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Introducing In Defence of Trotskyism

he International Trotskyist Current has begun this series of theoretical and
polemical journals because much of the material is very specialised and
the Trotskyist AFamilyo

seriously and are familiar with the historical conflicts and lines of demarca-
tion which constitutes the history of revolutionary Trotskyism. This is vital work.

directed at and

We understand that the current crisis of world imperialism is of a profound nature

and are deeply concerned that the heritage of Trotskyism, which alone has the
revolutionary programme and method to liberate humanity from the nightmare of
economic crises, starvation, war, dictatorship and ecological disaster is now de-

fended by relatively few internationally. The fight for Trotskyism was betrayed by
Michel Pablo, the Fl post  -war leader who increasingly yielded the conscious fight for
revolutionary |l eadership the
out by agencies hostile to Trotskyism and the socialist revolution, to Stalinism or

left, and sometimes right nationalism. At the same time the sectarians abandon the

Transitional Programme, in practice if not in words and, because they do not seek

the road to the mass of the working class and oppressed, begin as the obverse of

but up political p
in Afghanistan. We are confident that there are enough revolutionary international-

ists to enable us to strengthen the core around the Permanent Revolution Collective

(CoRep) and so begin the international struggle to regenerate Trotskyism.

to unconscious

Pabl oi sm, end in a worse

This publication expanded from an open letter to the International Bolshevik Ten-
dency (IBT) to an assessment of the entire International Communist League (ICL,
Spartacist) tradition because the three groups that make up what we have called

the dysfunctional Spart fiFamilyo , which a
International (LFI), are so related to each other ideologically and psychologically

that, although they obviously hate each other to the point of revulsion, they are

unable to break this relationship because of agreement on what constitutes the
continuity of Trotskyism and the Fourth |Int
went with the International Committee (I C)

Cannon, Lambert and Healy. Then when that was faltering James Robertson arrived
in the nick of time to oppose the political collapse to Castroism in 1963 and the
SWP's reunification with Ernest Mandel. The mantel of Trotskyism then fell to
Robertson when the rest of the IC, Lambert and Healy, abysmally failed the test of
Cuba. However it is correct to give retrospective critical support to the IC opposition
to Pabloism and to all other attempts to defend Trotskyism, even though they
proved be partial inadequate
Il oi smo.

to and because

Then when Robertson supposedly betrayed this sacred trust it fell to Bill Logan, of
the IBT or Jan Norden of the LFI, depending of when your group split. This despite
the fact that they are all #Afighting
proach to the working class to their mentors in their best periods (e.g. Cannon in
the 1930s). This amounts to almost no approach at all, their entire existence con-
sisting in attacking all other groups and particularly each other; much of their
charges are justified but then so are many of the counter -charges. Nonetheless
there are big differences and the IBT are attempting to turn to the working class. To

do this they t he
positions and the methodology that is Sparticism.

propag

must break from AFamilyo b
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To the International Trotskyist Current

Date: Wednesday, 7 January, 2009, 10:34 PM

We iead yui2p - gojnt Plafog with injggest, apdnpie
your agreement with Trotsky that programme must

come first. While some points of your platform are for-
mally correct at an abstract level, there is a lack of con-
crete positions that should be of concern to any organi-
sation that sees itself as Trotskyist.

theor

Point 17 of your platform seems to imply that you agree
with the core Trotskyist position of unconditional mili-
tary defence of deformed workers' states. However, you
Aeplectiqyrelgte dhis pointp astual cases if rgag)t s
tory where this question was posed in practice: in De-
cember 1981 in Poland with the showdown between the
Stalinist government and Solidarnosc, and a decade
later, in August 1991 when the Stalinist Emergency
Commlttee was pltted agamst Boris Yeltsin and his sup-
poners I8 these c& cases ‘IIrotsEylsts would Have m|||tar|Fy
sided with Jaruzelski and Yanayev in defence of the de-
formed and degenerated workers' states of Poland and
the USSR. Which side of the barricades would the ITC
have been on?

tivelyo

AHai |l R

Point 8 of your platform makes the orthodox Trotskyist

€23 fof Working clfsp indepepdence pdapregiiontq
popular fronts - the main question of our time. Once
again, how do you relate this point to actual events in
Britain? Was it correct to support the popular

Stop the War Coalition? Was |t correct to vote for the

f?egp%ét popuparafrlonﬂ DE you thmkrllt 5 acceptable toI Jo Gemil

vofd |‘o the sJ s -c@le&m%&é?s cBanBn@rﬂ of boBuIafl 953 via
fronts, as the CPGB did by voting for some Respect can-
didates in 2005? Was it correct to critically support Ken
Livingstone (who gathered around him a cross

coalition) in the London GLA elections of 2008? These
and other real  -life events provide opportunities for left-
ists to uphold - or to betray - the central Marxist princi-

-frontist

-class

plenogiydeperslence ofdvorking cléis$ arggtisatio.ab | o wi t h
Point 11 of your platform correctly asserts that the La-

bour Party is still a bourgeois workers' party, and states

that Marxists adopt tactics towards it that may include .

anh?m aﬂo’cﬂt@ape?e&ora‘f’éuﬁpgrt Vahile'ttfis |saaI Iy differ

general truth, you fail to give concrete examples of such
tactics in relation to the Labour Party in recent years. In
1997, would you have voted for Blair's Labour Party (as
we refused to do) or for Scargill's Socialist Labour Party
(as we did)? Would you have voted for Labour or for
otherslest pastiesiim2g012 (We took thespositionythata f
critical vote for the SA/SLP/SSP was a sensible tactic to
help encourage a break from Labourism.) Who would
you have voted for in the 2005 general election? (We
applied the tactic of withholding support from all the

wrong p

candidates.)

) Your platform is unfortunately vague on several key
| ouestions of imperialism anc ratioralism. Do you mili-

tzrily defena !rag and Iran against imperialism? YWha is

} yOuT position on ireiand?

Our programme is elaborated in various articles and
pamphlets on our website, www.bolshevik.org. We look

X fcrwadd 0 hearing more of your views ¢ th=sa ques-

tions.
Comradely regards, David Waits

International Bolshevik Tendency

Leon Trotsky: | am confident of the victory of the Fourth International; Go Forward!
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Reply to the International
Bolshevik Tendency

Introductory Remarks
Dear Comrades,

e are reluctantly forced to adopt this open letter
tactic because, despite a good degree of political
agreement on the main aspects of the class
struggle and the fight to build a revolutionary
party, Alan Davis, speaking apparently on behalf of the British
group, tolduson 7 ™ November after the public meeting in Lon-
don that had fAbl ito as r
might be willing to discuss with us about some unspecified is-
sues sometime in the indefinite future if some unspecified things
changed. We do deserve to b
Your te tells that, fibu
party, the most urgent task of our time, requires waging politi-
cal war on 'internationalists’ who push nationalist poison and

we own

not

websi us

'revolutionaries’ who seek to place new reformist obstacles on
the road to proletarian
Bj4Bw poisonous nationalist campaign at the Lindsey Oil Refin-
ery dispute, but with some differences which we will come to

power 0.

later. The very least your communist internationalist principles
demands is discussions about joint intervention in the Labour
movement (what that is can also be contentious so we will also
deal with it later). How can you abandon this duty in this way,

and by fiyouo | refer to the I BT
have presumably issued this instruction? As a tiny current of

about 40 internationally which is not growing for you to continue

to rely on linear recruitment or hostile polemics against the
Sparts and fAPabloitesd I|ike Nor

Six months to respond to the huge political,
ideological and social crisis that was Bj4Bws

You must surely begin with intervening in the class struggle in

order to advance that, to win the best militants to revolutionary
Marxism on the basis that you have the best programme to
advance that class struggle. But it seems to us that your inter-
vention still tends towards a purely propagandistic approach;

that you intervene in order to expose the errors of your oppo-

nents so as to build your sect, that you are not really interested

in the class struggle. You could discuss with Socialist Fight, ex-
pose the wayso t
are implanted in the trade unions, are we fighting in there in a

fierrors of our

revolutionary socialist manner or as left reformists?

But you are not interested in helping us, and we do not know if
you feel you can. We have learned from discussing with your
comrades that much internal discussion in the British section of
the IBT consists in what is wrong with various articles in SF 1, 2
and 3 but it seems that these are aimed at warning off your

ng
Si X

members from bei Aitaken ino b
righto. It took

cal, ideological and social crisis that was the British Jobs for

mont hs for

No vote for Boris, no vote for Ken because there is so little
political difference between them that we cannot distin-
guish, say the IBT. But can we not see any political differ-
ence between their voters and what are the traditional
communist tactics in relating to the working class base of

egar

e fin
il

bourgeois -wor ker sé parties?

British workers (Bj4Bw) dispute centred on the Lindsey Oil Re-
finery. The importance of this dispute for building a revolution-
earytIe%moerléhipabegishr'ling1 in brﬁalrn cdhribthe évéreost?matgdr;‘ it t
set the negative political parameters for the whole of the rest of
the year in Britain and its international repercussions were cor-

respondingly severe. Yet apparently an international internal
political dispute paralysed your organisation for six months;
enquiries on where you stood even in general were met with
embarrassed evasions. Your international leadership (it seems,
in iF preof:’JIenm"él \;veireonc")]t gkl)ser {o 'ﬁo&}ng) ,efegr lsrorﬂnib(g ng gvnhagset to
you in this time, rendered you impotent in the class struggle,
despite the fact that you eventually came out with a good

(though not entirely correct) position on the dispute in July.
thés SEP is a dead end.

Wi he

Socialist Fight intervened within a week

The quarterly Socialist Fight, on the other hand, intervened
within a week and its position was widely praised on the inter-
nationalists internationally and established us overnight as prin-
cipled Trotskyist fighters. Your yearly 1917 journal is just a
propagandist weapon without the necessary detailed focus on
the domestic class struggle to guide an effective intervention for
you or for any other section that even groups as small as yours
can make. It is, frankly, dull and boring to the masses and
makes no attempt to develop relations with new layers coming
into struggle. This it has in common with the ICL and the LFI [1]
0 UjSthely Bvenduse®h@ SAme erRdt, he SRASHYIE dnd typt/sf
journal, placards are identically handwritten just so as to make
the point that you the dysfun
be forced to commit sati when the ICL (and/or its leader James

ar e

Robertson) dies. The ICL are slowly dragging you with it into the
abyss as itis.

But you have begun to step up statements for distribution, on
the Lisbon Treaty in September and on the NPA in November, all

Y Uvery értBdddk 8ohtairing Btk wévild disdgrddwith! $his

Y 0 Upeds%he GuBsfioR; WRyEan fydd ndt grdiucd dntbie freuehti t 1 -
publication in Britain, more directed to the class struggle and

Ct

Leon Trotsky: | am confident of the victory of the Fourth International; Go Forward!
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the political forces here as Socialist Fight does with a smaller
membership than your own? The problem is that during those
six month events rapidly developed in the British class struggle
which necessitated a principled position on Lindsey in order to
intervene. But you could not do so. If similar or even more im-
portant events occur in the near future, and we are sure they
will, will you be equally hamstrung? Let us list what you missed:

1. C This predated the Bj4Bw but was part
of the same political process. It was pure Stalinism in its politics
and methods. It was prepared in secret behind the backs of the
ranks of the Labour movement; it was drafted by the CPB, all its
politics were already decided before opening it up to discussion

Peopl ebds

by o6representatives of the worki
i es, li ke the RMTo6s General
Mc Donnel | MP, Pri son Officers'

Wrack of Respect and Dot Gibson, General Secretary of the Na-
tional Pensioners Convention, met behind closed doors, refusing
entry even to leading RMT activists. Naturally it was not dis-
cussed during its preparation within the ranks of the RMT, the
LRC or anywhere else because there are just too many leftist
there who might object to its appalling reformist, nationalist
outlook.

2. Lindsey Oil Refinery itself T see above.

3. Uni t eds L ef tThe@wahadtsendure the specta-
cle of Uniteds Left Caucus on
pared by ultra Stalinist methods and politics, supported by the
SWP, SP, AWL and PR. The latter two have wavered a bit now,
the AWL fudging on who to support in the Unite General Secre-
tary Election and PR implicitly changing their line on the legiti-
macy of the United Left by publishing the objections of a Shop
Steward to the United Left Manchester Hustings fraud. We pro-
pose to wage a campaign over the next year demanding that

the SWP, the SP, PR and the AWL support the candidacy of Jerry
Hicks who has announced he will stand for the General Secre-
tary of Unite. Acting entirely outside of and against the bureauc-

A T

. L

The IBT entered Arthur Scargill's Socialist Labour Party in
1997 and liquidated itself (why?). It began its independent

Marxist Bulletin then (1997 -2000), which was sectarian, re-
fusing to call for a Labour vote in 2001. They resumed life as
independents then but strangely ditched their own journal

and decided there was no one at all worth voting for in 2005

21

racy and with only lukewarm support from the SWP (who had
backed the right -winger Fairclough against him, because the

CPB said he was a o6leftd and the
withdrew). In the voting Simpson got 60,048, 37.85% and Hicks
came second with 39,307, 24.84%. We have explained our rea-
sons in SF3 i will you support this campaign?
4. No2EU : This was again prepared by the Stalinists them-
selves in secret, progressively
same methods and | argely the sam
Charter.
Centrists

ng classd. These plenipotentiar-

Secr etAENg obsgetyed ofthe iptgrventiprrotthe centgistsdnSF 3 g h n

As s ey i babydostast poligiga! akility o gefate to e inde-
pendent interests of the working class not mediated through the
left TU bureaucracy. They are unable to see the relevance of
revolutionary socialist politics in fighting for rank
lisations that set the working class base against the bureau-
cratic superstructure to open up the space for the propagation
of revolutionary ideas and the building of a revolutionary party.
They have become conservative and opportunist behind their

verbiage, still

Fight

detail and produce political commentary to guide our interven-
tion whilst the IBT members had to kick their heels for six

FRoathsuary. This was again pre-

-and - file mobi-

6Mar xi st o Aliberaltoffem

sive. 0 Socialist was abl e

Remember here we are not talking about fusion talks but simply
about how to intervene as revolutionary communists in the real
movement of the working class. And it seems that when the IBT
do just that, as in their recent intervention in the Brent Postal
Workers Support Group, we make almost identical interventions
in a meeting of some 35 mostly experiences trade unionists and
leftists youth, and were the only ones to warn of the treachery
of the trade union bureaucrats and the need to build rank

file opposition to fight this. But we must have been talking of
different types of R+F opposition, SF must have a syndicalist
concept compared to the revolution concept of the IBT, right?

-and -

How do you know that as you will not discuss the matter? And it
must be taken as read that the IBT have said the last word on

how these should work because of your experience in the Inter-
national Longshoremen and Warehouse Union (ILWU)? As with

the continuity of the Fourth International running through the

albeit very flawed but nonetheless better -than -anyone -else
characters JP Cannon and James Robertson; only the US SWP,

the ICL and their interventions in the US Labor movement have
anything to teach the world of revolutionary Trotskyism it

seems.

We opposed to pure propagand
propaganda groupsd® and oppose th
the trade unions. That is the most important question to be cor-

rected but there is a second, almost as important and closely
guestion which the
linism. But if we are to debate the IBT we must first say why
they must break with the ICL and what is wrong with that tradi-
tion. The Gruppe IV. International, which became the Gruppe

ar e

rel ated i Fami

y

a
e
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Spartakus, German section of the IBT in 1990, had a good posi-

tion on continuity when they wrote i
intend to become disorientated in th
I CL6 nor do we intend to apply to th
Trotskyist familyo. [2] Yet over t we
still not achieved that task, you are still very palpably part of the

I CL AFamilyodo on the question of Stal
imperialism in general, TU work, etc. You, together with the

International Group (IG), exclusively confer on each other the
honourable t-ceherofstdloefas you cl ear |l

questions and Soviet defencism in particular are the defining
i ssues (facid testso)
serious theoretical polemics at each other in a most incestuous
manner. Your combined numbers are only a few hundred but
these cadres are the only significant ones in terms of revolution-
ary regroupment, apparently.

for

Except most of-hdph-ostehd oméwol uti on pe

slated as the most appalling thugs and scoundrels by their oppo-

nents; The Road to Jimstown  (IBT) , What Makes Logan Run?

and The Norden AGroupo: SCRIRA (O ON-ICRVIERIN( ) o hann Wol fgang von Goet he:

- the quotations marks are presumably supposed to lead us the Like many great Enlightenment
snort fAGroupo in scornful derision. FIEES he came close to Mar xos
You have fdisappearedo the rest ofj;the ﬁéj)pﬁﬁ§r5:6§Vieﬂiytir§tViOJéJtWé’§'righ

ary Trotskyists internationally, the rest of the subjectively revo-
lutionists any
entire historical experience of the fight by other forces for Trot-
skyism internationally, however inadequate that might have

been and with them has gone the working class and its revolu-
tionary potential. The healthy revolutionary elements outside of
your own ranks must now be reduced to a few dozen at most, in
the eyes of the three opposing

of colour outsi

Gross Sectarians

IBT and the LFI are strategically orientated to the ICL and so
cannot break with that tradition and method; there are limits
which if breached could call into question the entire tradition.
Why must you go so far with these gross sectarians, the ICL? To
take just a few examples;

1.

In an article in WV 945 (23 Oct 2009) The Syphilitic

Chain ( f r o m V o ICandidar) they attack the IG because they

Aipromote the May Day 2008 anti
ternational Longshoremen and Warehouse Union (ILWU) as op-
posed the opportunistso fApr
class and anti activists t o -buithisidne
the case apparently because Jack Heyman, LFI supporter whose
produced the
Clarence Thomas, who had tried to shut up anti
Cindy Sheehan about the war in Afghanistan. So he knew some-
one with reactionary views, he must have those same views
himself in the best

to
-war

moti on
-war activist

House Un - American Activities Committee

tradition. The very title of the piece, The Syphilitic Chain, is
meant to suggest this mode of thought. But there is a further
charge,anun -sourced or dated fAquote
man said fiwe want the troops h
context, we hope it is not as

1983 where they patriotically wanted the US Marines out "alive."

Trotskyis

spirational and an example of what revolutionary communist can

t 4h& shdLiE AcAidvd i tRe righP FreuitstahcBs. T Dilffy R in thid ©
manner is unpardonable. And we do not have to agree with him
in all his political positions to take that stand. Bravo Jack!

de

2. In the very same issue we are requested to condemn the
League for the Revolutionary Party because back in Winter 1976

s e ¢ t7AgJodiafishVoitefpAnted d pictare @hick shdwed the Stars and
Stripes the
above Confederate banner atop state capitol building in Mont-
gomery, Alabama, symbolises dominance of Northern capital in
the Southo. We are supposed t
the LRP who do not understand Revolutionary Integrationism as
the ICL does and are thereby
utter and unpardonabl e nonsen
eyes of the ICL, is that they do serious trade union work as op-
posed to the ICL who do none at all these days.

above Confederate

3. The mad stuff about not demanding the jailing of killer
0O bdcause fnts sodQiidlondinVthe tedpifalist jutice, an in-
fantile argument if ever there was one. As the IBT correctly say.
ogrammey ®da P admipgr d P& Woir & 29y

war

tmo ¢ rngtth&wver, mean that Marxists are not also prepared to ad-
vance certain concrete, usually negative, demands on bourgeois

shut down ;e nkcneeewd,H it AP dbRous elahpleSis tife @all to drop legal proceed-

ings against those who were arrested on 7 January while pro-
testing this hideous crime. It is equally necessary to demand,

not only that Mehserlebs (the
this racist killer be jailed
4. Robersonds | atest craze of
0 t heantidate ®orekesutive positiolsat Hey -
omeo. We would |ike to see the

b ad TEhese examples dgnodsiatelsactaran bigetry of théyfisshoedar,
for the ICL the main purpose of intervening in the class struggle

S
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is to demonstrate how much opposed they are to all other
groups and how they put the cult needs of their group above
the class struggle itself. If they inflict damage on the working
class in the process who cares? You are wasting your time ori-
entation to such a degenerate group after 25 years. There is no
forthodoxy?od
relatively healthy days of the 1960s. Are you not too much like
that yourselves? Look to the wider internationalist tendencies
and seek to intervene in the class struggle with a better
method than this. Look at what the Transitional Programme
says on this,

here now, in so f

AThe Fourth
which first showed the proletariat how to conquer power. The
Fourth International sweeps away the quacks, charlatans and
unsolicited teachers of morals. In a society based upon exploi-
tation, the highest moral is that of the social revolution.
methods are good which raise the class consciousness of

the workers, their trust in their own forces, their readi-

ness for self  -sacrifice in the struggle.
methods are those which implant fear and submissiveness in
the oppressed before their oppressors, which crush the spirit of
protest and indignation or substitute for the will of the masses
the will of the leaders; for conviction -compulsion; for an an
sis of reality -demagogy and frame -up . O

I nternational

There is no problem fitting the Sparts into that but your at-
tempts to break from it are weak and inadequate. You put the
internal requirements to maintain the rigid internal discipline of
your group above the class struggle itself and the needs of the
working class. Or are you getting over that at last? Your latest
refusal of even talks on joint work certainly does not sound like

it. Remember Trotskyods warnin

AYou have for an
worker elements in your ranks. They can be a very valuable
yeast if the party succeeds by and by in extracting them from a
closed milieu and ties them to the factory workers by daily ac-
tivity. | believe such an orientation would also assure a health-
ier atmosphere i de the par
tablish i mmediatel y: party
three or six months a new worker for the party is not a good
party (ALetter

exampl e

nsi
a

member . 0 t o

Mobilised the base against the bureaucratic
leadership

Should your comrade who spoke in the Willesden meeting not
have denounced Socialist Fight openly as the ICL does for re-
ng defend the defor med
Vietnam (of course defend
Cuba and North Korea) and calling for a vote for Labour rather
than intervene in the reasonable and relevant way he did in
order to attempt to begin to mobilised the base against the
bureaucratic sell out leadership in the CWU? You will have to
infuse him with more sectarian bile or he will not be able to

fusi t o

we

resist continuing to make pertinent interventions in the real
class struggle and relating favourable by operating temporary
blocs with those who do likewise however partially and inade-
quately. Namely SF, Workers Power leftist individuals and dissi-

ar

All

The impermissible

aly-

g:

ty.

dent members of the PR, AWL, SWP and SP. What a terrifying
scenario!

And you know what is coming now. If you want to break the
umbilical cord tying you to Sparticism first of all remember

a Matr kédrse deevfd mivid 0 Ns Prhe Sierc tjatrg ani s m;

counterposes the socialist propaganda group to the real move-
ment of the proletariat, because that real movement of the
proletariat is so backward. Sectarians are those who they take
as their point of honour the shibboleth that separates them
from the As Mar x
of the system of Socialist sects and that of the real workers'

movement . f amousl

cont i nuero vtehme nttr aad imtaiyosn sa fa nBlo li snh & vnivsemn s e r

here is Trotsky inthe ~ Transitional Programme

Under the influence of the betrayal by the historical organiza-
tions of the proletariat, certain sectarian moods and groupings
of various kinds arise or are regenerated at the periphery of the
Fourth International. At their base lies a refusal to struggle
for partial and transitional demands, i.e., for the elemen-

tary interests and needs of the working masses, as they

are today . Preparing for the revolution means to the sectari-
ans, convincing themselves of the superiority of socialism. They
propose turning their backs on the "old" trade unions, i.e., to
tens of millions of organized workers -as if the masses could
somehow live outside of the conditions of the actual class
struggle! (Trotsky saw the Northite SEP coming!)

They remain indifferent to the inner struggle within re-

formist organizations - as if one could win the masses
without intervening in their daily strife! They refuse to
draw a distinction between the bourgeois democracy and fas-
cism - as if the masses could (not?) help but feel the difference
on every hand! These sterile politicians generally have no need

i mpor+ an tof arbidgedretiie foarf of trarsithona$ demamds Because they do

not intend to cross over to the other shore. They simply dawdle
in one place, satisfying themselves with a repetition of the self-
same meagre abstractions. Political events are for them an
occasion for comment but not for action.
AOne gener al rul e we

can es -

me mb éviost af theyseatiataa groupstandwliques, dourishiechap acciden-

wor
t he

tal crumbs from the table of the Fourth International lead an

Ca n n o n dindepgndeht’ orgahizationallegis3ence, with great pretensions

but without the least chance for success. Bolshevik - Leninists,
without waste of time, calmly leave these groups to their own

fate... A correct policy regarding trade unions is a basic condi-

tion for adherence to the Fourth International. He who does not

seek and does not find the road to the masses is not a fighter

but a dead weight to the party. A programme is formulated not

Kos thesegitorialibeakd grdor thefleadens pf digcussgion glubs, but

rfos thearevelutiangyy agfignyofcnailljors sThescleansing ef the n

ranks of the Fourth International of sectarianism and incurable
sectarians is primary condi ti

a on

Major differences

What are the major differences preventing joint work?

1. On w-arrd kf i a ned
a large difference, apparently communicated to the IBT mem-
bership but that not to SF, which makes joint work impossible.

trade union sfintoa ntkh e

Leon Trotsky: | am confident of the victory of the Fourth International; Go Forward!
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2.
ties internationally); the IBT says that whilst it is still a bour-

party
SF says vote Labour except in extraordinary circumstances like

On the British Labour party (and bourgeois -wor ker s

geois-wor ker s d we cannot vote
a revolutionary situation in the absence of a revolutionary or

class struggle centrist alternative; always the position of Lenin

and Trotsky.

3. Poisonous Nationalism in Lindsey and national chauvinism

on the Malvinas war.

4. The origins of Sparticism in JP Cannon's SWP

5. On Soviet Defencism in Poland (1981).

6. And the USSR (1991).

7. On the restoration of capitalism in China and Vietnam;

the IBT say these are still worke

capitalist states; this is a fundamental barrier to discussions,
apparently.

Combining all these we see a different method, contend the
IBT, and we agree that at least what we have is two very dif-
ferent interpretations of the same method. But we think that
the IBT, or at least some of them, are seeking ways out of the
straightjacket and would like to hear more of what we have to
say. We know that they take the principles of Trotskyism very

seriously, that there are very few potential leaders amongst

t oday 6-proctankdfTrotskyists who take theory so seri-

ously, they just need to enter the class struggle in order to find

out to apply it. AAl I theory,
gol den tree of Ilife springs
von Goethe. But perhaps even more apposite is his critique of
the gospel according the St. John which, for very important

how
ever

ideological reasons, was read out in the vernacular [3] in every
Catholic Church in the world since the Tridentine Mass was

initiated by the Council of Trent in the middle of the sixteenth

century (1545 -1563) during the counter -reformation and is still
read It begins the
God, from Greek phil
Faust AfAln beginning was the d
Tat)o. And Mar xi st
Goethe. So we do not apologise for the sharp nature of this

polemic.

today. Al n
. e.
t he

every

reason, i

serious

1. Trade union work:; rank
and -file or party caucus?

The Sparts vs. JP Cannon on the Trade Unions

n trade union work the IBT take their line from the theory
developed by the ICL from the trade union work of JP

Cannon. The Spartacist guiding principles for work in the
trade unions can be found online ; Trotskyist Work in the

Trade Unions by Chris Knox [4]
This is their basis theory;

AThe League as th

perience not the need to reject united fronts, occasional blocs or

Spartaci st sees
the tactic of critical support in the trade unions, but the need to
subordinate these tactics to the task of building a revolutionary
political alternative to the bureaucracy within the unions. A bloc

begi.

6 orpaatic ef electoral support which fails to enhance revolution-
ary leadership through undermining the bureaucracy as such

f cam only Huild dlusibns im eetormisna. THe gentralicenclusianss
that there is no substitute for the hard road of struggle to inject
a political class perspective of proletarian internationalism into
what is normally a narrow, nationalist and parochial arena of
struggle. Especially in the initial phases of struggle when the
revolutionary forces are weak, it is necessary to make an inde-
pendent pole as politically distinct as possible, so that the basis
for future growth is clear. To this end, the ICL calls for the
building of caucuses based on the revolutionary transitional

=| ®=MILITANT

THE

Weekly Organ of the Communist League of America [Opposition]

The
Fifth Year of the
Russian Revolution

K3

COMMUNIST
- lEAGUEor MIERICA
V'~ por iH8 FOURTH _
[ INTERNATIONAL

u( "/{fi*

JP Cannonds Communist Leag3eltfamedAn
the central |l eadership of the grea
of 1934. The flexibility of its tactics and defence of its principles

were a significant part of the inspiration for the upsurge of indus-
trial militancy that led to the formation of the CIO and won many
new militants for Trotskyism.

In what can be read as a direct refutation of the present day

Spart fAFamilyodo Cannon-ledtun afthémady t
n{bégng was the wordo (logos,

osophy). No, Goet heds

eﬁe'ldrpe ((I & i RinDe )Waﬂa rdte)f is wrong ihf

" 18r a hell Fad®hibr nfbvefdht af a?oﬁg ¥ fink. Bt is wrong in
undertaking to monopolize the control of the new unions in a
narrow party sense. It is wrong in exercising party leadership
mechanically and stifling democracy and self
new unions. And it is wrong in its attitude toward the new pro-
gressive movement. The total result of these and similar associ-
ated errors will be a programme and practice of organizing
Communist sects rather than mass organizations. Every new
experience makes this clearer. Now the consequences of these
errors are immeasurable. They spell isolation for the party and
the crippling of the new union movement. The policies which are
now being enunciated in preparation for the national conference
of the TUEL appear to us to have no relation to reality. They
sound in many respects like feeble echoes of old SLP and IWW
propaganda, substituted

he

no, sai d

-initiative in the

whi ch h

The |1 CL nues;
tarianism and adventurism of the third period, like the opposi-
etio%t% Ho%e§t0n?'seo%pgngq%smTwrasocgpsc{o%s%y Ié'nkeg t)? Can-
non's earlier positions in the CP. As such, it carried forth certain
errors which contributed to the mistakes of the later work of the
t he

document conti ATr

o

Trotskyists in trade unions.
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But Cannon was not capitulating to opportunism in fighting the And the Spart fAFamilyo in fact re]ect ¢
ultra -lefts. In fact his alliance with William Z. Foster was on the
basis that they formed a bloc to fight the old Jay Lovestone iThe central conclusion is that there i
opportunist line which capitulated to the left bureaucrats and road of struggle to inject a political class perspective of proletar-
fiprogressivesodo. When Foster made hiandntemajinalism i what ig gogmally g parrow, nationalist
Lovestone on the third period ultra -l eftism (fAwe wi |andparachia areng af sfruggle. Especially in the initial phases
ing to do with them (the progr essiafsrdgglevwhenthe eevoltionary gprces are weak, it is neces-
Lovestone approvingly; sary to make an independent pole as politically distinct as possi-

ble, so that the basis for future growth is clear. To this end, the
AThe progressives are of wvital i mplGlrcalla forche buildmg df daecusdsebased! oo thenmesyaiutionaryf
a left wing movement of a mass character. They serve under transitional programme. 0
certain conditions as one of the levers for the development of a
clear -cut, broad, left -wi ng movement. 0
But Cannon observes;
AThe statement guoted above, whi ch
one, was formulated in a guarded way so as to appear more
Ailefto than the actual opinions of
only necessary to recall the practices of united front without
criticism, under the hegemony of the progressives in so many
cases; personal relations at the top instead of the utilization of
relations with progressive leaders for the promotion of a com-
mon movement of the workers below. But these distortions
should not lead us to react to the present policy of rejecting all
relations with the new progressive movement. To do so is to
turn aside from one of the most important avenues for the de-
velopment of the class movement of the workers and the build-
ing of the Communist influence andg:aeeuERYERENEEEETG TG IV T

the Port Chicago brothers and their families at the 65th anni-
Cannon in the best Communist tradition versary of the disaster. He led political strikes against apart-
heid South Africa in the 1980s just as Jack Heyman in 2008

There, you would think, Cannon was acting in the best Commu- Lideesda Ieaft COF\]/eC: florI Hteylmglfvlvho i?] :urrn Ic0\k/e‘|?s fo?tﬁea et
nist tradition, fighting to put th YRR R R CRLEE I INEN
tion by building a broad class struggle movement (we in Britain Partyo say the I CL in another. ri
would call that arank  -and -file movement). But he was wrong,
according to the ICL, he should have formed a party front -tyPe  And that is the exact opposite of how Cannon operated so suc-
organisation with the full Trotskyist Transitional Programme as cessfully in the 1934 Teamster strike in Minnesota in 1934;
its programme and used that to form united fronts with other
currents. That this was the traditional Stalinist tactic which AThe Trotskyists' mistakeé was that the
sought to replace one bureaucratic misleadership with another cal weapons in their arsenal for different conditions and periods.
escaped the attention of the ICL; the Healyites had a similar All An independent, Trotskyist  -led caucus, expressing a full pro-
Trade Union Alliance as a party front, the Socialist Party have a gramme of transitional demands for the unions, wasn't so im-
National Network of Shop Stewards and the SWP have the Right portant in 1934 as later, since in 1934 the Trotskyists were in a
to Work, etc. They all were/are subordinate to left bureaucrats. position to implement their most important demands in prac-

tice ... Later, however, when they weren't in a position to pro-
We should build our own party front that is principled and revo- vide direct leadership of the class, the Trotskyists showed in-
lutionary and that will prepare the revolution, say the Sparts. flexibility.o
But why would workers want to join it if it presents itself in this
way, not as a class struggle organisation but as a propaganda Of course if the Trotskyists did the caucus thing in 1934 they
group. And what about agitation for the masses, propaganda for would not have led anything; if the workers think you are just
the vanguard as Cannon always said, following Plekhanov? Of trying to build your own sect and not fight the class struggle,
course when you do recruit enough workers to form your caucus not trying to win the immediate battles, you will not build any-
it should disseminate propaganda for the vanguard, as Cannon thing which is what our fAFamilyo have c
did, but it must agitate for the masses but the idea that you seem to work out why. They say;
should build arank -and -file movement on the immediate class
struggle issues of the day to lead the offensive against the iThe Spartacist League sees as the chie
bosses which sets the base in conflict with the TU bureaucracy is perience not the need to reject united fronts, occasional blocs or
absent from the ICL scenario. If it is not controlled by the ICL it the tactic of critical support in the trade unions, but the need to
is not to be considered. subordinate these tactics to the task of building a revolutionary

Leon Trotsky: | am confident of the victory of the Fourth International; Go Forward!
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political alternative to the bureaucracy within the unions. A bloc
or tactic of electoral support which fails to enhance revolution-
ary leadership through undermining the bureaucracy as such
only build illusions i refo

can n

So when you are relatively big and influential you formed united
fronts and they might work, when you were small and isolated
you compensated for this by raising the full revolutionary pro-
gramme which might train a few but would isolate you even
further so you begin to blame the whole working class.

Howard Keylor interview with 1917

And we have to say Cannon was entirely correct in that. We can
see that the sectarian ICL approach still affected Howard Keylor
as recounted in an interview with 1917 No 4 Autumn 1987. He
advocates the incorrect ICL position but obviously in practice at
least partially operated the correct Cannonite position on the
TUs;

fil1917 : So in the union you ran on the Transitional Programme.

One of the criticisms which we often hear of this approach by

groups like Workers Power in Britain is that raising a full social-

i st programme to 66ul tim
mands | i ke the for workerso
government are too advanced for the present consciousness of

the class. How would you respond?

amount s
call

Keylor : | would respond that the failure to raise the whole
Transitional Programme as applied to the particular trade

milieu or trade  -union situation amounts to misleading the work-
ers, because all points or aspects of that programme sometime
or other, sooner or later, relate to immediate questions facing

the union. It is impossible to build a class - struggle opposition
that can lead workers, even to defend themselves, without edu-
cating at least a section of the activist workers
vanced ones & about the social and political reality in which they

are operating. o

-union

d the most ad-

This is obviously the sectarian ICL position which would have
simply isolated Keylor from the entire workforce if he really im-
plemented it. You can raise you full programme (which does not
consist solely of Transitional demands) with a vanguard by
propaganda but it is foolish to do so with the masses by agita-
ti At hi bridge
ti stemming

Remember shou

demands,

on. S

onal from to

todaybés consciousness of wide | a
unalterably leading to one final conclusion: the conquest of

power by the proletariato (Trans
not need explaining that to rais

fence guards in a period when they are clearly not needed
makes you seem like you are off your head, not in tune with
developments, just a nutter.

1917 : From time to time there have been oppositional forma-
ti the I'LWU that on
and 66more democracy, 600 Many |
a step forward because they oppose the incumbent bureaucrats.

How do you look at such a lesser -evil approach to union work?

ons in ran a

é

Keylor ltés not very practical Ev ¢
throwing out the existing bureaucrats the results are usually
di sastrous. Even assuming -yeanifv e

r melesnemts feading these oppositional groups d and not just an-
other gang of would  -be bureaucrats & when they get into power,
they find themselves up against the same opposition from the
government, the same legalistic restrictions and the same
nasty, brutal repression
crete question, but if a reformist oppositionist is running at the
head of a real rank  -and -file movement, and is seriously commit-
ted in the eyes of his base to fight for some programmatic plank
which is really opposed to pro - capitalist business unionism, then
class - struggle elements could consider (sic!) offering him critical
support, despite the reformist limitations of the rest of his plat-
form.

from the

At the same time, it is necessary to warn those who follow such

a candidate that his platform as a whole contradicts this particu-

lar demand. That way, if and when he betrays this demand,

those who supported him because of it will begin to understand

that only the consistent class -struggle elements in the union are
capabl e really fighting h

of for t

atlitsgms 0tbh el hred v o |i dtejao i sort hradt Hieng,
dralédeut supporgfer anfyothesin 99.09%fofounion @lecttopsrakde r s 0

the Sparts had no problem ruling out the 00.01% of candidates
that was left like himself and later Jack Heyman. And even here
Keyl or seems suggest that
struggle el ementso are not |
should collaborate even if they never join his group, which is
what he obviously did to achieve his famous anti -apartheid
strikes in the mid 80s and what Heyman did to launch the anti -
war strike in May Day 2008.

a

t o t h-er

wh o

This is not very ICL; far more Cannon and therefore far more
effective. The real problems of real workers were addressed in
some ways by both Keylor, in his time and by Heyman not by
the ultra -left sectarian theory expounded above but by real
practical intervention, albeit in a union with probably the most
democratic constitution and culture on the planet.

Class Consciousness and the Revolutionary
Party

l dTh-é fBIIBV\}inB g(ﬁa_ct?rqms y sda?s leongcfousﬁegs%ﬁh ?h-la Revolu-
d at%r@a&/ Pa‘ft? ”bQ} bl5 ih fbébﬁ]_ isaarbcqem{c 5ggiﬁ§t the similar

Y edeRaridh Inetﬁo&]s of th¥ EF{P,Ithph%ve &elve"iloﬁe% soﬁlé\/\)ﬂat

) better methods, at least on paper, since then. The IBT could be

Pt éubost{{u?eh forFt>hre PP ral%&@fgse)rywherla,tshoﬁirtb 2 Ho%r%on

e LEShcgntréjd?dg?)?o&/g for workersod de-

The LRP say:

AWP empl oys-Ttrtod s&rytiist concept of
filed against the bureaucrats

P I R&tibrd WM thePwlorkity SI838. THR cld8é drivert Rritr&ditdP

e fi§ Hetivded protetafat ahdpBt € SBuFROR lefdBrship.affe un-
ion bureaucracy, even
of the working class but a class intrusion that must be over-

turned. o[ 6]

bec

its |l eftmos

B
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empl o
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The LRP counterpose revolutionary leadership to mobilising the

rank -and -file. This profound misunderstanding of the duality of

the tactic, of the, yet again, dialectic of fighting for revolution-

ary leadership by mobilising the rank -and -file to fight within and
without the union is not understood at all. The truth is the trade

union (and Labour Party) bureaucracy is both part of the work-

flexible approach to reformist parties and workers as the purest
form of class treachery.

That also describes the ICL and it must make uncomfortable
reading for some IBTers. It is surely a major sign of a further

movetotheultra -1 eft fAhunkering downo on

ing class movement i itis its currently existing leadership i and Your leaders that the author of your last major polemical article
the vehicle for imposing capitalist austerity and reinforcing against the grosser sectarian antics of the Northite SEP i who
bourgeois ideology on the working class. not only deny that bourgeois -wor kersdé parties a
Labour movement but say the trade unions themselves are now
A rank -and -file movement must stand for every electable posi- merely instruments for capitalist control of the working class T
tion, must constantly advocate action and class struggle as has now been driven out of your organisation. Significantly he
against the machinations of the bureaucrats and it must act cites the sectarian position on t
where possible as an 6internal br eafk atwhaey 6t. erlh  fiMfuesmi nihemde fiom ean i nse
pl ace demands on the existing wor kasmsodthellBT ard arrirgicatidn bf yaunssctariamapjraaeh.
lise for action itself and must seek to be in the position of
threatening, and calling unofficial action if the bureaucrats re-
1o, and cating 2. The British Labqur Party
fuseto T 6wi th the bureaucracy when ssi bl e agalns em
‘ oth the IBT and Workers Power still characterise the
Labour party as a bourgeois -wor ker sdé part
has no programmatic significance for either. They
would be more politically honest if they called it a
straight bourgeois party, like the US Democrats because they
come close to treating it like that. [7] In essence the Labour
party is a sort of coalition between trade union bureaucrats and
capitalist politicians which is tied to capitalism but based on the
working class.
At the IBT meeting on 7 November an SF militant intervened to
say that the workers united front (WUF) was essentially putting
demands on leaders of the Labour movement, TU and Labour
ES Z party, in order to mobilise the working class into action and
The ILP took some 16,000 members and 7 MPs when it open up the conflict between the base and the bureaucratic
splitin 1932. It had lost 75% of these just three years later misleadership of the class. Lenin and Trotsky had always called
and all its MPs by 1947. The CPGB grew to its greatest ex- for a vote for Labour, in fact in 1936 Trotsky had attacked the
tent of 60.000 members in the late 1940s when the PCFE London Independent Labour party (a left split from Labour) be-
had 800,000 me mbers and the PCI had 1.7 million. cause they ad_vocated o_nly voting for thase Labour candidates
who were against sanctions on Abyssinia.
when necessaryo6. To be reall effective i. should be | ed b [ evo-
) . . y . ) y In reply Alan sau§ the Labour party was still a bourgemg/work—
lutionaries who will complement its work by wider propaganda R . .
‘ e o liem itself in thei " : ‘ ersod6 party but it was a tactical
or revolutionary socialism itself in their party press and meet- .
. . th g R " pl YFt) I h them. The Labour party was fundamentally different now from
ings, etc. there reatening the political control over the en- [ .
. 9 Y . 9 P the 1930s because workers no longer had illusions in Labour so
tire Labour movement which the bureaucracy (TU and Labour I .
L there were no illusions to dispel. Also Alan expressed amaze-
party leaders) have In Britain. . . " .
ment at a SF militantdés assertion
These are tactics within an overall strategy. The LRP has one Labout in the next election V\{ere the most class conscious if
. . . reformist workers. No, he said these were those who belonged
strategy and no tactics. If they have an academic understanding -
. ) . . . to left groups or who would not vote at all. The SF militant
of the dialectic they certainly have given no thought to its prac- ) i
) . . . . . q\ﬂlnted out after the ﬁteetln% tpat those who did not vote had .
tical application. Their |ist of obarx| IId onl_ds(?hés 1 mpr I |dve.
Don't: vote for the British Labour Party or any social democratic ec(cj)me p0k|t|ca Y emorha Ise at:] Z glv_?:: ug,fn pIO |t|cs an
party anywhere, don't advocate a Uv)ée |Ednobr;10WWIE)eretFym|gften UpkLZ mlltant
ernment or the like, donot enter pomte Iouttattpem.':un{eason(orvotmg Labopr was | ecauae
one), dondt enter reformuesUFsprehghttlelst, v%%ntrlsqurgde0|s wor kerso party
forrank -and-fi | e bodies in the trade agalnst the d%ct rgpreseﬁltatlves 8f cagtal thekperal II1erinoc—

times and at all places build the revolutionary party by pure
propaganda, proclaim the political independence of the class to
be secured if that is done (no matter how small the party is)
and at all time and in all places scorn the ideas of tactics and

rats and the Tories. They were reformist in their outlook and so
would vote for the reformist party. Alan said Labour was no
longer reformist because it did not carry out any reforms.

behal
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Abandoning the traditional orthodox commu-

ni st/ Trotskyist workersé u
The rational for abandoning the traditional orthodox commu-

ni st/ Trotskyist workersoé united

trade unions and bourgeois -wor ker sd® parties ¢
main sources 1. From the opportunist left who seek to build

their own group by posing as more radical reformist than La-
-influenced groups

who never understood the difference between the US Labour

bour and 2. From the sectarian, mainly US
movement which never formed a bourgeois -wor ker so
the rest of the advanced capitalist countries which did. They

failed to appreciate this difference and were partly miffed by the
notion that others had achieved more than them i thelICLis
the typical example of aUS  -centred group influenced by na-
tional chauvinism. Arguments that the Labour party is no longer
reformist because it produces no reforms are simply silly; re-
formism is a relationship to capitalism which yields as little as
possible to the working class for the smoother running of the
system. It would quickly produce many reforms to head off a
ution. The idea that the
is also historically off
there were no individual membership of the party and the door
knockers were provided by the affiliated socialist groups.

revol ra

out o t h

The ILP took a great proportion of the active membership and

the left MPs in the 1932 split. Post WWII only certain areas and
constituencies had an active membership who made up what

could be called a sort of a left reformist party at the base, al-

ways opposed, at some times more than at others, to the al-

ways -capitalist leadership and government. When was it better,

fir eal i Rambey MaDonald
maybe? No the real problem is that our ultra -lefts have no idea
about what method inspired Lenin and Trotsky to be life -long
Avot e they away
Labour government and use that as an excuse to abandon the

Labour core voters in the inner city housing estate and with

them the working class as a whole.

when was there a

Labouro men, run

The ILP took some 16,000 members and 7 MPs when it split in
1932. It had lost 75% of these just three years later and all its
MPs by 1947. The CPGB grew to its greatest extent of 60,000
members in the late 1940s when the PCF had 800,000 me
bers and the PCI had 1.7 million. If you have not got a correct
orientation to the British Labour party you have not got a co
rect orientation to the British working class, as Trotsky pointed
out . l'ts membership peaked ap
fi term, it n o w i fagraup gf peomeb o
revolutionaries should pay some attention to if they are serious

at

rst is

about the revolution being the act of the working class the m-
selves. In 2001 the IBT recommended no vote for Labour,
merely a vote for the Socialist

SLP and the SSP [8]. By 2005 this advice had shifted on to no
vote for anybody;

ASi the 2001 general
has continued to shift rightwards, to the extent that the majo

nce el ection
I-
ity has come to view the elementary principle of working -class
political independence from the bourgeoisie as sectarianism. In

this election class -conscious workers have no one to vote for,

ni t 4

part

et

fro
o me

G608 seats available

B FCF [JcCenter Right
[sFro [lRight

[ ] Radicals and various lefts
GEMERAL ELECTION OF 3 MAY 1936

(Wikipedia) By the 1936 Matignon Accords, the Popular Front
introduced the right to strike, collective bargaining, 2 weeks
each year of paid holiday, the 40 hours week (outside of
overtime), and raised wages but workers should not have

nks

e m

voted for the PCF or the SFIO because this was not the time
to mobilise and place demands on the misleadership to
break the Popular Front the

iFa

but revolutionaries don't advise people to just stay at home on
election day. The capitalist media labels those who won't pa
ticipate in this bourgeois dogfight as 'apathetic’, but we say go
to the polling booth and spoil your ballot
pation of Iraq or the state of our schools and hospitals, or si
ply leave it blank.d
eadership
Anarchism, Bolshevism and voting

r-

i denounce the occ u-
m-

f Question is toe dowe (oramore pedinently hey)eestablishntieeir
Awor kechgss political
voting for revolutionaries, or more radical reformists or what?

independence

This is just unserious anarchi st
is not Bolshevism, voting is a form of political action not cou n-
terposed but complementary to all other political actions inclu d-
ing the implicit content of all industrial actions like strikes, o c-
cupations, etc. Lenin and Trotsky thought that the British wor k-
ing class had established a measure of reformist class ind e-

pen dence by supporting and voting for the bourgeois -wor ker
Labour party. Are the core Labour voters in the inner cities si m-

ply fools to vote against the Tories and the Liberal Democrats

p 1 (&nd hoWehd BNP)Ywheth thé) wéLRl BefehdtherBsklves far0 s

u thetterdbf notd&tifg at all? The best they will get is a rejection
of David Cameron for Gordon Brown, what good are such silly
reformist marginal gains? Vote Labour is of some importance to
class conscious but reformist workers, Lenin and Trotsky

Al tholight BcChBt thard@ i€ no Reedtd Hrivel td uBderstdnti tadt | ni st
because, that was then and this is now when apparently there
is a completely different relationship of class forces. We say this
is fundamentally, wrong the relationship of class forces is bas

+ cHI e sanfef the talk®f bRaking workels front réfrmidmsk t
still the same and it does not rely on propaganda alone but also
on an activist intervention with the methods of Lenin and Tro
sky, not with the methods of Stalin, Robertson and anarchism.

1
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You ask; fiDo you think it i s -zalede pBugtheh Eotskyavaswstoategically concerheld with eeaching the
workers' component of popular fronts, as the CPGB did by vo t- radicalising working class, unl i k
ing for some Respect candidates nil Rroi0rb?iop ITehd & & xsc s hfear odvoi di ng
your acid tests, and one which has been thoroughly discredited still opposed to voting for the SP but forgot to tell us? Or did not
by an ex -member; one lan Donavan (who is now a leader of know enough about Spain?
Respect) in his article  Trotskyism and the Popular Front in the
journal Revolution and Truth  Issue 1, Summer 1998 (http:/ 3 POISOI’IOUS Nat|0nal|sm
revolutiontruth.site11.com/). In the first place no IBTer or ICLer '
has been able to produce a Trotsky quote to prove Robert_sonﬁ_s
1970 assertion that you do not vote for bourgeois -workerso¥ea & will look at two examples of this very serious
didates in Popular Fronts, but the IBT are big on reasons why problem for the working class and all revolution-
people should not vote, or intervene in any other signif icant way aries. The IBT have criticised the Socialist Fight
with the working class at all Re me e ™ T ingervention in thed ingsey Of, Refinery disgute dn
lies a refusal to struggle for partial and transitional demands, the following terms,
i.e., for the elementary interests and needs of the working o -
masses, as they are today.o |n f acbhritishyqbgfogBrifishyodkersandthe|lBT. ; ¢ 5.
vour of voting for the PCF and SFIO in France in 1936 b ecause B . )
he advocated French Trotskyist standing against the se cond A Wo r- kers Ha m"_]e ro __Wh ! C_ h had no cri
round bourgeois components of the Popular Front but not rrtent, did not commet\t on hfs oppoeltlon to union control of
against the bourgeois -wor ker sdé candi dates. A rp'd'ng F"W 80Hte.nte%lt§el.f H"g’fi%trtr?%m abstractly correct
out that Jan Norden tried to get around this by saying that Tro . 9enera ‘I lsations.o _T he full 1BT te
sky just did not know what the French Trotskyists were up to. www.bolshevik.org/statements/LOR_strikes_2009.html
As if his writings were not voluminous enough to show that he
; Th|s sect|on |s nalve |n the extreme and demonstrates zero un—
knew al most every detail And what t make of Trotskyo
) ) ) derstandlng of the reaI forces on the ground in the trade umons
advice to his Spanish followers that they should work as a fa c-
) ) ) . and_how they operate. If is the IBT who give us the abstract
tion inside Largo Caballerosd (the talinistos ASpani s nino,
. . . . generalisations and cannot recognise reality. To speak of the
until he had fulfilled the task they gave him of derailing the - . . .
. L . . fiuni onso in abstract without |l ook
revolution) Socialist Party when it was in the Popular Front go V- o .
. . . them, the bureaucrats or the rank -and -file is plain wrong. In
ernment? These were his programmatic suggestions; - . .
defence of Cannon, that matter was in dispute in 1936 in the US
1. To condemn and denounce mercilessly before the masses the with the rise of the CIO and industrial lmllltancy, so the detrtand
policy of all the leaders who take part in the Popular Front. had-s-ome purch‘ase then. We were mistaken, however, in not
realising the seriousness of the problems and what the attack on
2. To understand fully and to bring clearly before the eyes of fiDowningdés positiond in the |IBT s
the advanced workers the pitiful role of the leadership of the ous tone of the statement which led up to this until we were
iworkers Party of Marxian Unificatgiomndeci PLPOPUM] wmamg @xsdDI'?aFrig'iéé Yo TMi ch
the former fAleft communistso, Andr&9odbbdl HerdtheIBT BcfeRded irfalskamefaced and

3. To rally around the banner of the Fourth International, on
the basis of the Open Letter.

4. To join the Socialist party and the United Youth, in
order to work there as a fraction in the spirit of Bolsh
vism.

5. To create fractions and nuclei in the trade unions and other
mass organizations.

6. To direct their main attention to the spontaneous and semi
spontaneous movements, to study their general traits, that is,
to concern themselves with the temperature of the masses and
not that of the parliamentary cliques.

7. To be present in every struggle in order to give it clear e
pression.

8. To insist always on the masses forming their committees of
action, elected ad hoc (juntas, soviets) and to enlarge them
constantly.

9. To oppose the programme of the conquest of power, of the
dictatorship of the proletariat and of the social revolution to all
the hybrid programs (a la Caballero or a la Maurin).

apologetic but nonetheless rea

Shachtmanite chauvinist positions on immigration controls.

In the course of the exchange IBT leader Alan Davis made the
foll ng apology
Marxist answer to the grotesque inequalities created by imperi-
alism is not mass migration, but the creation of a rational, so-

oWwWi and defence

cialist world order through pr
for lifting all immigration controls that have ever existed or will
ever exist. Opposing all immigration controls in every situation
and at every time is not some absolute principle except for
those whose politics really ar

The League for the Revolutionary Party exposed the reactionary

ICL position in 1992 in Proletarian Revolution

i We that the
dency (BT) and the Internationalist Group (IG) that descend
from them, oppose the slogan on chauvinist grounds: they are
against ending all immigration restrictions by imperialist powers.
We quoted from a Workers Vanguard article in 1974, making an
argument which the Spartacists have repeated often since then:

al so observed SL,
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