party. . . . It is necessary to study both the one
and the other, unfailingly demanding the most exact, printed documents, open to verification by all sides. Whoever
believes things simply on someone else’s say-so is a hopeless idiot, to be dismissed with a wave of the hand.”

—V.I. Lenin, “The Party Crisis,” Jan. 19, 1921.

BULLETIN IDOM EDITORIAL BOARD: Naomi Allen, Steve Bloom, George Breitman, Laura Cole, Frank Lovell, Sarah Lovell, Bill Onasch,
Christine Frank Onasch, George Saunders, Evelyn Sell, Rita Shaw, Adam Shils, Jean Tussey

To subscribe to Bulletin in Defense of Marxism, send $24 for 12 monthly issues or $15 for 6 issues to
Bulletin IDOM, P.O. Box 1317, New York, N Y 10009
Back issues are $3 each



THE SWP CONVENTION MUST ACT TO HEAL THE SPLIT
by the F.I.T. National Coordinators

The May plenum of the SWP National
Committee has issued a call for the next
party convention to take place in
August. This will be the third such
gathering since the unprecedented mass
purge of oppositionists from the SWP was
completed in January 1984. It is urgent
that the delegates to this convention
begin the process of healing the split
imposed on the SWP by the factional
actions of the Barnes leadership.

At the 1985 World Congress, the
Fourth International demanded that those
who had been expelled from'the party--
who had reorganized themselves in the
Fourth Internationalist Tendency and
Socialist Action -- be readmitted. It is
four months since the congress, but the
elected 1leadership of the SWP, the Po-
litical Committee and National Commit-

tee, has refused to take any action to
comply with this demand. Instead these
bodies have continued their course of

excluding the expelled members from any
contact with the SWP, refusing to re-
spond to correspondence from us, and
generally treating us, unjustifiably, as
opponent organizations.

There are indications that the
leadership of the party is presently
concerned about improving relations,

which have deteriorated significantly in
the last few years, with sections of the
Fourth International in other countries
and with the International itself. This
is all to the good. But a major obstacle
to improved relations between the SWP
and others in the FI continues to be the
organizational expulsion and exclusion
of those whose sole "crime" was to seek
to defend their political views through
a democratic debate and discussion with-
in the SWP. This must be corrected for
the good of the SWP and the FI.

We were arbitrarily expelled be-

cause the central leaders of the SWP
have been unwilling to face an open
debate and discussion within the party
on their theoretical and programmatic

revisions--changes on such fundamental

questions as permanent revolution, po-
litical revolution, and the application
of the transitional program and the

united-front defense of the interests of

workers and their allies. A leadership
which resorts to such organizational
methods for dealing with political dif-
ferences reveals a lack of confidence in

its own ideas and program, and in the
capacity of the membership to exercise
its democratic right to decide such

issues after hearing all sides.

The SWP has already had two precon-
vention discussions from which we were
excluded and it is presently involved in
a third. The kind of onesided discussion
which occurred before the last two con-
ventions (and which promises to be re-
peated for this one), spiced with slan-

ders of the expelled opposition pre-
sented in the guise of "information"
while prohibiting members from any con-

tact with us or from hearing our views,
can never resolve the differences on
important issues which have been raised
as a result of the retreat from Marxism
by the Barnes leadership.

The bureaucratic norms imposed on
the party provided an organizational
device for the political purge of cri-
tics and potential critics of the
majority faction. These norms were thor-
oughly repudiated by the World Congress
delegates in acting on our appeals, and
must be reversed if the SWP is to regain
authority and influence in our world
movement.

The August 1985 SWP convention must
act! The convention can and should carry
out the decision of the wWorld Congress
on the appeals of the expelled members
for reintegration in the party. It must
reverse the bureaucratic "norms" of the
Barnes faction; it must open the discus-

sion in the party and return to demo-
cratic centralist practices essential
for building revolutionary mass parties

of the Fourth International; it must let

the party membership decide the issues
in dispute after a full and democratic
Gebatel

If readmitted to the party, we, for
our part, will pledge to abide by the
decisions of the majority, even though
we may disagree with them. We will build
the SWP as we have always done -- in a
loyal and disciplined manner.

June 8, 1985



WHAT WILL THE NEXT SWP CONVENTION REVEAL?

by Steve Bloom

A meeting of the SWP National Com-
mittee held early in May adopted the
call for a national convention of the
party to take place from August 10 to
15. This will be the third convention of
the SWP in less than 13 months, all of
them occurring since the mass purge of
oppositionists by the Barnes leadership.
Those of us who disagree with the pro-
grammatic and theoretical changes im-
posed by that leadership after the end

of the 1981 party convention have been
barred from participating in the discus-
sion process in the party--though a

discussion which includes all points of
view 1is an absolute necessity if the
issues in dispute are to be resolved in

a democratic fashion.

On May 4 the latest convention call
was sent out to branches in a letter
signed by Jack Barnes. It is also pub-
lished in SWP Information Bulletin, No.
1l in 1985.  In the same bulletin, a let-
ter by Larry Seigle appears, "Organizing

for the Party Convention." Judging from
the text of the call, the National Com-
mittee didn't take very much time to

consider what kind of convention the SWP
needs right now.

The most pressing issue by far that
the party faces is: What to do about the
decision made by the 1985 World Congress
of the Fourth International concerning
the appeal of the expelled members? The
delegates to that congress demanded that

the SWP reverse the political purge
carried out by its leadership and rein-
tegrate into the party those who were
members of the Fourth 1Internationalist

Tendency and Socialist Action. Yet there
is not even a place on the agenda of the
August convention to discuss this prob-
lem.
The agenda established in the call
is:
1. State of the Farm Movement in
the United States and Party Tasks
2. The Fight for Black Liberation
Today
3. The State of the Unions and the
Party's Industrial Union Fractions
4. Political Resolution:
"Revolutionary Perspective and
Leninist Continuity in the United
States"
5. Organization Reports
6. Election of National Committee

Thinking party members, on reading
this agenda, may well ask whether it is
really more important to discuss the
party's approach to the farm movement in

the U.S., or reconsider a political
resolution that has already been dis-
cussed and voted on twice before--and

published in the New International--than
it 1is to decide on the SWP's relation-
ship to the world party of socialist
revolution, the Fourth International.
Nothing 1less than this is at stake 1in
the proposal to ignore the decisions of
the World Congress at the August meeting
of the SWP's highest body.

A refusal to act favorably on the
case of the expelled members at the con-
vention will come on top of the inaction
up to now of the party's Political Com-
mittee and National Committee. The NC
has held two meetings since the World
Congress but has done nothing to comply
with the congress's demand--for the
restoration of Fourth Internationalist
unity in the United States through read-

mission of the expellees into the SWP.
* * *

Party members will know what to
expect under points 1 and 3 of the pro-
posed agenda, because Information Bulle-
tin No. 1 in 1985 prints reports on
them--by John Gaige and Joel Britton,
respectively. These were approved by the
NC in May. They also know what point 4
is about, because although Seigle refers
to a "new political resolution" in his
letter, it is in fact the same document
that has been voted on twice before.

What the report on Black liberation
will cover is not yet clear. No document
on this will be submitted to the conven-
tion or preconvention discussion. In-
stead, there will be a "report to the
convention, which will be worked up by
the Political Committee." After the
convention, the NC "will discuss the
report further, and take the next step
in the preparation of a document on this
subject.” =

But at least there will be some
attention paid to the Black movement,
even though there will be nothing avail-
able in written form to discuss and vote
on when convention delegates are chosen.
That's more attention than the equally
neglected women's movement will receive
at this convention. The NC's decision on




this at its May meeting was that the
next NC =-- the one to be elected in
August -- "begin work next fall on pre-
paring reports and/or resolutions on an

additional key aspect of the Political
Resolution: the fight for women's liber-
ation today."

* * *

One point which will be of interest
is the nature of the preconvention dis-
cussion which takes place this time. The
purge of oppositionists before the con-
vention last August eliminated most of
those in the party who would have spoken
out against the leadership's new line.
This was reflected in the SWP Discussion
Bulletin for the August 1984 convention,
which contained far fewer articles than

before previous conventions -~ even
during times when there were less cru-
cial political issues in dispute. Still
there were a number of articles last
summer which challenged aspects of the
present party leadership's policies and
proposals. :

Then, during the very course of the
convention itself, Eileen Gersh from
Philadelphia, who had been the author of
an opposition platform calling for the
maintenance of the programmatic tra-
ditions of the SWP, was expelled. This,
no doubt, sent a message to others in
the party. The result could only be an
intensification of the general at-
mosphere of intimidation against anyone
who raised a voice in protest. Combined
with the overall crisis in the party--
loss of membership, continued disorien-
tation regarding the U.S. class strug-
gle, etc.-~this resulted in a discussion
before the SWP's pre-World Congress
convention last January which turned out
to be the smallest in the history of the
party.

It has always been axiomatic in the
SWP, until recent years, that an in-
formed, active, self-confident member-
ship, one that is able and willing to
participate in discussions about the
broad array of issues and problems
facing the revolutionary movement, is
the surest sign of a healthy Leninist
organization. If that is true, then the
SWP today is suffering from a deep ma-
laise. We will be able to assess this
more clearly after we see what happens
during the current preconvention period.

It is of some significance that the
Young Socialist Alliance is suffering
from an even more advanced stage of this
disease. During the period before the
last YSA convention, which took place on
May 25-27 in Chicago, only two YSA Dis-
cussion Bulletins appeared--and of these
only one contained any discussion ar-
ticles. The other was taken up by the

draft political resolution entitled,
"The fight against imperialist war and
building the YSA today," presented by
the National Executive Committee.

* * *

The latest SWP convention call in-
troduces one conscious and premeditated
change in the organization of the SWP's
preconvention discussion which should be
taken note of. Up to the 1981 convention
the established custom in the party was

for the Discussion Bulletin published
before a convention to contain any and
every article written for it and sub-

mitted by members of the party.

This tradition was followed because
it guaranteed that the membership had a
chance, at least once every two years,
to communicate ideas to others and raise
criticisms in an unrestricted way. This
method of holding the preconvention
discussion made for some lengthy reading
at times, but that was always considered
part of the unavoidable overhead of a
democratic party--an overhead far
outweighed by the benefits which were
achieved from encouraging the free ex-
change of ideas.

Then, before the 1984 convention,
something new was introduced. Contribu-
tions to be printed in the bulletin

would be limited to four per member, and
must be relevant to the points on the
agenda listed in the convention call or
"others they may wish to propose." But
these were not particularly significant
restrictions. Very few comrades ever
contributed more than four articles, and
since no limit on the length of indi-
vidual articles was imposed this meant
very little in practice. The same was
true for the relevancy requirement--
since there are very few guestions that
are not relevant in some way at some
point on a convention agenda.
Nevertheless, the idea of restrict-

ing the discussion was introduced
through these measures. Now in the lat-
est call we have something new, and

entirely different. It states, "In edit-
ing the Discussion Bulletin the Polit-
ical Committee shall be guided by the
party's norm guaranteeing that all
points of view within the party bearing
on the decisions before the party con-
vention are adequately presented to the
membership." No longer, apparently, does
a member with a particular point of view

have the right to decide how her or his
own views should be "“adequately pre-
sented" to the party. That right now

belongs to the Political Committee.

Such a provision for the preconven-
tion discussion sets a very dangerous
precedent. It can clearly become the
pasis for abuse by the leadership. Even



if it is not applied in the present
discussion, a strong danger exists for
the future. The last formal right re-
maining to SWP members--the right to
express their own views, in their own
way and without restriction, during the
preconvention discussion--is being un-
dermined.

Of course, there is no law which
states that the old tradition of the
party--that everything submitted to the
bulletin should be printed--is the only
way to function and must hold true for
all time. One can imagine a situation
where the membership of the revolu-
tionary organization grows to the point
where this is no longer practical. But

the present party leaders are intro-
ducing new restrictions at a time when
the party membership is shrinking, not

expanding, and at a time which calls for
measures to stimulate participation in
the discussion by the rank and file, not
for inhibiting it further.

The drying up of discussion in
SWP 1is one of the clear signs of
present crisis in the party. The
that, given this reality, the
leadership takes a step which could
allow it to further reduce open debate
is a clear sign of its own degeneration
as a leadership, and of its retreat from
the construction of a genuine revolu-
tionary Marxist vanguard in the USA. 0
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THE SECOND EMERGENCY NATIONAL CONFERENCE
For a United Anti-Intervention Movement

by Evelyn Sell
The full name of the conference saults on women's rights, erosion of
explains our central, major focus: the <civil rights and civil liberties--all
Emergency National Conference BAgainst are part and parcel of the same policies

U.S. Military Intervention in Central

America/the Caribbean.
Since our answer to

consistent with

"What next?" is
our approach from the
beginning, I'm going to read you parts
of the action proposal adopted at our
first conference held in Cleveland last
September, and then I'll read from our
statement to the March 30 meeting of the
National Steering Committee of the April
Actions for Peace, Jobs and Justice.

First from the action proposal
adopted last September:

"In the face of what is clearly an
emergency situation, the need for the
U.S. anti-intervention movement to close
ranks and unite now is absolutely crit-
ical. Given the overwhelming majority
sentiment of the U.S. population against
the government's interventionist poli-
cies, the significant growth of this
sentiment in the labor movement, and
international opposition, the interven-
tion can be stopped and new escalations
prevented. But it will take united mas-
sive actions Jjoining together anti-
interventionist trade unionists, peace
groups, solidarity networks, the reli-
gious community, the women's rights
movement, minorities, seniors, students
and all others who oppose the govern-
ment's interventionist policies. The
more the relationship is understood
between the U.S. government's war poli-
cies in Central America/the Caribbean
and economic and social conditions with-
in the United States, the more possible
it becomes to build a truly broad and
united anti-intervention movement. Union
busting, mass unemployment, runaway bud-
get deficits, cuts in social programs,
deteriorating conditions for Blacks,
Hispanics, and other minorities, as-

This article is based on a talk at a
forum in Los Angeles on April 26, 1985.
The call for the Second Emergency Na-
tional Conference (Minneapolis, June 21-
23, 1985, was reprinted
IDOM, No. 19, 1985.

in  Bulletin

that promote U.S. interventionism.

"The key to achieving unity lies in
organizing the anti-intervention move-
ment on a non-partisan and non-exclu-
sionary basis. The aim must be to unite
all opponents of interventionism regard-
less of political philosophy or affilia-
tiotcees

"It is through organizing mass
demonstrations in the streets that the
entire anti-intervention movement comes
together. Such demonstrations have the
greatest impact on the thinking and
consciousness of the American people....

"The U.S. anti-intervention and
anti-nuclear movements are natural al-
lies. ... Unity in action by the anti-
intervention and anti-nuclear movements
--s0 vitally needed today--can pave the
way for demonstrations in the months
ahead of a size and magnitude without
precedent.”

Of the action proposals adopted at
the first Emergency National Conference
one was for demonstrations on April 20,
1985. The Continuations Committee of the
Emergency National Conference partici-

pated, at national and local levels, in
organizing and building the very suc-
cessful marches and rallies which took

place last week.

As the April 20 date drew nearer
and nearer, and as enthusiasm and sup-
port for April 20 grew all around the
country, people began to talk about
continuing the coalitions which had been
formed. At the March 30 meeting of the
National Steering Committee of the April
Actions for Peace, Jobs and Justice, the
representative from the Emergency Na-
tional Conference Continuations Commit-
tee, Jim Lafferty, made a statement
explaining the goals of the second con-
ference:

"This Second Emergency
Conference has been called in recogni-
tion of the clear and urgent necessity
for continued actions after April 22nd.
Reagan's open threats to overthrow the
government of Nicaragua and the brutal
bombing in El Salvador; his continued

National



support for
South Africa;
wise unjust policies at home,
room for doubt on this score.

"This Conference has also been
called in recognition of one of the key

the racist government of
and his racist and other-
leave no

lessons learned from the anti-Vietnam
war movement, namely: that there were
often gaps between actions and that

these gaps were costly in terms of the
momentum and growth of that movement. We
believe that we must not make that
mistake again--rather, that we must
conduct ourselves so as to ensure that
there will be a continuous program of
mobilizations in the streets of America.
"This Conference has also been
called in recognition of yet another
lesson from the Vietnam war years: that
the movement is strongest when it is
united. 1In this regard, we applaud the
‘unity in action' that has been achieved
through all of our efforts, in this
coalition. Accordingly, as we state in
the attached 'call': 'THE PURPOSE OF THE
SECOND EMERGENCY NATIONAL CONFERENCE IS
TO MAINTAIN AND DEEPEN THAT UNITY IN
ORDER TO MOUNT EVER LARGER AND MORE
POWERFUL MASS MOBILIZATIONS AND TO FUR-
THER STRENGTHEN THE ENTIRE MOVEMENT.'"
In his statement Lafferty urged the

April Actions Coalition to continue
after April 22, and to be the ones to
initiate a call for national mobiliza-

tions in the fall of 1985.

Many of you agree with the general
idea of organizing massive, united ac-
tions in the fall as part of a contin-

uing campaign against U.S. intervention-
ism. Agreement in general, however, does

Permanent Revoluﬂon
in Nicaragua

by Paul Le Blanc

This study offers a detailed analysis
of the dynamics of the revolutionary
process in Nicaragua. Based on a
variety of English-language sources
and translations, it explores the socio-
economic and historical background
of the 1979 revolution and the
political forces that were involved. It
goes on to examine the advances, the
problems. and the general trajectory
of the Nicaraguan Revolution from
July 1979 to September 1983.
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not automatically mean agreement on
exactly how to do this most effectively.
There are always problems in working out
what to do, how to do it, who to work
with--and other such questions. I want
to call your special attention to two
key components of any future anti-inter-
vention activities: the solidarity orga-
nizations and the labor movement.

At the first Emergency National
Conference in Cleveland, the
representative of the FMLN-FDR received
a standing ovation after he spoke. 1In
fact, he received the longest and loud-
est applause of any speaker during our
conference. We have invited the FMLN-FDR
to speak at our Second Emergency Nation-
al Conference, and organizers of the
conference have held meetings--at the
national level--with solidarity organi-
zations to discuss conference arrange-
ments. We hope that this will be the
attitude of all organizers of anti-
intervention activities. We urge every-
one to organize activities with this
same spirit of understanding the im-
portance of the solidarity organizations
and working together with them for unity
in action.

Labor involvement in the first ENC
was an outstanding feature of that
gathering,. and there is even greater

labor endorsement and leadership for the
second conference.

The Emergency National
has made--and will continue to make--
every possible effort to bring about
understanding and unity in action of the
diverse groups that make up the movement
against U.S. intervention. We were suc-
cessful 1in doing this at our first con-
ference and we are continuing to do the
same--on an even broader and larger
scale--for our second conference. For
example, since our call was distributed
just last weekend, the CISPES group in
Cleveland unanimously voted to endorse
the conference.

I urge everyone here to also work
for a unified movement that can success-
fully challenge U.S. government policies

Conference

attacking working people at home and
abroad, policies which include support
to South African apartheid, policies

which include U.S. military intervention
in Central America and the Caribbean,
policies which can lead to nuclear de-
struction of our planet.

The old slogan of the union move-
ment must be our slogan too: an injury
to one is an injury to all. And, to
slightly modify the words of the union
song: what 1is weaker than the feeble
strength of one but in solidarity we are
strong. D



SWP IN SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA ATTACKED BY RIGHT-WING THUGS

An example of how attacks from
right-wing extremists can and should be
countered 1is provided by the defense
recently mounted against a series of
assaults on the Socialist Workers Party
in California.

The attacks began in San Jose on
April 27 when the SWP organized an edu-
cational conference on the lessons of
Vietnam. That was when the right-wing

thugs showed up in force. They were un-
able to disrupt the conference, but they
returned the next day. About 200 of them
armed with stones and clubs trapped 17
members of the SWP and Young Socialist
Alliance in the party headquarters. The
socialists were evacuated under police
protection. For the next three weeks the
right-wingers carried on a campaign of
intimidation, demanding that socialists
"get out of San Jose." During the night
of May 16-17 all the windows of the
SWP's San Jose headquarters were
smashed.

This was the prelude to a five-day
speaking tour in the Bay Area by Diane
Wang. A national representative of the
SWP, Wang visited Vietnam and Kampuchea
in 1984 and wrote about her travels. Her
first meeting was in San Jose on May 18
at the cleaned-up bookstore and head-
quarters of the SWP. She gave two
classes in the afternoon. A rally in the
evening celebrated the 1975 victory of
the revolution in Vietnam.

About 100 right-wing thugs were on
hand throughout the day and evening.
They hurled epithets and stones and
brandished clubs. They burned the
Vietnamese flag and pictures of Marx,
Lenin, and Ho Chi Minh. At one point
some of them rushed towards the meet-
ing's monitors who were stationed out-
side the building. They knocked down a
Black camerawoman from TV channel 8
DSVW, but failed to destroy the film
which was shown on the evening news
broadcast.

On May 21 Diane Wang spoke in
Francisco at the SWP headquarters and
bookstore in the largely working class
Mission District. For a weekday meeting
it was well attended. It was also well
protected. The SWP had called on unions
and radical organizations for help to

San

monitor the meeting and guard against
right-wing attacks. The police were also
notified.

Right-wingers had distributed leaf-
lets in San Jose calling on the Viet-
namese community to help "drive out the
Communists" and promising to disrupt SWP
meetings in San Francisco and Oakland.
Those who showed up in the Bay area were
the same thugs who had been seen in San
Jose -- but they were less successful in
San Francisco and Oakland. The Militant
(June 7) reported that in San Francisco
"several of the thugs tried to charge
the bookstore but were unable to break
through the large barricade of police."

It said, "The meeting ended success-
fally.. "
On the afternoon of May 22 Diane

Wang spoke at Merritt College in Oakland
without incident. About 30 thugs tried
to attend her meeting but were turned
away by campus security. The dean of the
college also showed up, taking direct
responsibility for the safety of Wang
and those attending her talk.

That evening Wang spoke at the SWP
bookstore in Oakland. Although notified,
the Oakland police arrived late and were
uncooperative. When the right-wing thugs

threw eggs at those attending the
meeting the cops "saw nothing."

The Diane Wang speaking tour suc-
ceeded in spite of the attempts to dis-

rupt it. Wang appeared on TV, spoke on
radio, helped sell socialist literature,
and raised several thousand dollars to
publish more literature. In addition,
her tour marks the start of a broadly
based c¢ivil liberties defense campaign
that can expose and help set back any
present schemes of right-wingers to
launch a witch-hunt against radicals and
the emerging antiwar movement.

The SWP has a valuable historical
heritage and a vast store of useful ex-
perience from the 1950s in defense of
civil 1liberties. This is what accounts
for the initial success of the Diane

Wang tour and the prospect of further

defense actions that it initiated. The
first thing the SWP did when its San
Jose headquarters was vandalized in

April was to call for help from everyone
who was outraged by the attacks of the



right-wing thugs or felt threatened by
the apparent compliance of the 1local
police.

On May 8 a community meeting was
called at the Amalgamated Transit Union
Local 265 hall in San Jose. In attend-
ance were representatives from the Santa
Clara County Council of Churches, the
Committee in Solidarity with the People
of El Salvador (CISPES), the Asian Law

Alliance, the American Civil Liberties
Union, the Free South Africa Movement,
the National Lawyers Guild, the Labor

Committee on El Salvador and Central
America, the All-African Peoples Revolu-
tionary Party, the National Organization
for Women (NOW), the Women's Interna-
tional League for Peace and Freedom, and
others as well as the most recent vic-
tims of vicious physical assault and

right-wing intimidation, the SWP and
Young Socialist Alliance.
At that meeting an exchange of

information and experience revealed that
almost everyone present had:been threat-
ened or victimized or knew someone who
had suffered the indignities of right-
wing assaults in their community. James
McEntee, director of the Human Relations
Commission for the city of San Jose,
reported that the San Jose Mercury News,
which ran a series of articles on Viet-
nam, was overwhelmed by phone calls from
a small group of organized right-wingers
attacking the articles. He said the
Vietnamese community was not responsible
for or supportive of the campaign.

The SWP publicized the fact that
San Jose police seemed to be implicated
with the right-wingers. Police chief
Joseph McNamara had pretended to know
nothing about the window smashing spree
at the SWP headquarters and seemed unin-
terested in investigating the incident.
He told an SWP representative that it's
not illegal for the right-wingers to
chant "Kill Communists." He said, "They
have a right to express their opinion."

Those present at the May 8 com-
munity meeting decided to call a mass
rally in defense of civil liberties in
June, the exact time, place, and list of
speakers to be decided at a future plan-
ning meeting.

During the five days of the Diane
Wang tour in the Bay Area the SWP sought
help from unions and radical organiza-
tions to monitor the meetings, not rely-
ing on police protection. At the San
Francisco meeting the ranks of monitors
defending it were swelled by on-the-spot
volunteers from the neighborhood who
joined in chanting, "Si Vietnam vencio,
El Salvador vencera. No Pasaran!"

It was reported that other

chants

developed spontaneously from the street-
wise volunteers: "Reagan's puppets will
not pass." And pointing to the Viet-
namese thugs, they chanted, "CIa, CIA,
CIA."

Those who, on short notice, joined
the organized defense as monitors in-
cluded individuals from Casa El Salvador
Farabundo Marti, Casa Cultura Nicara-
guense, Case Chile, CISPES, North Star
Network, and Vietnam Friendship Society.

Members of some unions also served as
monitors.

As the Diane Wang tour progressed
around the Bay Area many thousands

beyond those who attended her meetings
saw that the city police were present to
organize and protect the right-wing
rowdies. This impressed those who heard
Wang on radio and saw her on TvV. The
police were at her meetings to protect
the demonstrators, not the meetings.

As a result of right-wing vitupera-
tion and the perceived complicity of po-
litical authority at the local and prob-
ably national levels, plans for a civil
liberties defense rally were spurred on.
At the conclusion of Wang's speaking
tour on May 22 these plans "for a broad
speakout and assembly in San Jose" had
been endorsed by a wide range of orga-
nized political expression. Endorsers
included elected public officials in
Oakland and in Alameda County, repre-
sentatives of the clergy in the Bay
Area, faculty members at the University
of Santa Clara, union officials, student
activists in the anti-apartheid demon-
strations at the University of Califor-
nia at Berkeley, 1leaders in the Black
community and in the Mandela Coalition
at San Jose State University, outstand-

ing civil libertarians, and leaders in
the feminist movement.

The three main currents in the
working class political movement were
officially represented among the en-
dorsers. They are the East Bay Demo-
cratic Socialists of America; the Santa
Clara County Communist Party; and the

SWP and Young Socialist Alliance. This
comprehensive united front in defense of
the basic right to speak and be heard
promises well for coming struggles. The
date of the San Jose speakout was set
for June 28, 7 p.m., at St. Paul's
United Methodist Church, 405 South 10th
Street. -

We urge our readers to denounce the
right-wing attacks on the SWP in the San
Francisco Bay area. Write: Mayor Thomas
McEnery, 801 N. 1st St., San Jose, CA
95110; and Police Chief Joseph McNamara,
201 W. Mission St., San Jose, CA 95110.

June 10, 1985



F.I.T. NATIONAL CONFERENCE AFFIRMS ORIENTATION TO SWP
by Stuart Brown

The Second National Conference of
the Fourth Internationalist Tendency met
in New York on May 25-27. The delegates
from F.I.T. Local Organizing Committees
across the country voted overwhelmingly
to reaffirm the original platform of the
tendency, which spells out our political
perspectives as the reform of the So-
cialist Workers Party--winning the mem-
bership of the party back to the revolu-
tionary Marxist program which is being
steadily abandoned by the Barnes leader-
ship--and the reunification of the
Fourth Internationalist movement in the
United States within the SWP.

The conference had a
agenda:

1) World Movement Report

2) Tasks and Perspectives

3) Political Resolution

4) Election of NOC.

The NOC, or National Organizing Commit-
tee, is the highest decision-making body
of the F.I.T. between national con-
ferences.

The
Fourth
congress

four-point

report on developments in the
International since the World
in February 1985 was given by
Steve Bloom, one of the three national
coordinators of the F.I.T. This report
stressed the necessity of continuing to
push for a sustained programmatic and
theoretical struggle, involving our en-
tire world movement, against the revi-
sionist and liquidationist faction orga-
nized in the FI by the Barnes current.
The report discussed the progress
made as a result of the decisions of the

World Congress itself, as well as the
tasks which still remain to be ac-
complished. In particular, it noted the

motions passed by the congress delegates
demanding the readmittance to the party
of expelled SWP members, along with the
defense of the programmatic traditions
of the Fourth International. The con-
gress upheld a Trotskyist program while
avoiding the sectarian trap of simply
repeating old formulas from memory with-
out applying them to new events. In this
way it laid the basis for moving forward
on a world scale. (For a complete report
on what happened at the World Congress,
see Bulletin IDOM, No. 17.)

The reporter also noted more recent

developments, such as the shift which
has apparently been made by the Barnes
leadership of the SWP toward a friendli-
er attitude with regard to others in the
FI. It was noted that up to this point
this shift has been reflected in super-
ficial matters—--the tone of articles in
Intercontinental Press dealing with sec-
tions in other countries, reestablishing
correct formal relations with the United
Secretariat, etc. But there has been no
change in the political trajectory which
Barnes laid out in his anti-Trotskyist
speech, "Their Trotsky and Ours" (see
New International, Fall 1983) or in the
attitude of the party leadership toward
the expelled members--which are the keys
to improving relations between the SWP
and others in the FI.

The Tasks and Perspectives resolu-
tion which was adopted by the delegates,
and the report on it given by Bill
Onasch, another of the F.I.T. national
coordinators, concluded that there was
no basis to change the fundamental ori-
entation of the F.I.T., as spelled out

in our founding platform and in the
Tasks and Perspectives resolution
adopted by our first conference last
October. The F.I.T. is an expelled ten-

dency, which should, and would, still be

part of the SWP were it not for the
bureaucratic purge carried out by the
Barnes faction.

If we were still members of the
SWP, we would be fighting to win the
party membership away from the ideas of
the revisionist tendency in the

leadership. Our fundamental task remains
the same even though we have been ex-
pelled, although the forms through which
it 1is possible to carry it out are al-
tered dramatically. ’

At the same time, because of our
expulsion, it 1is essential for the
F.I.T. to undertake certain tasks that

go beyond those of a tendency within the
party. We have set up our own, function-
ing, national organization with its own
public press. We have been heavily in-
volved in mass activity--in particular
in the movement against U.S. interven-
tion in Central America and the Carib-
bean--and we try to organize that activ-
ity in a disciplined, Leninist fashion.



A small minority at the conference
--about 12 percent of the delegate votes
--supported a counterresolution which

called for a qualitative turn in the
GREETINGS FROM JAMES KUTCHER
I have to repeat what I said to

your first conference--that I regret my
inability to attend because of medical
reasons. I still have not attended my
first F.I.T. meeting of any kind, but I
have been able to read your bulletins,
pamphlets, and information letters and
in that way to keep up with your prob-
lems and activities. I am still too re-
moved from things to be able to comment
on the specific resolutions that your
conference will be discussing, but from
what I have read I know I am in complete
solidarity with your objectives.
Have you made progress since
conference in awakening the

your

first mem-

bers of the SWP to the dangerous course
that the leadership is taking? You can
tell that better than I can. But one
thing I am sure of is that our position

was greatly strengthened and reinforced
by the recent congress of the Fourth
International and its demand that we
should be reinstated in the SWP with all
the rights and responsibilities of other
members. Whatever the leadership may or
may not tell the SWP membership about
the congress decision on the appeal of
the expelled members, we can be sure
that the impact of this action by our
world movement will sooner or later be
felt by the membership.

I know that that does not automa-
tically mean our reinstatement, but it
is a moral defeat for those who expelled
us unjustly and a moral victory for
those who opposed the expulsions or want
to rescind them. It should encourage us
all to continue and improve our efforts,
especially between now and the SWP con-
vention in August. The fight is diffi-
cult, but it is not finished, and nobody
at this point can predict the outcome
with certainty, not even the SWP leader-
ship, which has been forced to shift its
ground a number of times in the last
year.

In most of the places where I have
written "you™ I should have written
"we." As long as we are guided by the
program of the Fourth International and

the traditions transmitted to us by
Trotsky and Cannon, I am sure that we
will find the right road, despite
obstacles and adversities that
temporarily deter us.
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work of the F.I.T. It proposed that
instead of focusing on the reform of the
SWP as our main task, which had been
correct before, the present situation
required that we place our primary at-
tention on efforts to unify with Social-
ist Action, another group of expelled
SWP members.

The Political Resolution and report
were presented by the third F.I.T. coor-
dinator, Evelyn Sell. She focused on the
new developments in the U.S. political
scene--April 20, the wave of campus
protests around apartheid, the stirrings
within the unions under attack--and how

these developments conflict with the
schematic notions presented by the SWP
in its political resolution which was
adopted at the party convention last
August and reaffirmed at the pre-World
Congress convention in January. Sell
stressed in particular the question of

method--the difference between the Marx-
ist approach of dialectical materialism,
and the empiricism practiced by the
leaders of the SWP.

As a supplement to this political
report, the conference also heard re-
ports on the current stage of the anti-

intervention struggle--including the
work being done to build the Second
Emergency National Conference scheduled
to take place June 21-23 in Minneapolis
--and on activities in Philadelphia to
protest the police fire-bombing of the
MOVE organization.

In attendance at the conference
were F.I.T. members and guests who
represented an average of 20 years ex-

perience in the Socialist Workers Party.
International guests came from the
United Secretariat of the Fourth Inter-
national and the Alliance for Socialist
Action in Canada. One of the guests
present, who was not yet a member of the
F.I.T., decided to join as a result of
listening to and participating in the
discussions which took place.

A highlight of the weekend was the
memorial meeting for George Lavan Weiss-
man held on Saturday evening, May 25. In
addition to the conference sessions for
reports and discussions by the dele-
gates, workshops were held on Sunday
evening to take up trade union work and

recruitment. A meeting of the new Na-
tional Organizing Committee after the
conference reelected the three national

coordinators of the F.I.T.--Evelyn Sell,
Bill Onasch, and Steve Bloom.

The next issue of the Bulletin IDOM
will publish material from the F.I.T.
national conference. O



GEORGE LAVAN WEISSMAN HONORED AT N.Y. MEETING
by Naomi Allen

More than 130 people crammed into
the Brecht Auditorium at the New York
Marxist School on Saturday night, May

25, to bid a final goodbye to veteran
SWP leader and activist George Lavan
Weissman. The Socialist Workers Party,

to which Weissman devoted his entire
adult political life, was conspicuous by
its failure to send either a message or
a representative.

The assembled friends, comrades,
and family members heard an array of
speakers talk about Weissman's life and
accomplishments, from his youthful sup-
port to the fight against Franco in the
Spanish Civil War to his dramatic appeal
for reinstatement in the SWP after his
1984 expulsion. Friends_and comrades
from all over the world sent messages to
the meeting.

The Fourth Internationalist Tenden-
cy, which sponsored the meeting, invited
speakers or messages from the SWP, the
United Secretariat of the Fourth Inter-
national, and Socialist Action. The
United Secretariat and SA each sent a
message and a speaker to deliver it.
The SWP sent neither, and even refused
to reply to the invitation. Messages
also arrived from the Partido Revolu-
cionario de los Trabajadores, Mexican
section of the Fourth International, and
the Socialist Workers Collective of
Toronto, an affiliate of the Canadian
Alliance for Socialist Action, which has
fraternal relations with the Fourth
International.

The organizers of the meeting an-
nounced the launching of a $10,000
George Lavan Weissman Memorial Publica-

Fund to continue and expand the
circulation of the Bulletin in Defense
of Marxism and to publish books and
pamphlets pertinent to Weissman's polit-—
ical activities. The fund letter is on
p.- 13 of this issue.

Those who addressed the meeting had
known George at different times of his
life, had worked with him in various
political campaigns or defense commit-
tees or party departments, and their
comments reflected the diversity of
George's accomplishments and the breadth
of his interests and knowledge. But they

tions
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also all sounded a common theme--appre-
ciation of the human qualities that made
George stand out among his peers--the
exceptional warmth, kindness, generosi-
ty, and sensitivity to other people's
needs that earned him the love of every-
one who came into contact with him and
the respect of even those whose polit-
ical views diverged sharply from his
own.

These personal qualities were more
than incidental to George's character.
They were a consequence of his vision of
a world without oppression and exploita-
tion. At the meeting, Marxist historian
and critic Annette Rubinstein para-
phrased Henry David Thoreau on the sub-
ject of those who claim to want to make
a new society. "Thoreau said, 'When a
traveling salesman tries to sell you
something, you expect he will carry a
sample with him. When these people try
to sell me the future world that I
should work for and believe in, I say,
Where 1is your sample of humanity that
will exist then?'" Rubinstein added,
"George was his own sample, and a very
good one."

The message from the United Secre-
tariat noted Weissman's link with the
early days of our movement: "The Fourth
International will remember George
Weissman as an outstanding representa-
tive of the founding generation of the
world Trotskyist movement. His life is
an illustration of how much can be done
by devoted and conscious revolutionists
acting in accordance with their under-
standing and their convictions, even
when they are only a tiny handful in a
world dominated by reaction and un-
reason. Very few in Weissman's time
could have lived a more useful or ful-
filled life, one more totally dedicated

to defending and advancing human
dignity."” .
George Breitman, a representative

and a friend of Weissman
for 40 vyears, described the circum-
stances that led George, during his
student days, to dedicate himself to the
revolutionary socialist movement. He
also reported the facts about Weissman's
expulsion from the SWP for "disloyalty"

of the F.I.T.



in 1984, as recounted in a letter that
is printed in "George Lavan Weissman's
Last Three Articles," an F.I.T. pamphlet
available at the memorial meeting.

Breitman strongly criticized the
Militant's obituary article about Weiss-
man, its former editor, because it
falsely said that he had "left" the SWP
as part of "a split" over organizational
and political differences. Weissman did
not leave--he was thrown out, and his
expulsion was part of a political purge
by the SWP leadership, not a "split." He
also said:

"The Militant's lie is all the more
repugnant because it is so blatant, so
easy to check and disprove. That is what
the recent World Congress of the Fourth
International did in the month before
George's death, when it received the
appeals for reinstatement in the SWP by
George and other members of the Fourth
Internationalist Tendency and Socialist
Action. The delegates to that congress,
from affiliates of the International
around the world, checked the facts and
by an overwhelming majority rejected the
so-called 'split' version presented by
the SWP leadership, ruled that George
and the other expellees had been unjust-
ly purged, and demanded that the SWP
reinstate us. The Militant has never
told its readers what the Fourth Inter-
national did in this case--instead it
repeats in its obituary article the very
same lie that the public opinion of the
whole Fourth International has demon-
stratively rejected."

A campaign that George was closely
identified with was the case of the leg-
less veteran. James Kutcher, an SWP
member who lost both 1legs in 1Italy
during World War II, fell victim to the
McCarthyite witch~hunt during the for-
ties when the U.S. government fired him
from his Veterans Administration post
and tried to deprive him of his military

pension, his apartment, his medical
coverage, and even his artificial legs.
George worked on Jim Kutcher's defense

committee for years, until Kutcher won
full vindication and full reinstatement
to his job with all back pay. And he
stuck by Jim even after Jim was brutally
slandered by the leadership of the SWP
and expelled in 1983. Kutcher could not
attend the memorial meeting because he
has been hospitalized for a year and a
half with serious medical problems, but
he sent a message that was read to the
meeting.

George's involvement with the Trot-
sky family went back several decades and
took many forms. It was both personal
and political. He was the literary rep-
resentative in the United States of

Trotsky's estate, was Pathfinder Press's
chief 1link to the Trotsky archives at
Harvard at a time when the SWP was still
interested in publishing Trotsky's
works, and participated in the centenary
of Trotsky's birth in Mexico City in
1979. George and his first wife, Con-
stance Fox Harding, entertained Natalia
Sedova, Trotsky's widow, in their home
during her visit to New York in the
fifties, and he maintained a close rela-

tionship to Trotsky's grandson, Seva
Volkov, and to his family as well. Vol-
kov traveled to New York for the me-

morial meeting from Mexico and delivered
a speech to the meeting that was trans-
lated by his daughter Nora. Volkov re-
ferred to Weissman's lifelong efforts
to defend the basic principles of Trot-
skyism, and called him "the personifica-

tion of the new man of the socialist
society of the future, in a world with-
out borders and without oppressicn,

without exploitation and violence among
people. Men like George Weissman make us
proud of our human condition and of the
Trotskyist movement--a living example of
the high goals of humanity."

A notable contribution to the meet-
ing came from two of Weissman's grand-
daughters, Cindy and Libby Harding,
members of a singing group called Sabia,
named after the national bird of Brazil.
They performed a musical tribute to
George, accompanying themselves on flute
and guitar. Their father, Timothy Hard-
ing, Georgdge's stepson from his first
marriage and now a professor of Latin
American studies in Los Angeles, told
the meeting about George's influences
upon him as a boy and a young man.

Augusta Trainor recalled the half
century she and her late husband Larry
had known George, and their work in the
Socialist Party in the thirties. Paul
Siegel spoke of George's activity in
their college days together, when they
founded a branch of the SWP at Harvard.
George Saunders, who worked with Weiss-
man on the Militant and at Merit Pub-
lishers and Pathfinder Press, offered an
appreciation of Weissman as an editor--
his tact and his respect for the writers
he worked with.

Weissman's tact and his ability to
work on an equal footing with people of
all social backgrounds and all genera-
tions were also cited by Mary Scully, a
friend of George and his second wife,
Muriel McAvoy. She told of the encour-
agement Weissman gave her when she was
going through trade school and working
in her first industrial job, and his
continuing aid and collaboration even
during his final illness.
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Fourth Internationalist Tendency
c/0 S Bioom. 2186 E. 22 St., Brookiyn. N Y. 11229

May 24, 1985

Dear Friend,

During his entire life George lavan Weissman devoted himself
to the fight for a socialist world. He continued this fight in his
last year, despite the setback caused by the purge of Trotskyists
from the SWP. He became a founding member of the Fourth Internation-
alist Tendency, and, until his death, served on the editorial board
of the Bulletin in Defense of Marxism.

As a tribute to George, the F.I.T. has decided to launch a
"George Lavan Weissman Memorial Publications Fund,"” with the ambi-
tious goal of raising $10,000 from our members and friends.

We believe this is a particularly fitting way to remember
George because of the important role he played in different publish-
ing projects of the Trotskyist movement. The money we raise will be
used to continue, and expand the circulation of, the monthly journal
of the F.I.T., the Bulletin IDOM, the last of our movement's publica-
tions George contributed to. It will also enable us to publish
books and pamphlets on a variety of subjects, such as James P. Cannon's
views on democratic centralism. Research has already begun on a
possible volume of George Lavan Weissman's articles from the Militant.

If you would like to make a donation to this fund please use
the coupon at the bottom of this page.

Revolutionary Greetings,
1

Treasurer, Weissman
Memorial Fund

Q‘i*i.&i*.il.’{*ii*Gl*ii-ﬁi.*&ii*****

GEORGE LAVAN WEISSMAN MEMORIAL PUBLICATIONS FUND

Mail to: F.I.T., P.0O. Box 1947, New York, N.Y. 10009
Name i
Address

City State 2ip

Enclosed is my contribution of $

Please make checks payable to George Breitman
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Individual messages were
from Ernest Mandel, Marxist economist
and leader of the Fourth International,
Brussels; Arminda Chavez de Yanez and a
group of friends and comrades in Mexico;
Pierre Broue, editorial director of the
Leon Trotsky Institute in France; Mil-
dred Gordon, a leading activist in the
British Labor Party in London, who
gratefully recalled George's work on
behalf of European displaced persons
after World War II; Louis Sinclair, the
bibliographer of Trotsky, Scotland;
Michel Pablo, former 1leader of Greek
Trotskyism and of the FI, Athens; Tamara
Deutscher, translator and writer, Lon-
don; John Archer, historian of British
Trotskyism, London; Gerry Foley, jour-
nalist and translator; Marguerite
Bonnet, Trotsky's 1literary representa-
tive in France; David King, editor,
London.

From Canada individual messages
were sent by: Ruth Bullock, Vancouver;
Bob Fink, editor of Crosscurrents, Sas-
katchewan; Ross Dowson, a leader of
Canadian Trotskyism until the 1970s,
Toronto.

Messages
Dellinger,
editor
Glotzer,

received

also came from Dave
antiwar activist and former
of Liberation magazine; Albert

a member of Social Democrats
USA who 1left the SWP in 1940 with Max
Shachtman; Melissa Singler, former YSA
and SWP leader who was business manager
of Pathfinder and Merit while George was
editor there; Cliff Conner, who gave his
own greetings while transmitting those
of Socialist Action; Les Evans, former

editor of 1International Socialist Re-
view; Alan Wald, Marxist scholar at the
University of Michigan whom George as-
sisted with research into the literary
history of the American left; Myra
Tanner Weiss, former SWPp vice-presi-

dential candidate; Ruth Schein, former
editorial associate of Weissman at the
Militant and Pathfinder; Rita Shaw,
F.I1.T., antiwar and women's movement
activist; Vera Stewart, Newark;
David M. Freedman, attorney, New York;
James Robertson, Spartacist League; Herb
and Pauline Lewin, Internationalist
Workers Party.

Many messages could not be read for
lack of time. Excerpts from a number of
them will be printed in a future issue
of the Bulletin IDOM. O

of the
Traba-
of the

Excerpt from the message
Partido Revolucionario de los
jadores, the Mexican section
Fourth International, to the George
Weissman Memorial Meeting: "Weissman
was a founding member of the SWP ... and
of the FI itself in 1938. Since then,
he took part in the workers' movement as
an organizer in various cities; in the
party as a branch organizer for the SWP
in Boston and Youngstown, Ohio; as
director of Pathfinder Press, as di-
rector of the Militant, the SWP's paper;
and as East Coast organizer for the Fair
Play for Cuba Committee, an organization

in the US that defended the Cuban revo-
lution against the attacks and aggres-
sions of the White House in the early
60s....

"In 1984 he was expelled from the
SWP for his political positions and he
helped to found the Fourth Internation-
alist Tendency. Until the day of his
death he held aloft the banners of revo-

lutionary Marxism and of the Fourth
International against all their de-
tractors, including the leadership of

his own party when that was necessary.

"The PRT sends its condolences to
his second wife, Muriel McAvoy, and to
his children and grandchildren, and to
his comrades in struggle in the US and

to his friends here in Mexico.
"Secretariat of Political Committee."
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BEHIND THE CRISIS OF LEADERSHIP IN THE SWP
2. The Loss of Confidence and the Abandonment of Marxism
by Frank Lovell

The Trotskyist movement in the
U.S., from its inception, has recognized
its fundamental task: "to struggle for
the creation of a class movement of the
American workers, for the development of
class consciousness, and to lead them
toward revolutionary concepts in strug-
gle." This is the way the founders of
our movement saw the matter and so
stated it in the "Platform of the Com-
munist Opposition," published in The
Militant in February 1929. (Reprinted in
The Left Opposition in the U.S. 1928-31)

This class-struggle concept has
guided all our actions 'through the
years. There have been vast changes in
the economic and social conditions of
life in this country, and great swings
in the consciousness of the different
economic strata, social -classes, and
national groups in this society. During
the past fifty-five years our movement
has been nurtured and shaped by the
pressures of world events and by our own
responsive history. We have developed
our class-conscious responses and our
social understanding through our strug-
gle to change society.

The historic development and trans-
formation of the world that our movement
has experienced, recorded, and been
conditioned by includes the depression
years of the 1930s, the rise of the CIO,
World War II, the postwar witch-hunt of
radicals, the capitalist expansion of
the 1950s and early 1960s, the trans-
formation of industrial production from
the assembly line to the computerized
robot, the world crisis of capitalist
economy in the mid-1970s, and the pres-
ent economic and political crisis in
this country. Throughout this entire
period, from 1928 until today, the Marx-
ist movement in the U.S. maintained its
programmatic and organizational continu-
ity through the Trotskyist cadres orga-

This
discussion article. The first,
"The Historical and Political
appeared in last month's issue. Readers
are invited to submit articles or let-
ters discussing the issues raised by the
author.

is the final section of a two-part
subtitled
Roots,"
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nized and led by James P. Cannon and his
successors. The leadership of the So-
cialist Workers Party was transferred in
the 1970s, under the Dobbs-Kerry admin-
istration of the party, to Jack Barnes
and his circle as the most able and
promising of the new generation of rad-
icals that emerged from the youth radi-
calization of the 1960s.

Under the Barnes leadership some-
thing new and entirely unexpected by the
overwhelming majority of SWP members
happened. The leadership of the party
betrayed the program that they were
pledged to uphold and scuttled the orga-
nization that they were trusted to
build. They first began to cautiously
reveal their treachery in the meeting of
the SWP National Committee immediately
following the 1981 convention of the
party. During the next two years they
stamped out the democratic procedures of
the party's internal life in violation
of its constitution and tradition, con-
verting it from the most democratic of
all radical organizations into a carica-
ture of its former self.

THE BARNES FACTION IN THE SWP

The Barnes faction is an issue in
dispute inside the SWP and in the Fourth
International, not because it lacks a
recognizable presence, but because
Barnes and his close associates deny its
existence. They marshaled their reliable
majority at the 1981 convention by purg-
ing the SWP National Committee of all
"untrustworthy" members, and since this
was done secretly the faction had no
formal or officially recognized
existence.

The faction claims
Leninist party "the elected

that in the
leadership"”

makes all decisions and members have no
right to meet independently, discuss,
question, revise, or propose counter-

measures to "leadership decisions." This
leaves no place for factions or opposi-
tion tendencies. Therefore, there can be
no such formation in the Leninist party

as a "Barnes faction." It serves no
party purpose and has no reason to
exist. In this party all internal dis-
cussion is regulated and controlled



within the "regularly constituted units"
of the party, through channels desig-
nated by the appropriate "leadership
bodies."

Such rules and regulations are the
guidelines of a monolithic party, com-
pletely alien to the Leninist concept of
democratic centralism. The majority of
party members was converted or coerced
to accept and comply with these bureau-
cratic practices over a three-year peri-
od which began surreptitiously and ex-
perimentally shortly after the revolu-
tionary victories in Grenada and Nicara-
gua. The narrow group of "central lead-
ers" around Barnes at the time quickly
convinced themselves that these events
in Central America were harbingers of
the revolutionary wave they had 1long
expected, the expansion and continuation
of the Cuban revolution.

The Barnes faction coalesced around
this simple idea. Many SWP comrades
hoped that such a superficial notion --
more impressionistic than thoughtful --
contained the seeds of profound new
discoveries. This vain hope grew as much
from disappointment with the North Amer-
ican workers as from the revolutions in
Central America.

The failure of industrial workers
in the U.S. to radicalize politically
and begin the revolutionary process in
this country after the 1974-75 world
crisis of capitalism disillusioned a
generation of radicals. By 1980 the
revolutions in Central America had be-
come the hope of many middle-aged revo-
lutionary-minded activists in this coun-
try, including the Barnes group in the
SWP. This generation had radicalized as
college students in the 1960s, and their
main political experience in the mass
movement had been helping to organize
antiwar demonstrations. It was easy for
them to speculate on the potential of
the revolutions that are going on "be-
fore our very eyes." It seemed to them
quite possible, even probable, that
these revolutions in Central America --
"so close to home" -- would spark re-
volts and wuprisings in the U.S. and
other centers of imperialist power.

This was a pervasive sentiment in
the radical movement at the time .and the
Barnes leadership in the SWP was suscep-

tible to it. They began to reevaluate
their past. Looking back they saw the
Cuban revolution as one of the great

turning points of history, comparable to
the Russian revolution. 1In the post-
World War II period Castro had emerged
as the outstanding revolutionary leader,
comparable to Lenin.

This was the starting point for the
Barnes faction, and for its subsequent
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efforts to "Bolshevize" the SWP in the

image of what it thinks a replica of
today's Cuban Communist Party would be
in this country, "a sister party to the
Cubans."

The vigorous anti-Trotsky campaign,
begun in 1981 and conducted under the
pretext of "studying Lenin," has very
little to do with understanding the
historical, programmatic, and theoreti-
cal questions that have arisen. 1Its
original purpose and single-minded goal
is to demonstrate that the SWP has
adopted the Castroist program and dis-

carded "Trotskyite dogma.”" This is the
sole reason for the declarations by
Barnes against the theory of permanent

revolution in his rambling public speech
to the YSA convention at the end of
1982, "Their Trotsky and Ours." Nothing
in this talk shows any serious concern
with theory, with the history of Marxist
thought, or with a program for revolu-
tionary action.

What the Barnes faction has con-
cluded from the limited personal experi-
ences of 1its narrow circle of central
leaders, after 20 years, is that the
Fourth International failed to organize
and lead revolutions as promised. But
others did, especially Castro. There-
fore, the program of the FI must be
faulty. And Trotsky, the author of the
program, was wrong.

Having reached these profound con-
clusions, which are largely conditioned
by their assumption that all this coin-
cides logically with positions reached
by the leadership of the Cuban revolu-
tion and other revolutionary leaders in
Central America, in "the center of world
politics,"™ the Barnes faction projected
their grand strategy to launch a new
international in collaboration with Cas-

tro. One small oversight is their fail-
ure to inform their adopted collabora-
tor. There is no indication on the part
of Fidel that he knows anything of this,
and everything he says and does shows
complete uninterest in any international
working class organization beyond the
network of Stalinist parties and their
allies throughout the world.

In their efforts to disassociate
themselves from Trotskyism by trying to
discredit Trotsky's contributions to the
theory and practice of Marxism, the
Barnesites have provoked a serious re-
view within the Fourth International of
the most fundamental questions. These
include, in addition to the theory of
permanent revolution, the following: the
organizational norms of the Leninist-
type party; the strategy of party build-
ing; the historic meaning and present
value of the formula "workers' and farm-



ers' government"; the three sectors of
world revolution and the distinct pro-
grammatic needs in the imperialist coun-
tries, the colonial world, and the de-
generated workers' states; the call for
the revolutionary overthrow of the
reaucracy in the Soviet Union and other
degenerated workers' states (Poland);
the necessarily different political
tactics under present conditions in the
colonial world and in the highly indus-
trialized countries, especially the
U.S.; the importance and dangers of
electoral politics; revolutionary work
among different sectors and strata of
the working class in the imperialist
countries; a series of derivative ques-
tions which grows as the probe of the
Barnes faction's revision of Marxism
continues.

NEW POLITICS CODIFIED

The omnibus Barnesite resolution,
"The Revolutionary Perspective and Len-
inist Continuity in the United States,"
contains challenges -- both explicit and
implicit -- to the theory and practice
of Marxism. It is therefore necessary to
list some of these challenges for fur-
ther discussion and clarification.

This deceptive resolution is in-
tended for the widest possible circula-
tion as attested to by its publication
in New International, Spring 1985. It
already has a history and a certain

odious reputation. Drafted for the ap-
proval of the 1984 SWP convention, it
was adopted at the party's special pre-

World Congress convention and then sub-
mitted to the 1985 World Congress of the
FI where it was overwhelmingly rejected.
Many aspects of this curious document
remain to be explored.

1) The dialectical method of analy-
sis 1is challenged by the pragmatism of
the Barnesites and their schematic ap-
proach to all questions. Marxism without
the dialectic contradicts the concept of
historical materialism, as Marx and
Engels demonstrated. They wrote spe-
cifically about their use of dialectical
logic which they considered their indis-
pensable tool and their most valuable
acquisition. Both Lenin and Trotsky
wrote extensively about the dialectical
method and its application. In the SWP
George Novack has spent his political
life in pursuit of the best and most
popular ways to explain dialectical
logic. 2All this 1is discarded by the
Barnesites and must be retrieved.

2) The counterrevolutionary role of
Stalinism in the working class political
movement is questioned by the Barnes-
ites, but only by implication at their

bu-

present stage of retreat from Marxism.
They are not alone. Since the death of
Stalin in 1953 many activists in the
radical movement have thought, or acted
as if they thought, Stalinism died with
Stalin. The heirs of Stalin in the Krem-
lin today are no less counterrevolution-
ary than Stalin was in his day.

The victorious colonial revolutions
since World War 1II, especially the Cuban
revolution which has received material
assistance from the Soviet Union at
crucial moments in its struggle to sur-
vive the attacks of U.S. imperialism,
have convinced some genuine revolution-
ists in the colonial world that the
Stalinist bureaucracy 1is a reliable
ally. in
the the

A growing number of radicals
imperialist

nations perceive
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Soviet bureaucracy as a potential ally
rather than an enemy of the working
class in their own countries. They iden-

tify the bureaucracy with the Soviet
power and the historic gains of the
revolution. They think that because the

Soviet bureaucrats are attacked by cap-
italist politicians in Europe and Amer-
ica, the working class under capitalism
will ultimately benefit from a struggle
against their own oppressors in defense
of the Soviet bureaucrats. Such notions
are disproved daily by the working rela-
tionship between the Soviet bureaucracy
and world imperialism, and by the bu-
reaucracy's conciliatory diplomacy to-
ward the war preparation of U.S. impe-

rialism. Nonetheless, the influence of
Stalinism seems to be gaining ground in
the working class political movement
here in the U.S. Barnes and others in
the Trotskyist movement are subject to
these pressures and are influenced by
them.

3) Can the Stalinist bureaucracy be
reformed or is a working class political
revolution necessary in the Soviet
Union? And what will happen if the gov-
ernment is overthrown in the Soviet
Union? Will world imperialism gain? 1Is
it possible that capitalism will be
restored? These questions are rife 1in
the U.S. radical movement and are pon-
dered by the leaders of the SWP. This
accounts for their present silence on
the events in Poland, and the political
revolution there.

4) Other commonly discussed ques-
tions are related to the struggle be-
tween imperialism and the Soviet system:
What is the extent of interimperialist
rivalry? Will the struggle for greater
shares of the world market lead to a
breakdown of the imperialist military
structure? Can the Soviet Union expect
to find allies within the imperialist
system? Will the economic crisis of
imperialism force the capitalists to
seek new markets in China and the Soviet
Union? And will this lead to an at-
tempted military invasion of these coun-
tries by U.S. forces?

These questions are all present in
1985 SWP political resolution,

either directly or by implica-
tion. The questions are highly specula-
tive. The answers are not. From the
moment of the October revolution in 1917
the Soviet state has been under attack
by imperialism. This attack upon the
Soviet Union has taken many different
forms over the past 67 years, but it has
never ceased. One of the by-products of
imperialist economic and military encir-
clement was the rise and consolidation
of Stalinism.

the
stated

dreamed in
could

The Bolsheviks never
1917 that the Russian revolution
endure without the extension of the
revolution to Germany and other indus-
trial countries in Europe. They did not
believe that the soviet system could
develop or endure in a hostile capital-
ist world. It has endured, but its de-
velopment is deformed.

The irreconcilable contradiction
between nationalized property and pri-
vate ownership of the means of produc-
tion remains. The two systems cannot
coexist harmoniously. The only assurance
that the soviet system will endure and
resume a normal growth is the extension
of the revolution in the capitalist
countries of Europe and America, and the
working class political revolution in
the Soviet Union. This is as true today
as in 1939 on the eve of World War 1II,
when the Stalin-Hitler pact was signed.

5) A section of the Barnesite reso-
lution is a brazen recapitulation of the
frame-up methods used in the SWP to
expel the opposition tendencies that
seek to restore the Marxist program upon
which the party was founded and which it
developed and defended until 1980. The
defense of such bureaucratic practices
as the Barnes faction is guilty of in
the name of "Leninist continuity in the
United States" raises a question here of
proletarian morality. This is not the
first time Marxists have had to expose
such organizational methods in the in-
terest of honesty within the working
class political movement and in defense
of the integrity of the revolutionary
socialist current.

RETURN TO MARXISM

The existing political situation
and relations within the revolutionary
socialist current require a thorough
reexamination of post-World War II his-
tory. This can now proceed in accordance
with and by extension of decisions taken
at the 1985 World Congress of the Fourth
International.

Congress delegates voted overwhelm-
ingly to reject the organizational con-
cepts and practices of the present SWP
leaders and to demand the reinstatement
of all bureaucratically expelled SWP
members. The exact wording of the con-
gress resolution is forceful: "Whereas
these expulsions were carried out in
bare-faced violation of the statutes of
the Fourth International -- of which the
SWP is the fraternal organization in the
USA -- and whereas this political purge
made a mockery of the rights of minori-
ties inside the SWP, the World Congress
demands the collective reintegration of
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and
SWP

all the present members of S.A.
F.I1I.T. who were expelled from the
into SWP membership."

The FI, however, has no means of
imposing discipline on national sections
except through programmatic conviction.
Members of a fraternal section such as
the SWP can develop a strong and respon-
sible leadership only to the extent that
the fundamental Marxist program of the

party and the International is under-
stood and applied.
In the case of the SWP a small

group of disillusioned leaders under the
direction of the party's national secre-
tary used their positions of organiza-
tional authority to distort the Marxist
program and heritage of the party and to
decimate it, and in this way to fore-
close both ideological enrichment and
numerical growth. To what end? This is
the question now belatedly raised in the
ranks of the SWP.

There is no organizational solution
to the crisis of leadership in the SWP.
If by some strange quirk of circum-
stances, in keeping with its ingrained

political duplicity, the Barnes faction
should decide to open the doors of the
party to all those members it expelled
only yesterday, drastic changes would
ensue. It would be hard for the party to

avoid a thorough review of its history
since World War II in relation to the
great revolutionary uprisings during
this period. :

Some such review of events will
proceed in one form or another, regard-
less of organizational relations among

the contending political tendencies that
have emerged from the SWP since 1981,
because the entire radical movement is
beginning to -reexamine its post-World
War II past, and not only in this coun-
try. This applies to "the left" every-
where, but especially in the U.S. and
Europe.

The Fourth International is unique-
ly qualified to lead this historical
review and the theoretical clarification
that will result. In its past develop-
ment are the experiences and analyses of
the World War II partisan movements and
their revolutionary promise in Italy,
France, Greece, and other countries; the
consolidation of workers' states in
Eastern Europe, the victory of the Chi-
nese revolution in 1949, the extension
of the «c¢olonial revolution in Korea,
Indonesia, Burma, and other Asian coun-
tries, the struggle for national inde-
pendence under Mussadegh in Iran, the
victories of the colonial revolution in

Cuba and Algeria; the victory in Viet-
nam; and the current wars and revolu-
tions in Nicaragua, El1 Salvador, and

Guatemala. It will be rewarding to re-
view these events and the participation
of revolutionary socialist forces in
them as represented by the FI in rela-
tion to the analyses of other political
currents (Social Democrats and Stalin-
ists), and from the present retrospec-
tive vantage point with the aim of ac-
tive participation in current struggles
and unification of the fragmented radi-
cal movement.

At the time of the reunification of
the revolutionary socialist current in
1963 the congress of the FI adopted a
resolution on "Dynamics of World Revolu-
tion Today." The central thesis was "the
three main forces of world revolution --
the colonial revolution, the political
revolution in the degenerated or de-
formed workers' states, and the proleta-
rian revolution in the imperialist coun-
tries -- form a dialectical unity."

The dialectical unity of the three
main forces of world revolution was
described: "Each force influences the
others and receives in return powerful
impulses oxr brakes on its own develop-
ment. The delay of the proletarian revo-

lution in the imperialist countries has
in general undoubtedly prevented the
colonial revolution from taking the
socialist road as quickly and as con-
sciously as would have been possible
under the influence of a powerful revo-
lutionary upsurge or victory of the

proletariat in an advanced country."
This description of the revolution-

ary process, completely valid today, was

written more than 20 years ago. Since

then the Cuban revolution has been con-
solidated and is the dominant influence
in Latin America against U.S. imperial-

ism. And workers' struggles have broken
out against the bureaucratic regimes in
Eastern Europe, as presently waged in
Poland.

The struggle against U.S. imperial-
ism and for the future of the colonial
revolution in Central America and the
Caribbean, and by extension in all of
Latin America, 1is the center of atten-
tion for the U.S. radical movement and

also for part of the union movement.
U.S. imperialism is moving to crush
Nicaragua and this is recognized as the

point of greatest danger to the cause of
working people everywhere in the world.
The outcome is more closely related
to the struggle for working class eman-
cipation in Poland than most radicals
realize. A successful revolution in
Poland against the bureaucracy there
will release the revolutionary energy of
the Polish working class in defense of
the colonial revolution and wipe out the
false identification by the U.S. ruling
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class of the humanitarian goals of so-
cialism with the barbaric totalitarian-
ism of the Soviet bureaucracy which far
more closely resembles colonial ex-
ploitation than socialist emancipation.

Those who seek to participate most
effectively in the struggle for eman-
cipation of the colonial world on the

side of the Cuban revolution will bene-
fit from the historical review of post-
World War II events. Only in this con-
text can the prospects of the colonial
revolution and the urgent need to build
the revolutionary socialist movement in
the industrial nations of Europe and
America be understood and advanced.

The Cuban revolution gains momentum

with its advance in Central America, but
in some respects this increases impe-
rialist pressures upon the Cuban state.
Such pressures are relieved by revolu-
tionary developments in other parts of
the world, and especially by the growth
of the revolutionary movement in the
centers of imperialist powe¥, the U.S.
in particular. This interdependence of
world revolution is in essence the revo-
lutionary process itself. The social
transformation in every sector of the
world connects with and suffers from the
lag in other sectors.
The Cuban revolution was defended
closely studied by the SWP from the
beginning. The record of the revolution
and its lessons are summarized in the
book, Dynamics of the Cuban Revolution,
published by Pathfinder Press. In his
1978 introduction in this book, Joseph
Hansen, a leader of the party until his
death in 1979, described the position of
Marxists at the time. "“The stand taken
by the Socialist Workers Party towards
the Cuban revolution," he said, "flows
from its initial analysis of that event.
It can be summarized in three points:

and

party within the United States, the Swp
considers it to be its special duty to
foster the strongest possible political
opposition to the main enemy of the
revolution, American imperialism. This
defense 1is unconditional -- it does not
hinge on the attitudes or policies of
the Cuban government.

"2. For the development of prole-
tarian forms of democracy in Cuba. The
purpose of this is to bring the masses
into the decision-making process in the
most effective way, thereby strength-
ening the struggle against bureaucrat-
ism. The initiation of workers' councils
would add fresh power to the Cuban revo-

lution as 1living proof that socialism
does not entail totalitarianism but on
the contrary signifies the extension of

democracy to the oppressed in a way that
will lead eventually to the withering
away of the state.

"3. For the formation of a Lenin-
ist-type party that guarantees internal
democracy, that is, the right of criti-

cal opinion to be heard. The power of a
party that safeguards the right to form
tendencies or factions was demonstrated
by the Bolsheviks. A replica shaped in
accordance with Cuban particularities
could do much to induce the formation of
similar parties in the rest of the
world. This would greatly facilitate
resolving the crisis in leadership faced
by the proletariat internationally,
thereby assuring a new series of revolu-
tionary victories."

The review and reevaluation of
post-World War II history can help to
clear the way for present working class
struggles. Along this road the SWP and
the radical movement in the U.S. will
return to the theory and practice of
Marxism. In all sections of the FI the
basic Trotskyist program will be vin-

"l. For defense of the Cuban revo- dicated through our efforts and by the
lution against all its enemies. As a logic of the class struggle. O
The Cuban Revolution, Why We Oppose the

The Castroist Current,

and the Fourth International

Resolution of the International Executive Committee,
adopted May 1981

SWP's New Line
on Castroism
by Steve Bloom
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HALF-TRUTHS AND COVER-UPS
‘Intercontinental Press’ and the ‘Militant’ on Indochinese History
by David Williams

Nineteen eighty-five marks the
tenth anniversary of the liberation from
imperialism of the three countries which
made up the French colony of Indochina
-- Vietnam, Laos, and Kampuchea. Both
bourgeois political 1leaders, thinkers
and writers, and currents in the
workers' movement are using this oppor-
tunity to draw conclusions from the
experience of the Indochina war, its
final result, and the situation in those
countries ten years after the revolu-
tionary victory.

The American people have been
subjected by the big-business-controlled
media to a maudlin display of patriotism
and "concern" for the Vietnam veterans,
as exemplified by the May 7 tickertape
parade in New York City. That parade was
led by Long Island assemblyman John L.
Behan, a disabled Vietnam veteran. His
wheelchair was pushed by--who else?--New
York's number one showman, Mayor Edward
Koch. Twenty-five thousand veterans
marched, but one can be sure that thou-
sands more were muttering, "Just give us
jobs and the veterans' benefits we have
coming. You can keep your parade."

The war ended in victory for the
world proletariat and in defeat for the
bourgeoisie, but the results have been
mixed for both classes. Revolutionary
victory was achieved in Vietnam, Laos,
and Kampuchea; however, that victory has
not been extended, nor are there imme-
diate prospects for its extension even
after ten years. The Stalinist bureau-
cracy in China, which, we were told, was
trying to topple the "dominoes" all the
way to Hawaii, has become one of Wash-

ington's staunch allies in the region.
Instead of Mao's "Red Book" on Waikiki
Beach, we are given the spectacle of

McDonald's hamburger stands at the Great
Wall.

Furthermore, the worst suffering
of the Kampuchean people came after the
Khmer Rouge victory, not before, and to
this day there is not the slightest hint
of proletarian democracy in any of the
countries liberated in 1975. Economic
scarcity is a daily fact of life for the
people of the three countries of Indo-
china ten years after the end of impe-
rialist domination. The hardships which
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the 1Indochinese people face are caused
almost entirely by the United States
government and its allies: working peo-
ple throughout the world should fight
for diplomatic recognition of and trade
with Vietnam, Laos, and Kampuchea. How-
ever, the only long range solution to
the economic problems faced by the Indo-
chinese is extension of the revolution.
Unfortunately, the leaders of those
revolutions remain chained to the
Stalinist policy of "socialism in one
country."

THE 'MILITANT" AND ‘1P’

Intercontinental Press, which
represents the thinking of the Barnes
faction in the Fourth International,
features in its April 15 issue an arti-
cle by Will Reissner entitled "Laos: Ten
years since liberation." Reissner misses
the opportunity to draw conclusions
which revolutionists can use to advance
proletarian revolution in the countries
where IP is circulated, and furthermore
covers up for some of the Stalinist
betrayals of revolution in Indochina.

Under a subheading which reads,

"History of struggle,” Reissner says,
"On Oct. 12, 1945, following the col-
lapse of the Japanese wartime occupation
of Laos, Lao revolutionaries seized
power and declared their country inde-
pendent. But French colonial troops
quickly returned to Laos, and French

rule was reestablished there, as it was
in Vietnam and Kampuchea.

"The peoples of the three coun-
tries of Indochina, however, continued
fighting for national liberation."

The April 26 issue of the -"Mili-
tant features another article by Reiss-
ner, entitled "Why Vietnam defeated
world's strongest imperialist power." It
makes an almost identical observation:
"The Vietnamese established their first
independent government in 1945, after
the collapse of the Japanese occupation.
That victory was snatched away by the
return of French colonial troops.

"But the Vietnamese liberation
fighters fought back against the
French."

Nothing which Reissner says in



strict-

these articles is untrue in the

est sense. However, there is a great
deal which Reissner does not say. The
French colonial troops did not simply
"return" to Indochina -- they were al-
lowed to return as part of the agree-
ments negotiated among the United

States, Britain, and the Soviet Union as
World War 1II was drawing to a close.
Roosevelt (later Truman), Churchill, and
Stalin essentially partitioned those
parts of the world which had been oc-
cupied by the German or Japanese forces.
One decision which came out of these
negotiations was a partition of Indo-
china between liberated France and Na-
tionalist China.

Whatever the leadership of the
Indochinese Communist Party thought of
such an idea they did not oppose it, and

they actively participated in per-
petrating this betrayal of the Indo-
chinese people. If the victory of the
Indochinese masses was "snatched away"

by the French, this resulted directly
from the advice of the Indochinese Com-
munist Party to those masses -- that
they should give up power without a
fight. This, in turn, 1led directly to
the need for "continued fighting for
national liberation," which, as it
turned out, required thirty more years
of bloody sacrifice.

WHY THE OMISSION?

A great deal has been said about
the Barnes faction's rejection of class
analysis in favor of a view of the world
divided into "camps." Their “campist"
view reflects the fundamental problem
from which all of the Barnes faction's
revisions of a half-century of program-
matic continuity flow: the leaders of
the SWP have lost confidence in them-
selves as a leadership, in the program
of revolutionary Marxism, and in the
North American working class. After
losing confidence in their own ideas,
they have been quick to assimilate the
ideas of others, most specifically the
revolutionary leaders of Central America
and the Caribbean.

Cuba has abolished capitalism;
the Nicaraguan leaders have made it
clear that their goal is the same. It is
easy to conclude, as Barnes and his
associates have done, that "they did it;
we haven't; they must be right, and we
must be wrong." Experience, however,
teaches that easy conclusions are fre-
quently erroneous, for they all too
often are not based on thorough assess-
ment of all the facts of the situation.

As important as it is to support

and defend the Nicaraguan and Cuban

revolutions it must be recognized that
their leaders' analysis of the world
tends not to be a class analysis, but a
"campist" one. They see the world di-
vided into an imperialist "camp" ~-
which includes the imperialist coun-
tries, right-wing dictatorships in some

dominated countries, and even the Chi-
nese workers' state -- and an anti-
imperialist ‘“camp" -- which includes

themselves, the Warsaw Pact countries,
and other governments in dominated coun-
tries who have friendly relations with
the U.S.S.R. or whose rhetoric is anti-
U.S. -- examples are Libya and 1Iran.
This is also the same approach to world
events that the Barnes current has begun
to use. Because the present SWP leader-
ship 1is adapting programmatically to
this view, it finds it convenient to
leave out certain embarrassing histori-
cal facts, and this, in turn, accounts
for the omissions in Reissner's article
concerning events in Indochina after
World War II.

THE REALITY IN 1945

The world in 1945 was also di-
vided into "camps," and the Stalinists
explicitly rejected class struggle in
favor of the struggle between the camps
-- which were, of course, the German-
Japanese-Italian Axis versus the Allied
powers. There was never any thought on
the part of the Stalinists that their
alliance with Britain, "Free" France,
and the U.S. was anything but permanent.
They believed -- or said they believed
and encouraged their followers to be-
lieve =-- that the alliance between the
Soviets and the imperialist "democra-
cies" was based on genuine antifascism
on the part of Roosevelt, Churchill, De
Gaulle, and Chiang Kai-shek. The invita-
tion -- its right name -- to the French
and Nationalist Chinese forces to return
to power in Indochina must be seen in
that context, and the people of Indo-
china paid a heavy price for it.

If the Stalinists rejected class
analysis in favor of a "campist" one,
the imperialists never did -- and for
that matter, never will. Reissner says,

"The peoples of the three countries of
Indochina, however, continued fighting
for national 1liberation.” It would be

more precise to say that the revolution-
ary forces of Indochina resumed fighting
-- for sheer survival. The imperialists
never considered their alliance with the
Soviet Union to be anything but a tempo-
rary expediency, to make possible vic-
tory over their imperialist rivals in
Berlin and Tokyo. As soon as they had
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achieved that
their Stalinist
Stalinists were
cost in lives
terrible.
Stalinists and their apologists
will often accuse Trotskyists of blaming
the Stalinist, people's front, national
liberation, or labor leadership for
counterrevolutionary bloodshed and of
failing to blame the imperialists, who,
after all, are doing the killing. Of
course, the charge is completely false,
but that is not the point. What do they
expect the imperialists to be but impe-
rialists? Do they think they will give
up without a fight? No amount of moral
persuasion will ever make the imperial-
ists allow the oppressed people of the
world to live in peace and freedom. They
must be overthrown on a world scale. The
policies of the leadership of the work-
ing class or national liberation strug-
gle can make a difference in whether the

victory they turned on
former allies, and the
totally unprepared. The
and human suffering was

struggle ends in victory or defeat and
in the suffering imposed on the people
in the course of the struggle. of
course, we all have to organize the

strongest possible protest against impe-
rialist war and demonstrate to the work-
ing people that the concern of the impe-

rialist "democracies" for peace and
human rights is a thorough fraud. How-
ever, as revolutionary Marxists, we are
duty-bound to criticize those leaders
whose policies make revolutionary vic-
tory more difficult, even as we support
and participate in that struggle for
revolutionary victory. Neither sectarian
abstention from a misled struggle nor
adaptation to a false leadership is an
acceptable course of action for a revo-
lutionary party.

Unfortunately, the current
of the SWP leadership is an er-
ratic alternation of sectarian absten-
tion" followed by adaptation to other
leaderships. SWP leaders are fond of
saying, "We have much to learn from
those who have made successful revolu-
tions." That is true; however, uncriti-
cal acceptance of anyone's ideas 1is a
dangerous practice, and certainly in
total contradiction to Marxist thinking.
Revolutionists have to use their own
minds to analyze revolutionary victories
and defeats, in order to learn the les-
sons which can help them in their polit-
ical work. Reissner, by ignoring some of
those lessons, has done a disservice to
the revolutionary movement and, in
reality, to his own party. )

course

JAMES P. CANNON ON THE DEGENERATION OF A REVOLUTIONARY PARTY

The degeneration of the [U.S.] Communist Party began when it abandoned

the perspective
pressure group

which it mistakenly took to be the custodian of a revolution "in another

trY "o

of revolution in this country,
and cheering squad for the Stalinist bureaucracy in Russia

and converted itself into a

coun-

The degeneration of the Communist Party is not to be explained by the
summary conclusion that the leaders were a pack of scoundrels to begin with ...

but by the circumstance that they fell victim to a false theory and a

perspective.

false

What happened with the Communist Party would happen without fail to any

including our own, if it
in this country,

other party,
revolution

should abandon its struggle for a social

degrade itself to the role of sympathizer of revolutions in other countries.

I firmly believe that American
with revolutions in other lands,

as the realistic perspective of our epoch, and
revolutionists should indeed sympathize
and try to help them in every way they can.

But the best way to do that is to build a party with a confident perspective of

Without
It ceases

a revolution in this country.
ist party belies its name.

the revolutionary workers' cause in its own country.

revolutions isn't worth much either.

that perspective, a communist or social-
to be a help and becomes a hindrance to
And its sympathy for other

James P. Cannon, Notebook of an Agitator, Pathfinder Press, 1973,
p. 340 ("Notes for a Historian," March 1954)
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THE CONSEQUENCES OF BARNESISM IN CANADA
by Tom Baker

I am releasing this statement as
an open letter in order that the many
comrades who have already resigned as

well as those in the youth committee may
have access to the political conclusions

I have reached.

I hereby resign from membership in
the Revolutionary Workers League/Ligue
Ouvriere Revolutionnaire. This is not a
decision arrived at hastily. I was a
founding member of the RWL and for

several years a member of central lead-
ership bodies; before that I was a mem-
ber of the League for Socialist Action/
Young Socialists from 1969 until the
fusion into the RWL. For approximately
one year I have raised my political
differences inside the organization at
the appropriate opportunities. I now
feel the RWL is essentially immune to
change from within. It has broken from
the very foundations and heritage of the
Trotskyist movement in this country and
is close to a state of organizational
collapse.

Over the past 18 months on average,
nearly one member per month has resigned
from the Toronto branch alone! Recruit-
ment is stagnant. The highly touted
"turn to industry" lies in shambles,
rapidly reduced to a turn to the "most
oppressed" -- the garment workers. De-
spite an almost single-sided emphasis by
the Political Committee on Quebec =-- the
LOR has been unable to recruit and inte-
grate young Quebecois. The RWL is almost
totally outside of the New Democratic
Party and trade union movement in a
largely self-imposed exile. Recent or-
ganizational cuts in response to loss of
membership have resulted in the survival
of only two branches -- Toronto and
Montreal. Socialist Voice and Lutte
Ouvriere have been drastically
in size.

The RWL exists outside of the orga-
nized workers' movement and plays only a

This document was originally
entitled "Letter of resignation from the
Revolutionary Workers League," Canadian
section of the Fourth International, and
was dated April 19, 1985.

reduced

very marginal role in any social strug-
gles. This is primarily due not to ob-
jective difficulties but is a reflection
of a lack of confidence in the working
class as it actually exists. After eight
years the RWL has yet to develop even a
semblance of a program for the pan-
Canadian revolution.

Members and supporters have little
idea about what the organization actual-
ly stands for. A highly selective read-
ing of early Lenin has provided a the-
oretical cover for major programmatic
revisions. The pillars of the Trotskyist
movement such as the theory of the per-
manent revolution have been jettisoned
in favor of a resurrected adaptation of
the ‘'revolutionary democratic dictator-
ship of the proletariat and the peas-
antry." This concept of the early Bol-
sheviks held that there would be a dis-
tinct stage after the overthrow of the
government when a two-class government
would stimulate the capitalist economy.
Only much later would there be an inde-
pendent proletarian dictatorship estab-
lished that would move decisively to-
wards socialism. By 1917 the old concep-
tion, derived from Plekhanov, was re-
jected and Trotsky's theory of the per-

manent revolution (anti-feudal, demo-
cratic revolution, 1led by the working
class, flowing into the fight for so-

cialism in an uninterrupted fashion) was
embraced by Lenin and the Bolsheviks.

It was Stalin and his collaborators
who restored the earlier stagist theory
to Jjustify class collaboration with the
capitalists in popular fronts. Unfortu-
nately many revolutionaries in the world

have been miseducated by Stalin's fol-
lowers. Only the Fourth 1International,
as an international working class cur-

rent, has consistently defended the
program that brought the Bolsheviks to
power. The working class is the only
consistently revolutionary class that
can rally other layers of the oppressed
in a successful war against the capital-
ist system. In Nicaragua today we see a
proletarian party, the FSLN, has led the
peasantry and those oppressed by impe-
rialism in the establishment of the
second workers' state in the western
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hemisphere. Nicaragua is not a bourgeois
state, although many capitalist economic
relations remain. It is not a two-class
state; the workers and toilers control
the repressive apparatus. It is a dicta-
torship of the proletariat, not the
bourgeoisie.

TURN

A hallmark of distinction of the
RWL in the far left over the past six
years has been the turn to industry! At
the 1979 congress of the Fourth Interna-
tional, there was an agreement among all
the sections to orient to organized
workers in the most strategic indus-
tries. These are the most economically
powerful sectors of the working class.
The RWL interpreted this decision as one
of getting the entire membership (except

handicapped and staffers) into indus-
trial fractions =-- even dismantling
other 1long-standing trade union inter-

ventions in the process.

Tremendous energy has been expended
upon efforts to colonize specific tar-
geted Jjob locations. Permanent jobs
committees exist to lead this never-
ending process. Unfortunately, these
targets are ever-changing -- from one
industry to another, and from one plant
or union priority to another. This "rev-
olutionary grasshopper" conception of
the turn has been made into a virtue to
be upheld by the entire Fourth Interna-
tional! The current targeted priority is
the garment industry. The whole emphasis
is on location of work, not on political
content of the intervention. Members who
finally reach the mecca of the particu-
lar industry or plant that has been
prioritized often become quickly dis-
couraged when they see there is no stra-
tegy to actually build a class-struggle
current in the trade union movement.
Politics is reduced to "talking social-
ism" to coworkers and jumping from plant
to plant. New members of the youth com-
mittee are rushed off into industry
without political education to prepare
them for the challenges of being a lone
socialist on the job.

Generally there has not been
orientation to building and
ing the trade unions. In essence there
is a fundamental refusal to take on
responsibilities within the labor move-
ment, or to organize new union locals.
To be a shop steward is viewed as be-
coming part of the 1labor bureaucracy.
This highly schematic application of the
turn to industry has prevented the RWL
from sinking roots in the working class
organizations and building solid well-
placed industrial fractions. The RWL

an
strengthen-

consequently has little or no respect as
a current amongst industrial workers.
Many of the resignations have been
comrades in the targeted work areas.
They were most affected by the inade-
quacy of the trade union perspective.
Over the years many other layers of
comrades felt forced to decide between
being in industry or leaving the organi-
zation. Otherwise, it was understood,
they could not be genuine members
they would have little to contribute.

NEW DEMOCRATIC PARTY

The RWL has broken from the 1long-
standing Trotskyist heritage of building
a left wing in the NDP. The perspective

of struggling for policies that would
give rise to a fighting labor party,
capable of forming a government inde-

pendent of the bosses, has been dumped.
Major changes in approach have occurred
without democratic discussion, leaving
many comrades confused and disturbed.

The RWL, a tiny group of 65 mem-
bers, calls itself a "political party in
opposition to the NDP." When the NDP
leadership expelled me, on the basis of
this very charge, the RWL proudly said
"Guilty." Expulsions are considered a
propaganda opening, not an attack on
internal democracy within the workers'
movement. At last year's provincial NDP
convention, the RWL betrayed those who
were willing to defend it and accepted
the expulsion without a fight. This was
seen as a sectarian turn away from the
NDP rank and file.

While still calling for an NDP
vote, the RWL is abstaining from partic-
ipation in the Ontario provincial elec-
tion campaign (except one poll!) and is
running its own candidate as "the only
real expression of independent working
class political action." This failure to
take advantage of the election opening
constitutes an ultra-left boycott.

QUEBEC
The Political Committee has cen-
tered almost the totality of its atten-
tion in recent years to Quebec. Since

the split of almost the entire Quebecois
wing of the RWL a few years ago, this
Quebec orientation has been exaggerated
to the extent that often the rest of the
RWL is left basically without direction.
Several branches had to be closed; Path-
finder Press was dismantled, etc. Today
the RWL is even less rooted in Quebec -=
the branch is largely isolated from the
political 1life of the city as it strug-
gles to support the Central Office ap-
paratus. The tunnel vision approach to
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Quebec has played a big part in the
decline of the organization to the point
where today the Vancouver branch is
being closed.

SOCIAL MOVEMENTS

The RWL/YSOC has become so wrapped
up in self-generated internal activities
such as election campaigns, selling
Socialist Voice at plant gates, and
endless internal meetings that there is
little energy or interest in linking up
with those in struggle. The RWL has a
very minimal intervention in the emerg-
ing social movements such as OCAC or the
anti-intervention coalition. There is a

lethargic response to openings that
arise; a sectarian "build the RWL" in-
tervention; and a lack of consistent

effort or accepting of responsibility to
help lead these movements. Consequently,
despite any good intentions, little
political clarity of substance can be
offered to these movements. The best
activists are not attracted to the RWL,
and the members of the RWL miss out on
the opportunity to develop as effective
mass leaders.

This generally abstentionist ap-
proach is interrupted occasionally by
forays into the «coalitions, only to
withdraw again before any meaningful
work can be done and real 1links with
those in struggle established. This is a
complete departure from the Trotskyist
heritage of being the best builders and
leaders of the anti-Vietnam War movement
and the abortion fights of the early
'70s. The industrial turn has become a
cover for abstention from political
activity with those in struggle.

INTERNAL LIFE
The leadership encourages a sti-
fling internal "political homogeneity"

rather than an active exchange of views
and tendency formations that have been
characteristics of our movement. This is
falsely called "building a more Leninist
party." Although little actual political
clarity has been reached on any of the
strategic questions of the pan-Canadian
revolution, there is a smug mood that we
have the monopoly on the truth. Criti-
cism of the program or leadership inter-
nally is viewed as disruptive at best,
more likely an act of disloyalty. Errors
are seldom admitted or analyzed. Loss of
membership is chalked up to the pres-
sures of capitalism and considered not
worthy of internal self-examination.
Isolated and moribund youth commit-
tees continue to hang on. Largely com-

posed of party cadres, these groups lead
young workers through educationals and
try to get members into industry. Gener-
ally, the level of political activity of
the youth committees is very low. Few
young people stay around long. There is
very limited internal democracy. They
are not able to communicate with one
another in different cities, and most
reports are secondhand from the branch.
Youth members were not allowed to par-
ticipate in the pre-World Congress con-
vention discussion and have no access to
discussions within the RWL or the Fourth

International. Members of the RWL are
forbidden to reveal any political dif-
ferences with members of the youth. 1In

practice, the YSOC must carry out the
line of the RWL =-- while having no real
input into the decisions of the RWL.

A similar relationship exists with
former members who still sympathize with
the RWL. In some cases they are part of
interventional wunits. They must remain
passive and uncritical of the RWL
leadership and program -- or risk being
cut off! The leadership attempts to
maintain "family ties" so as to have
access to their energy and finances yet
no forum exists for political concerns
to be raised.

Over the years, the RWL leadership
has encouraged a bitter, anti-Fourth
International attitude in the ranks.
This was seen as a part of orienting to
broad new revolutionary forces interna-
tionally, and building a "new mass in-
ternational." This World Congress pre-
convention discussion was held with no
opening of the preconvention discussion
bulletin. A very short discussion period
was conducted during the Christmas pe-
riod where some key documents up for
adoption at the World Congress were not
even presented, much less discussed.
Many comrades were not sufficiently
motivated to even read the documents, or
attend preconvention discussions.

A stifling internal regime exists
in the branches -- one that virtually
dictates where members should live,
where they ought to work, when and where
they should take their holidays, 1life-
styles, and even who their friends are.
This total control resembles the norms
of a religious sect.

CONCLUSION
I remain loyal to the long tradi-
tions and militant struggles of the
Trotskyist movement in this country.
While I can give no support to what the
RWL has become, I do look forward to
joining with my o0ld comrades in future
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struggles. I 1look forward to the re-
establishment of a viable pan-Canadian
section of the Fourth International. It

will obviously include not only those
organizations that support the Fourth
International but also many comrades who
felt obliged to leave the RWL over the
years as well as newly radicalizing
militants who will embrace revolutionary
communism.

Young people are radicalizing in
the activists' coalitions, in the trade
unions, and in the NDP. I think it is
crucial for experienced comrades to join
these militants, pass on the historic
lessons of the struggles of our class,
and help point the way forward. The
sectarian demise of the RWL has reached
the point where one can only remain
politically effective as a revolutionary
Marxist outside of its ranks. Although
occasional corrections of the worst
errors may occur, it will take larger
events 1in the struggle itself to save
any segment of the RWL.

Today there are thousands of people
mobilizing in defense of the Nicaraguan
revolution, fighting for Choice, and
waging other social struggles. The
majority of supporters of the Fourth
International in Canada are now outside
of the ranks of the RWL. The Gauche
Socialiste is a vibrant, activist orga-
nization in Quebec with impressive pub-
lications and a growing membership. It,
along with the Alliance for Socialist
Action in English Canada, now have for-
mal ties with the Fourth International.
Even the Political Committee of the RWL
recognizes these groups and has agreed
to begin collaboration with them.

The Socialist Workers Collective in
Toronto is part of the cross-Canada ASA.
The SWC, despite being much smaller than
the Toronto RWL branch, leads the anti-
intervention work, and actively partic-—
ipates in OCAC, international solidari-

1

ty, NDP, and the trade union movement.
It also educates its membership and
participates fully with international

co-thinkers. Although I have differences
with the SWC and do not intend to Jjoin
at this time, I feel it is closest to
the type of movement I gave most of my
adult life to.

I intend to plunge into political
activity, into a genuine exchange of
perspectives, into building real inde-
prendent working class political action.
I urge others to seriously consider your
political relationship with the RWL, to
doubt everything (as Marx said), to look
around and join the struggle.

I would gladly appreciate discuss-
ing my perspectives with all interested
comrades. O

CRISIS
IN THE
SOCIALIST
WORKERS
PARTY

An Answer to Jack Barnes
BY CLIFF CONNER

F..T., P. O. Box 1947

New York, N.Y. 10009 60¢
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CANADIAN FOURTH INTERNATIONALISTS CALL CONVENTION

In an important step forward for
rebuilding the Canadian Trotskyist move-
ment, the National Steering Committee of
the Alliance for Socialist Action has
called "all members and supporters of
the ASA, and non-affiliated supporters
of the Fourth International in English

Canada, to a national convention to be
held November 22-24, 1985." The call,
[ ]

nIernatéonu

International Viewpoint, the official English-language
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adopted at a meeting of the ASA Steering

Committee in May, further states, "The
convention will discuss and vote on
proposals to begin to transform the ASA

from a federation of socialist political
collectives into a democratic centralist
revolutionary organization, in solidari-
ty with the Fourth International."

The Alliance for Socialist Action
in Canada was formed last year as a re-
sult of discussions between organiza-
tions which had previously been set up
independently in Toronto, Winnipeg, Ed-

monton, and Vancouver. These four so-
cialist "collectives" =-- as they call
themselves--share a common tradition.

Their members previously belonged to the
Revolutionary Workers League (RWL), of-
ficial section of the Fourth Interna-
tional in English Canada.

In response to a severe internal
crisis in the RWL in recent years, many
members have left that organization.
Others were expelled--in trials that
were similar to those which took place
in the U.S. SWP during the 1982-84 purge
of oppositionists. A small proportion of
these comrades decided to organize them-
selves in the four groups which now
comprise the ASA.

At the 1985 World Congress of the
Fourth International, the ASA was recog-
nized as an organization with which our
world movement wanted to maintain fra-
ternal relations. The congress did not,
however, recognize it as a sympathizing
section, precisely because ASA remained
a loose affiliation of independent local
collectives. The coming convention, if
it is successful in carrying out the
objectives stated in the call, will be a
step in the direction of putting to-
gether a cohesive national organization.

The ASA, which is limited to En-
glish Canada, maintains fraternal rela-
tions with another Canadian organiza-
tion -- Gauche Socialiste. GS, which was
granted sympathizing status by the World
Congress, 1is an active revolutionary
socialist organization in Quebec, with
branches in Montreal and Quebec City. O
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DON'T TIGHTEN’ THE SWP MORE,

OR YOU'LL STRANGLE IT TO DEATH

An Introduction to a New Pamphlet by James P. Cannon
by George Breitman

On April 8, 1983, a membership
meeting of the Bay Area District of the
Socialist Workers Party (from branches
in San Francisco, Oakland, and San Jose)
was held in San Jose to hear a report on
the latest three in a series of expul-
sions being engineered by the SWP "cen-
tral leadership team" headed by Jack
Barnes. During the discussion period,
Asher Harer, a veteran party member from
San Francisco, made some comments about
the newly announced "organizational
norm” prohibiting SWP members from com-
municating with members of other branch-
es under pain of expulsion. Harer said
that if James P. Cannon, the principal
founder of the SWP, were alive today, he
could not exist in the SWP. Cannon often
communicated directly with members in
other branches, on all sorts of ques-
tions, and Harer said he had a file of
Cannon letters to prove it.

Harer was answered by Clifton
DeBerry, a member of the national Con-
trol Commission, a former member of the
National Committee, and a former presi-
dential candidate, who said: "“If James
P. Cannon wrote such letters today, he
would be expelled." DeBerry added that
the SWP is a "more disciplined" party
today than in Cannon's time. Some NC
members who supported the new norms were
also present, but none differentiated
themselves from what DeBerry had said.

DeBerry's remarks were not re-
peated in written form, then or later,
but they were very revealing. For more
than a year the SWP leadership had been
accusing oppositionists in the NC of
violating the party's organizational
principles ("norms"), which the leader-
ship allegedly was trying to maintain

This is an introduction to a new
containing letters and a talk
Cannon about SWP problems

be published this summer by

pamphlet
by James P.
that will
the F.I.T.

The introduction has been
changed slightly for publication here so
that it can be read without the Cannon
texts that will accompany it in pamphlet
form.

and defend. And now DeBerry had blurted
out the truth: Even the founder of the
party would have been ousted as "un-
disciplined" if he had lived to 1983 and
tried to function in accord with the
organizational norms that prevailed in
the party from its founding in 1938 to
his death in 1974. Since these norms had
never been changed in Cannon's time, or
later, they were being violated all
right =-- not by the oppositionists but
by the leadership itself, which was
reinterpreting them and giving them a
new content without ever formally dis-
cussing or formally changing them.
In the following year the
leadership expelled all known or sus-
pected oppositionists, dissidents, or
critics. The real reason they were ex-
pelled was that they had political dif-

SWp

ferences with or doubts about the lead-
ership's new . orientation toward Cas-
troism and away from Trotskyism, and

that the leadership was afraid to debate
this orientation with them in front of
the SWP membership. The ostensible rea-
son given by the leadérship was that the
expelled members had in various ways
violated the party's traditional organi-
zational principles, especially the 1965
resolution on "The Organizational Char-
acter of the Socialist Workers Party."

The present pamphlet consists of
three letters and the text of a talk by
Cannon in 1966 and 1967, which prove
conclusively that Cannon did not share
the current SWP leadership's interpreta-
tion of the 1965 resolution. The real
tradition of the SWP on democratic cen-
tralism is different than the present
leadership makes it out to be. Like
Trotsky, Cannon is a witness against the
revisionist political and organizational
policies of the Barnes group.

Cannon was 75 years old and
living in Los Angeles "in 1965. He was
national chairman of the party but no
longer responsible for its day-to-day

activity, which was handled by the Poli-
tical Committee and national secretary
Farrell Dobbs from the party center in
New York. When the PC decided to submit
a resolution on organizational prin-
ciples to the 1965 convention, it chose
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a committee of Dobbs, George Novack, and
Cannon to prepare a draft. Dobbs wrote
it and Novack edited it. A copy was sent
to Cannon, who sent it back without
comment. He thought the draft was poorly
written and too ambiguous on certain key
points, but did not undertake to amend
or redraft it. He did not attend the
1965 convention, which adopted the reso-
lution by a vote of 51 to 8.

In 1968 Cannon discontinued di-
rect correspondence with the party cen-
ter in New York. But before that hap-
pened, he wrote and said some things in
1966 and 1967 which showed that he dis-
agreed with PC members who were inter-
preting the 1965 resolution as a signal
to "tighten" or "centralize" the party,
which he believed could only damage it,
perhaps fatally.

1. DONT TRY TO ENFORCE A NONEXISTENT LAW

Cannon's letter of ,February 8,
1966, had the following background: Arne
Swabeck, a party founder and NC member,
had been trying for seven years to con-
vert the SWP from Trotskyism to Maoism.
Despite repeated efforts before and
during SWP national conventions in 1959,
1961, 1963, and 1965, his small group
made little headway among the members.
Increasingly he and his group began to
ignore the normal channels for discus-
sion in the party, and to communicate
their ideas to selected members by mail.
This led to demands by Larry Trainor, an
NC member in Boston, for disciplinary
action against Swabeck and his ally in
the NC, Richard Fraser. Through a circu-
lar 1letter for the PC Tom Kerry an-
nounced that the matter would be taken
up at a plenum of the NC to be held at
the end of February.

Cannon's letter was addressed to

the supporters of the NC majority ten-
dency (which excluded@ the supporters of
the Swabeck and Fraser-Clara Kaye ten-

dencies, etc.). Cannon tried to convince
the majority that political discussion
and education were the answer to the
minority tendencies, not disciplinary

action. "There is absolutely no party
law or precedent for such action,™ he

'said, "and we will run into all kKinds of
trouble in the party ranks, and the
International, if we try this kind of
experiment for the first time. ... It
would be too bad if the ~SWP suddenly
decided to get tougher than the Com-
munist Party [of the 1920s] and try to
enforce a nonexistent law -- which can't
be enforced without creating all kinds
of discontent and disruption." (Emphasis
added)

This was written five months
after the adoption of the 1965 resolu-
tion. It demonstrates that Cannon saw

nothing in that resolution that could be
cited as "party law or precedent" for
the kind of disciplinary action taken by
the Barnes leadership in the 1980s.

The February 1966 meeting of the
NC found Cannon's arguments convincing.
They did not want to conduct, for "the
first time" in the party's history, the
experiment of trying to enforce "a non-
existent law." So the whole question was
dropped -- until after Cannon's death.

2. REASONS FOR THE SURVIVAL OF THE SWP
AND FOR ITS NEW VITALITY IN THE 1960s

Cannon's September 6, 1966, talk

was one of "my last speeches before I
fell into retirement, so to speak," he
said shortly before his death. It was

given to a Labor Day weekend educational
conference at a camp near San Francisco,
and it was obviously intended primarily
for members of the SWP and YSA, rather
than for the general public. The form of
this talk was that of a discussion about
the history of the SWP and the FI, which
Cannon used to express his thinking
about the problems facing the SWP in
1966, its strengths and weaknesses, the
pressures it was feeling, and the les-
sons from the past that it could 1learn
for the present and the future. Although
the talk was couched mainly in histori-
cal terms;, experienced listeners under-
stood that Cannon was saying, "I think
we have some serious problems now and
we'd better think about how to handle

them." The SWP leadership never printed
this talk (which was transcribed from a
taped recording and edited by Evelyn

Sell 18 years later, after her expulsion
from the SWP as an oppositionist, and
was printed in the Bulletin in Defense
of Marxism, No. 14, December 1984).

Cannon's main concern here was
that some SWP and YSA leaders were not
sufficiently resisting and opposing the

harmful influences of the "New Left" to
which they were subjected in the antiwar

and student movements. Some "younger
comrades," he said quite openly, gave
him the impression that they had not

fully assimilated the cardinal principle
of internationalism. His stress on the
SWP as "revolutionary continuators" was
directed not only against the New Left
but against those in the SWP and YSA who
disregarded this factor or thought it
insignificant. His demand for polemics
with opponent tendencies ("the mark of a
revolutionary party"”) stemmed from his
conviction that there was a reluctance
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among SWP and YSA leaders to openly
explain their differences with the New
Left. Similarly with most of the talk --
it was not just a criticism of the New
Left but of party and YSA members who he
thought were defaulting on the theoreti-
cal and educational struggle against New
Leftism.

But Cannon did not fail also to
raise the questions about party democra-
cy that had been on his mind during the
previous two or more years. He began by
touching on the "flexible democracy"
that had enabled the party to survive
historically: "We never tried to settle
differences of opinion by suppression.
Free discussion -- not every day in the
week but at stated regular times, with
full guarantees for the minority =-- is a
necessary condition for the health and
strength of an organization such as
ours." It never occurred to him to add
that any of this had been superseded by
the 1965 resolution.

Continuing, he noted that fac-
tionalism can get out of hand or become
unprincipled. "But on the other hand,"
he said, "if a party can live year after
year without any factional disturbances,
it may not be a sign of health -- it may

be a sign that the party's asleep; that
it's not a real live party. In a live
party you have differences, differences
of appraisal, and so on. But that's a
sign of life." The present SWP leaders
hardly ever say things like that any

more; and even when they do, they mean
something different than Cannon meant.

3. ATREND IN THE WRONG DIRECTION

In 1966 some SWP members raised
the question of codifying parts of the
1965 resolution through amendments to

the party's constitution at the next na-
tional convention. A PC-appointed con-
stitution committee (Reba Hansen, Harry
Ring, Jean Simon [Tusseyl]) began, in
consultation with national organization
secretary Ed Shaw, to consider proposed
changes for the constitution, including
one to alter the way the national Con-
trol Commission was elected and func-
tioned.

In his response on November 12,
1966 (reprinted from Bulletin in Defense
of Marxism, No. 8, June 1984), Cannon
‘was quite disturbed by this proposal,
especially because he saw it as part of
a dangerous trend: "As far as I can see
all the new moves and proposals to mon-
key with the Constitution which has
served the party so well in the past,
with the aim of 'tightening' centraliza-
tion, represent a trend in the wrong
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direction at the present time. The party
(and the YSA) is too 'tight' already,
and if we go much further along this
line we can run the risk of strangling
the party to death.”

Most of Cannon's letter was an
explanation of why the party would be
better off if the Control Commission
remained an "independent" or "separate"
body elected by the national convention
as a whole than it would be as a mere
subcommittee of the NC. But he also
seized the opportunity to assert the
necessity to "practice what we preach"
about existing constitutional provisions
"to protect every party member against
possible abuse of authority by the Na-
tional Committee." There was nothing
ambiguous about his position:

"In the present political cli-
mate and with the present changing com-
position of the party, democratic cen-
tralism must be applied flexibly. At
least ninety percent of the emphasis
should be placed on the democratic side
and not on any crackpot schemes to
'streamline' the party to the point
where questions are unwelcomed and crit-
icism and discussion stifled. That is a
prescription to kill the party...."

Cannon clearly did not feel that

the 1965 resolution justified or autho-
rized the kind of undemocratic changes
that the "centralizing” Barnes leader-

ship made in the name of the 1965 docu-
ment in the 1970s and 1980s. Cannon's
letter was effective -- none of the pro-

posals he .warned against were recom-
mended by the constitution committee or
adopted at the 1967 convention.

4. THE SWP'S GREAT TRADITION

The Arne Swabeck case came up

again in 1967, when both an SWP national
convention and an FI world congress were
scheduled. By then Swabeck had lost all
hope in the SWP and the FI. Instead of
trying once more to convince their mem-—
bers, he publicly attacked the SWP's
policies in a letter to a hostile poli-
tical group in England (the Healyites).
For this deliberate violation of dis-
cipline, the PC asked the NC to suspend
him from membership pending the coming
convention.

Cannon had no sympathy whatever
for Swabeck's politics .or organizational
practices, but he felt it would be "awk-
ward" to begin the preconvention and
pre-world congress discussions by sus-
pending the one articulate critic of the
party's positions and actions. He there-
fore wurged the PC to handle Swabeck's
provocation by publishing his letters



together with a comprehensive political
answer to them. This "subordination of
disciplinary measures to the bigger aims
of political education" =-- which he
called a continuation of the party's
great tradition -- had always served the
party well in the past, he argued in his

letter of June 27, 1967, and in the
Swabeck case would "better serve the
education of the new generation of the

party and the consolidation of party
opinion" than would the proposed suspen-
sion.

Most members of the NC disagreed
with Cannon. They felt Swabeck's viola-
tion of discipline was too flagrant to
be ignored, and they felt that he al-
ready had been answered politically over
and over again, so that disciplinary
action in this case would not represent

any rupture with the SWP's great tradi-
tion. The NC suspended Swabeck, who
continued to attack the SWP publicly,
and soon after he was expelled. The
differences in this case between the NC
majority and Cannon were tactical, and
it 1is possible to see the logic and
merits in both their positions. But
perhaps Cannon was looking a little
farther ahead than most of the NC mem-
bers.

Swabeck had so discredited him-
self, Cannon told the PC, that the imme-
diate effect of the party's reaction to

the new provocation would not be very
great whether he was suspended or not.
"But the long range effect on the poli-
tical education of the party, and its

preparation to cope with o0ld problems in
new forms, can be very great indeed." It
is clear from this that Cannon was con-
cerned with something bigger than the
fate of Swabeck; that he was trying to
alert the party to dangers that tran-
scended the issue of whether or not to
suspend Swabeck prior to the convention;
that he feared mistakes on this issue
could have damaging long range effects
on the party, its political education,

and its ability to fulfill its revolu-
tionary mission.

The Swabeck case was soon for-
gotten, but the dangers that worried
Cannon are worth recalling today, after
the SWP leadership, in a brutal break
with the party's tradition of subor-

dinating disciplinary measures to poli-

tical discussion and clarification, ex-
pelled and in other ways drove out any
and all members who were suspected of
having oppositional views (whether they

were articulate or not). The SWP leader-
ship "justified” this purge by accusing
the expellees of being disrupters and
splitters who, "like Swabeck," were
outside the party only because of their
own indiscipline and disloyalty. But
everybody in the SWP knows that most of
the expellees fought to remain in the
party, unlike Swabeck, and are still
fighting to be reinstated, also unlike
Swabeck. Most members of the FI know
this, too, because at their world con-
gress in February 1985, they voted over-
whelmingly to demand the reinstatement
of the purged members. The fight for the
SWP's tradition continues, but now the
SWP leadership is fighting on the other
side.

In May 1983, a month after
Harer-DeBerry exchange in San Jose,
NC held a plenum in New York where
positionists contrasted Cannon's posi-
tions on democratic centralism with
those of the Barnes group. Barnes final-
ly took the floor and said, "It looks as
though we are going to have to rescue
Cannon from these people the same way we
rescued Trotsky from the sectarians."

the
the

op-

Barnes had "rescued" Trotsky at a YSA
convention on December 31, 1982, in a
talk entitled "Their Trotsky and Ours"

(New International, Fall 1983). It was
rather a unique kind of rescue since in
this talk Barnes tried to demolish Trot-
sky and most of his work as sectarian
and harmful. A similar "rescue" of Can-
non would mean a wholesale reevaluation
of his work and his place in the history

of the SWP and the FI. Even as Barnes
uttered this promise or threat, a dos-
sier was being compiled that would

"prove" Cannon had been a "Stalinophobe"
in the 1930s and 1940s, etc. Whether or
not such material will be published, it
stands to reason that the Barnes group
will have to differentiate itself from
Cannon and Cannonism more and more as it
proceeds further away from them poli-
tically and organizationally. The anti-

dote includes an objective reading of
Cannon's writings, of which there are
fortunately many in print.

May 1985
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FROM THE ARSENAL OF MARXISM

Antonio Gramsci on the ‘Democratic Dictatorship’ Concept

Antonio Gramsci (1891-1937), a
founder of Italian communism and a revo-
lutionary martyr, was living in Vienna
in exile from Mussolini's fascist regime
in 1924, when he was invited to give
other Italian Communist Party leaders
his opinion, among other things, of the
dispute that had recently broken out in
the Russian CP between the 1leadership
team of Zinoviev, Kamenev, and Stalin
(the "Leninist nucleus" or "triumvi-
rate") and the Left Opposition headed by
Trotsky. In passing, Gramsci also ex-
pressed the then common understanding of
informed communists about the meaning
and content of the pre-1917 slogan of
the Bolsheviks for a "democratic dicta-
torship of the proletariat and peasant-
ry." Gramsci was a creative theoretician
and student of twists in historic de-
velopment but he probably would have
been surprised if anyone had said that
60 years later people who were aspiring
to be Leninists (like the leadership
team in the U.S. Socialist Workers Par-
ty) would deny the view about "demo-
cratic dictatorship” shared by everyone
in the Comintern in 1924 who was not
committed to the triumvirate's posi-
tions. The following excerpts are from a
letter Gramsci wrote to Togliatti, Ter-
racini, and others on February 9, 1924,
four months after the beginning of the
Stalin-Trotsky dispute and a few weeks
after the death of Lenin:

"So far as Russia is concerned,
I have always known that in the topog-
raphy of the factions and tendencies,
Radek, Trotsky and Bukharin occupied a
left position, Zinoviev, Kamenev and
Stalin a right position, while Lenin was

in the centre and acted as arbiter in
the whole situation. This, of course, in
current political language.

"The so-called Leninist nucleus,

as 1s well known, maintains that these
'topographic' positions are absolutely
illusory and fallacious, and in its

polemics it has continually demonstrated
how the so-called lefts are nothing but
Mensheviks, who cloak themselves in
revolutionary language but are incapable
of assessing the real relations of con-

crete forces. It is well known, in fact,
that throughout the history of the Rus-
sian revolutionary movement Trotsky was
politically to the left of the Bolshe-
viks, while on organizational gquestions
he often made a bloc with and actually
could not be distinguished from the
Mensheviks. It is well known that in
1905, Trotsky already thought that a
socialist and working-class revolution
could take place in Russia, while the
Bolsheviks only aimed to establish a
political dictatorship of the proletar-
iat allied to the peasantry that would
serve as a framework for the development
of capitalism, which was not to be
touched in its economic structure. It is
well known that in November 1917, while
Lenin and the majority of the party had
gone over to Trotsky's view and intended
to take over not merely political power

but also economic power, Zinoviev and
Kamenev remained in the traditional
party view and wanted a revolutionary

coalition government with the Mensheviks
and Social-Revolutionaries. They there-
fore left the CC of the party, published
statements in non-Bolshevik papers and
came very close to a split....

"In the recent polemic which has
out in Russia, it is clear that
Trotsky and the opposition in general,
in view of the prolonged absence of
Lenin from the leadership of the party,
have been greatly preoccupied about the
danger of a return to the old mentality,
which would be damaging to the revolu-
tion. Demanding a greater intervention
of proletarian elements in the life of
the party and a diminution of the powers
of the bureaucracy, they want basically
to ensure the socialist and proletarian
character of the revolution, and to
prevent a gradual transition to the
democratic  dictatorship -- which was
still the programme of Zinoviev and Co.
in November 1917. This seems to me to be
the situation in the Russian party...;
the only novelty is the passage of Buk-
harin to the Zinoviev, Kamenev, Stalin
group.” (Political Writings (1921-1926),

broken

edited by Quintin Hoare, International
Publishers, 1978, pp. 191-2) ul
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LETTERS

LENIN BEFORE WORLD WAR |

Having read Lenin's Struggle for
a Revolutionary International, I find it
hard to believe that Leon Trotsky was
right in 1932 when he wrote: "The capit-
ulation of the German Social Democracy
on August 4 [1914] was entirely unex-
prected by Lenin." (Reprinted in your
Bulletin No. 19, page 27)

After all his insights into the
false positions of the opportunists and
revisionists in the Second International
and his warnings against them, how could
Lenin have expected anything but capitu-
lation when the war broke out? Don't
tell us that he expected the opportun-
ists and revisionists to conduct a revo-
lutionary struggle against war!

A YSA member

New York
Reply by George Breitman: No,
Lenin did not expect the corrupt and

reformist elements in the Second Inter-
national to behave like revolutionaries
in the test of war. But he also did not
expect that the reformists and opportun-

ists would be so strong when war began
that they would be able to line these
parties up behind the capitalists in

almost every section of the Internation-
al. That took him and most of the other
genuine revolutionaries by surprise.

The Trotsky passage cited refers
to Lenin's reaction to the great be-
trayal by the German Social Democratic

leadership in 1914. There is another
example about a case closer to home for
Lenin -- that of Plekhanov, the founder

of Russian Marxism and Lenin's admired

teacher for many years. By 1914 Lenin
knew Plekhanov better and was well ac-
guainted with many of his shortcomings.

Even so, at first he could not believe
that Plekhanov would support the hated
tsar Nicholas in the war. Here is a
passage from Reminiscences of Lenin by
N.D. Krupskaya, Lenin's companion, de-
scribing Lenin's reaction in October
1914, two months after the war began,

when he heard that Plekhanov had made a
farewell speech in Paris in honor of
Russian radicals (Mensheviks, Bolshe-
viks, and others) who had volunteered to
fight in the French army:

"Plekhanov's position worried
Ilyich [Lenin] very much. He could not
believe that Plekhanov had become a

'defencist.' 'I just can't believe it,'
he said, adding thoughtfully, 'it must
be the effect of his military past.'"
(Foreign Languages Publishing House,
Moscow, 1959, p. 286)

If Lenin groped for a personal
explanation for the renegacy of Plekha-
nov (who had been a military cadet in
his youth), why is it hard to believe
that he was unprepared for the renegacy
of German and other Social Democrats
whom he did not know as well, political-
ly and personally, as he knew Plekhanov?

This does not detract at all
from Lenin's great contributions in
rearming the revolutionary vanguard

after the betrayal in 1914. In fact, his
contributions seem even greater when we
know that he had to overcome important
obstacles in order to be able to make
them.

THANKS FOR STEWART ARTICLES

Thanks very much for printing
the two articles by Larry Stewart in
your Bulletin (No. 17 and No. 18). Even
though he did not have all the answers
and did not pretend to have all the
answers, he threw a lot of light on the
Black 1liberation struggle which I, for
one, as an Afro-American supporter of
the Socialist Workers Party, find in-
formative and thought-provoking. Larry
Stewart. must have been quite a person
and an excellent teacher; his death is a

loss for all who want to learn as a
prerequisite for changing society.

e N.L.

Brooklyn, NY

[Larry Stewart's two articles

have been reprinted as a pamphlet with
the title "Permanent Revolution, Com-
bined Revolution, and Black Liberation
in the U.S." Readers are invited to
submit articles or letters about the
issues raised in this pamphlet.]

STEWART ARTICLES AND THE SWP

A rumor I have heard is that the
SWP leadership is going to answer Larry
Stewart's points at their upcoming con-
vention in August. Anyhow, they have put
Black liberation on the convention
agenda, and what they will say about it
will come from the Political Committee,
instead of from the National Committee
as is the usual custom. Do you know if
there is really some connection between
their forthcoming report and Stewart's
articles? I think it would be a good
sign if that was the case.
Ex-SWP member
Philadelphia, PA
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No. 1 — December 1983:

e Sound the Alarm by four suspended National
Committee Members (9/83)

o The Political Purge in the American SWP
by the United Secretariat of the Fourth
International (10/83)

e Resolving the International Crisis of
Revolutionary Leadership Today by four
suspended NC members (8/83)

o “‘New International’’ Slanders FI

No. 2 — January 1984:

e Concerning Our Expulsion by seven
members of the Twin Cities SWP branch
e Democratic Centralism and the Building of
the Revolutionary Combat Party in the USA
Resolution by the Fourth Internationalist

Caucus in the NC (2/82)

e New Norms vs Old: The Erosion of
Proletarian Democracy in the SWP by four
suspended NC members (8/83)

No. 3 — February 1984:

e Call for the Fourth Internationalist Tendency
by Naomi Allen, George Breitman, and
George Saunders

e Platform of the Fourth Internationalist
Caucus in the NC (12/81)

e On the Question of Regime in the
Revolutionary Party

e Why Steve Clark [in his introduction to
Maurice Bishop Speaks)] Can't Really Explain
What Happened in Grenada by Steve Bloom

e The Revolution in Central America and the
Caribbean and Its Place in the International
Class Struggle by Fourth Internationalist
Caucus (4/83)

o A Platform to Overcome the Crisis in the
Party by the Opposition Bloc in the NC
(5/83)

© 28 Theses on the American Socialist
Revolution and the Building of the
Revolutionary Party by Opposition Bloc
(5/83)

No. 4 — March 1984:

o Fourth Internationalist Tendency Is
Organized Nationally
e Why We Are Building the F.I.T.
by Adam Shils
o The Purge in the SWP:
1) Statement of the SWP Political Bureau
(1/84)
2) Who Is Responsible for the Split in the
Party by Steve Bloom
3) What Happened at the California State
Convention by Evelyn Sell
4) Report on the Expulsion of Gerardo
Nebbia
e Suppressed Documents:
Remarks on Party Norms and Appeals
by Frank Lovell (3/82)
Letter by James P. Cannon (2/66)
Lerter and Statement to the NC
by Steve Bloom and Frank Lovell (8/83)
e ““Permanent Revolution in Nicaragua’'
by Paul Le Blanc — reviewed
by George Breitman

No. 5 — April 1984:

e For a Democratic Discussion in the Party
Letter from the F.1.T. to the SWP National
Committee

e Platform of the F.I.T.

e Appeals to the SWP by Adam Shils, Larry
Stewart, George Lavan Weissman

e How the Opposition Tried To Prevent a Split
(3/83)

e A Phony Hue and Cry over the Term “‘Public
Faction’’ by George Breitman

o The SWP’s New Policy of Exclusion Letters
from the Twin Cities and New York

® A Life We Can Learn From: Carl Skoglund
(1884-1960) by David Riehle

e Toward an Understanding of Working Class
Radicalization by Frank Lovell

e Democracy in Today's Revolutions
by Adam Shils

No. 6 — April 1984:

o Theses on the Workers’ and Farmers’
Government by the Fourth Internationalist
Caucus (11/82)

o The Workers' and Farmers' Government and
the Socialist Revolution
by Steve Bloom (11/82)

e Socialist Strategy for a Class Struggle
Transformation of the Unions by Frank
Lovell and Steve Bloom (8/83)

» Appeal of Expulsion by George Breitman

No. 7 — May 1984:

o SWP National Committee Calls Convention
by Steve Bloom

o NBIPP Purges SWP Members
by Larry Stewart .

o Contribution to the New York/New Jersey
District Convention by Naomi Allen,
Dorothea Breitman, Larry Stewart

e On the 1984 Presidential Election Campaign
by Frank Lovell

e Memoirs of a Veteran SWP Election
Campaigner by Evelyn Sell

o Perspectives for the 1984 Election suppressed
document by Bloom and Lovell (1983)

o ““The Founding of the Socialist Workers
Party’’ — reviewed by George
Lavan Weissman

No. 8 — June 1984:

o The Most Peculiar Discussion the SWP Has
Ever Had by Frank Lovell

 Rita Shaw Speaks at SWP Rally

o An Open Letter to Mel Mason
by Larry Stewart

» A Dangerous Escalation of Slander Against
the F.1.T. by Steve Bloom

o The Transitional Program and the Fight to
Save the Family Farmer
by Christine Frank Onasch

o The Radicalization and the Socialist Workers
Party by Evelyn Sell

o The Revolutionary Marxist Movement and the
Iran-Irag War by David Williams

o James P. Cannon on the Control Commission
and the SWP Constitution (11/66)

No. 9 — July 1984:

o Where the SWP Preconvention Discussion
Stands by Frank Lovell

e A Far Cry from the Bolsheviks
by George Breitman

o The SWP’s New Policy of Exclusion and
Slander by David Williams

o Some Questions SWP Members Would Like
Answered
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e The U.S. Working Class Needs a
Revolutionary Party and the Party Needs a
Program by Steve Bloom

e James P. Cannon on the SWP's Great
Tradition (6/67)

e Suppressed Documents from the December
1982 SWP NC Plenum

o ““Maurice Bishop Speaks" — reviewed
by Adam Shils

No. 10 — August 1984:

e Emergency Conference Against U.S.
Intervention Called by Jean Y. Tussey

e Poland: KOR vs Bureaucracy
by Carl Jackson

e The Case of the Tardy Political Resolution
by George Breitman

¢ A Few More Steps Away from Marxism
by Steve Bloom

e Governmental Slogans: A Brief History
by Evelyn Sell

e Return 10 the Party-Building Merhods of the
Transitional Program by David Williams

e James P. Cannon on the 1928 Expulsions
(11/28)

e James Kutcher Appeals 1o the Convention
(10/83)

o Support Socialist Campaign — leaflet of
FILT.

o Lerter to Mexican PRT by F.1.T. National
Coordinators on the U.S. Elections

No. 11 — September 1984:

o The 32nd SWP Convention by Bill Onasch

e Comment on the SWP Draft Political
Resolution by Carl Jackson, David Williams,
Steve Bloom, and Evelyn Sell

o The Interests of the Masses in the Iran/Irag
War by Robert Sorel and David Weiss

o The Fourth International on Grenada

e Doug Jenness Mangles the Carl Skoglund
Story by George Breitman

e “‘In Defense of Revolutionary Continuiry”’
by Dianne Feeley and Paul Le Blanc —
reviewed by Adam Shils

e “Handbook for Marxist Studies’’ — reviewed
by Sarah Lovell

No. 12 — October 1984:

o Expelled SWP Members Appeal to World
Congress for Reinstatement by Steve Bloom

o Emergency Conference Calls for Anti-
Intervention Actions in Spring
by David Williams

© The Gender Gap — and What Women Can
Do About It by Evelyn Sell and Rita Shaw

o The SWP's Evolution on Farm Question
by Dorothea Breitman

© Gerardo Nebbia Expelled from the F.I.T.

® A Suppressed Document: Frank Lovell on the
Motivarion Behind the Party Purge (2/83)

e ""The Left Opposition in the U.S. 1928-31"
by James P. Cannon — reviewed by George
Lavan Weissman

No. 13 — November 1984:
e First F.I.T. National Conference
(Oct. 6-8, 1984)
Delegates Pledge Continued Fight to
Reform SWP by Steve Bloom

Where We Stand After the 1984 SWP
Convention



Fourth International, World Congress, and
FIT
Our Present Organizational Tasks
State of Anti-Intervention Movement
o Why “‘Guardian’’ and *‘Militant"’ Distorted
Cleveland Antiwar Conference by Dave
Riehle
o Lost Opportunities: the SWP’s 1984 Election
Campaign
by Frank Lovell
e Nicaragua: A People Armed
by Haskell Berman
o James P. Cannon on Permanen: Revolution:
Notes for a Lecture in 1932
© “Leon Trotsky and the Organizational
Principles of the Revolutionary Parry, "
by Dianne Feeley, Paul Le Blanc, and Tom
Twiss — reviewed by Adam Shils

No. 14 — December 1984:

o Reasons for the Survival of the SWP and Iis
New Virality in 1960s a talk by James P.
Cannon (9/66)

o Larry Stewart — Proletarian Fighter for 45
Years by the Editorial Board

o Larry Stewart’s Appeal to the World Congress

© Results and Meaning of the 1984 Election
by Frank Lovell

o Letter to the “‘Militant" It Didn't Print
by Jerry Gordon and Jim Lafferty

° Open Letter 10 Fred Halistead
by David Williams

© SWP Calls Special Convention in January

o Discussion Begins on the Wrong Foor Again
by Steve Bloom

° Opposition Bloc's Platform Finally Published
by David Williams

o Women and the SWP: 1979-1984
by Laura Cole

o This Preparatory Period by Frank Lovell

o Through the Looking Glass with Barnes and
Sheppard by Naomi Allen

No. 15§ — Jamuary/February 198S:

o Tasks of the World Congress by Steve Bloom

o For an Accurate View of the World
Revolution by Adam Shils

o Central America and the Fourth International
Articles by David Williams, Alain Krivine,
Ernest Mandel, and the F.I.T. National
Organizing Committee

» What Does ‘New International’ Mean Today
by Chester Hofla

e War and Revolution in Iran by Robert Sorel
and David Weiss

o Letter to the SWP Convention Delegates
by the F.1.T. National Coordinators

o Few Participants in SWP's Pre-World
Congress Discussion by Laura Cole

e Larry Stewart Memorial Meeting Boycotted
by SWP

e In Tribute 10 a Great Socialist Educator
by Tom Bias

o SWP Publishes ‘Theses’ After 25 Months

o What Happened to the Unions in 1984
by Frank Lovell

o Zimmerwald (1915) and Cleveland (1984)
by George Breitman

e New Trotskyist Alliance Formed in English
Canada by Barry Weisleder

e How Trotsky and Cannon Saw the Fourth
Internarional (10/38)

No. 16 — March 1985:

® Fourth International Charts Revolutionary
Orientation and Rejects Expulsions from SWP
by Steve Bloom

© All Out for the April 20 Antiwar
Demonstrations! by Bill Onasch

o SWP Decides to Support April 20 Actions
by David Williams

o What Abstentionism Usually Conceals
by Dave Richle

o Why SWP Should Have Backed L.A. Antiwar
Referendum by Evelyn Sell

o The Nuclear Freeze and the Revolutionary
Marxist Movement by Frank Lovell

o Fourth International Solidarity with British
Miners by Adam Shils

o Problems of the Palestinian National
Congress by David Williams

© Revolutionary Theory and Method
by Paul Le Blanc

o Understanding (and Misunderstanding) the .
Nicaraguan Revolution by Steve Bloom

No. 17 — April 1985:

© Reports on the World Congress of the Fourth
International by Steve Bloom
A Step Forward for the FI; Notes of a
Delegate; In Defense of the Workers' and
Farmers’ Government Concept; How to
Resolve Split in the U.S.; The *Crisis in
the Fourth International’
e F.I.T. Calls Second National Conference
o Is the SWP Making a Turn Away from
Abstentionism? by David Williams
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Appendix: The Forging of Oppressed
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