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Lessons of the French Student Struggles-

DOWN WITH THE BOURGEOIS ARM YI 
The French student demonstrations 

that began in mid-March against new 
draft and educational laws have been 
an important element in the social up
heavals following the French elections. 
Student unity with striking Renault 
workers produced a massive demon
stration of over 100,000 in Paris and 
200,000 in other parts of France. These 
demonstrations were followed one week 
later by additional actions and culmina
ted in the 50,000-strong May Day mar2h 
in driving rain. 

The Pompidou regime has gained a 
temporary reprieve in the recent 
elections, due in large part to the class
collaborationist policies of the popular
front Union of the Left composed of the 
French Communist Party (PC F)" the 
Socialist Party and the bourgeois Left 
Radicals. But the instability of the 
Pompidou government's rule is shown 
by the recent mass worker-student ac
tions in the streets of France. 

In the U.S. as in France the task for 
revolutionaries today is to generalize 
and politicize the demands of the stu
dents and workers and to link the strug
gles to the program for the conquest of 
power by the proletariat. The French 
struggles can provide valuable lessons 
for American revolutionaries. 

~ Student Deferments 
and the uebre Law 
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March against the Oebre law which took place before the national demonstration 
on 22 March. National action turned out 300,000 in Paris and other cities. 

The student actions were begun by 
the high school students in protest 
against the Debre law. Previously, stu
dent deferments had been available to 
anyone in, or planning to enroll in, 
a university. Unlike the U.S. nearly all 
males in France eventually do military 
service, but the French draft system 

Condemn CP·Cop Alliance and 
Lahor Committee Hooliganism 

Two tendencies developed out of the 
diSintegrating New Left: right-wing 
MaOism, exemplified by the Revo
lutionary Union, the October League 
and the Attica Brigade; and the "pure 
rage" of the frenzied petty bourgeoisie, 
best exemplified by the National Caucus 
of Labor Committees. Both tendencies 
preserve the worst characteristics of 
the old New Left: anti-communism in 
their day-to-day work, gangsterism a
gainst their opponents on the left, ven
eration of the lumpenproletariat. 

As faithful apologists for Chinese 
Menshevik Realpolitik, the anti-com
munism of the American Maoists takes 
the form ofthe "anti-social-imperialist 
united fronC" The front, which extends 
from Albania to the White House, has 
managed to include both the capitalists 
and their labor lieutenants in the wor
kers movement, while conspicuously 
excluding Leninists. The anti-com
munism of the NCLC is mediated by 
their habitual national parochialism and 
has recently been aimed primarily at 
the CFUSA. 

Both the Maoists and the NCLC cur
rently share with each other an 
insatiable need to shore up their un
stable ranks with large amounts of 
gangsterism directed against their left 
opponents with which they are politic
ally unable to deal. Insofar as they 

embody a political viewpoint and are 
not the Simple apostles of Mao or Mar
cus thought, they converge in an orgy 
of petty-bourgeois class and racial 
guilt. It was such liberal populism 
which carried many Maoists into the 
McGovern camp. Equally, the NCLC 
wound up in the National Welfare Rights 
Organization, front group of the "Great 
Society." Both the Maoists and the NCLC 
soon discovered that a goodly percent
age of the "honest prO-McGovern and 
welfare rights activists" were in fact 
CP members and contacts. This dis
covery led the NCLC to a "turf war" 
in which the NCLC was to "mop up" 
the U.S. Stalinists. Thus the NCLC 
became an unwelcome but vanguard 
member of the "anti-social-imperia
list united front," as the worst ele
ments of the New Left find their way 
back to Cold War anti-communism. 

Having announced that they had been 
successful in "destroying the CP" 
[!], NCLC has recently announced its 
intentions to establish a "para-mili
tary revolutionary youth movement" 
based on the "pure rage" of ghetto 
youth (see Workers Vanguard No. 19, 
27 April and No. 22, 8 June). 

In Buffalo the NCLC attempted to 
disrupt a Young Workers Liberation 
League book fair at the State Univ
ersity (SUNY) campus on 18 April. 

The next evening, some 20 NCLC mem
bers attacked CP supporters at a 
"Martin Luther King Coalition" meet
ing. The CP replied by calling the 
police. 

The SUNY Student Association de
liberated for 10 minutes at their 24 
April meeting before unanimously 
voting to expel the NCLC from cam
pus, While making our opposition to 
gangsterism on the left absolutely clear 
(specifically our willingness to enter 
a joint left defense against "Opera
tion Mop-Up"), we also stated our op
position to the CP's use of the cops 
and the Student Association's purge. 
The latter course was undertaken for 
the same reason that we fight the 
NCLC's gangsterism-such hooligan
ism opens the entire left to victimiza
tion by the capitalist state. 

The Buffalo local of the RCY im
mediately established an educational 
and propaganda campaign around the 
following slogans: "No Political Dis
crimination By the Student Associa
tion-HandS Off the Left!" "Rein
state the Labor C·')mmittee!" "Against 
Gangsterism on the Left! For United 
Left D e fen s e Against Attack!" 
The letter printed below was part of 
the campaign by the Buffalo RCY and 

continued on page 5 

did possess a class bias. French uni
versity students (overwhelmingly of 
bourgeois and petty-bourgeois back
grounds) could get deferments until the 
age of 25-27. If by that age they had 
married and had children it was likely 
that they could obtain an exemption. For 
young workers unable to obtain student 
deferments, exemptions could not be 
obtained unless they became heads of 
families at the age of 17 or 18. 

Le Monde of 21 March reports in
creasing inequity in those laws relating 
to exemptions and deferments, pointing 
out that such exemptions rose from 
93,000 in 1969 to 133,000 in 1972. The 
paper also drew attention to the fact 
that while students are guaranteed 
that their studies will not be inter
rupted, young workers in apprentice
ship programs have no such guarantee. 
Thus it is impossible for young workers 
to even plan their training free from 
military obligations. 

The Debre law, which ends student 
deferments, was not meant to attack 
the class bias inherent in the system 
but rather to increase the already exist
ing social stratification, and to militar
ize the youth. Thus one can still obtain a 
deferment in the elite professions of 
medicine, dentistry, pharmacy and 
other scientific fields. 

Both the liberal bourgeois press Le 
Morule and the papers 01 tht "1a1' iett" 
groups (i.e., those to the left ofthe PCF) 
have pOinted out that the Debr~ law 
will increase the elite character of the 
student population, Additionally, it will 
provide draftees at a younger age, which 
the ruling class prefers both in terms 
of easier indoctrination in the armed 
forces and in order to return them to 
civil SOCiety after they have presum
ably assimilated bourgeois ideology. 

Must Go Beyond 
Simple Repeal 

To call simply for the repeal of the 
Dehr8 law as the PCF and Organisation 
Communiste Internationaliste (OCI) 
did throughout much of the student pro
tests is to ignore the elements of class 
bias inherent in the old system. The 
additional slogan to "Re-establish and 
extend the deferments to all youth" 
was put forth by the high-school Com
mittees of Struggle Against the Debre 
Law. Even this slogan, which attempts 
to cut across the bias, does not draw 
the class line to attack the bourgeoisie's 
draft and army as such. The slogan 
standing by itself assumes the continued 
existence of the bourgeois army. But 
behind the slogan stands the desire to 
attack social stratification, militariza
tion of the youth and class privilege. 
Thus revolutionaries must give the slo
gan of the high school committees crit
ical support. 

The central task for revolutionaries 
is to turn the struggle for the elimina
tion of deferments into an anti-capital
ist struggle. The crucial demands are: 
"Abolish the draft!"; "Down with the 
bourgeois army!"; "For workers self
defense groups based on the trade 
unions!" and "Toward the independent 
organization of workers militias!" 

While almost all education in France 
is state education with nominal tuition, 
stipends are rare. It is not enough to 
call for draft deferments to all youth 
without also attaCking the class bias 
inherent in the educational system. In 
order to provide the right to college 
education for those normally unable 
to obtain it because of the necessity to 

continued on page 3 
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Revolutionary Campaign 
at Niles East High School 
CmCAGO-Counterposed to the pro
administration politics and liberal pap 
characteristic of high-school student 
government campaigns, the student
election campaign of Scott Apton at 
Niles East High School in May was 
based on revolutionary communist poli
tics. Apton, a junior at Niles East, 
is a supporter of the RCY. The cam
paign was waged to expose the phony 
nature of such student governments 
and to carry revolutionary propaganda 
to the students, the great majority of 
whom will be thrown into the work 
force after graduation. 

Apton's program called for equal 
rights for high-school students: free
dom of speech and the right to dis
tribute literature; an end to the pres
ence of cops in the schools and worker
teacher-student control of the schools. 
In opposition to the bourgeoisie's use 
of the schools to promote the class, 
racial and sexual divisions in society, 
Apton's program called for an end to 
tracking and compulsory courses; re
duction in the legal age of adulthood 
with a government financial stipend 
for all students; the writing back into 
history of the role played by workers, 
women and blacks and other minorities; 
free access to birth control information 
and material; access to free abortion 
on demand, state financing of the 
schools (end the system of financing 
through property taxes) and an end to 
military recruiting in the schools. Ap
ton called for support to workers' 
and' teachers' demands, including the 
right to organize and strike; an end 
to layoffs; more teachers-smaller 
classes; and for unionization of all 
school workers. The final section of 
the program called for socialism 
through workers' revolution, under
lining as key demands: full employ
ment ("30 for 40"); nationalization of 
industry under workers control without 
compensation; victory to the Viet
namese revolution; military victory 
for the NLF and "not one 'penny, not 
one man for the capitalist army or 
for imperialist wars." 

This was not the first radical elec
tion campaign to be waged at East 
Niles High School, but it was the first 
which rej~cted parochial "student 
power" rhetoric in favor of a full 
class-struggle program. According
ly, it preCipitated a ferocious response 
from the right wing and repression by 
the school authorities. The response 
of the "law and order" groups to RCY 
campaign literatUre and to several 
three-minute speeches given by Apton 
at student assemblies was swift and 
savage. After a series of harassments 
(including telephoned death threats) by 
a few hooligans, a group of some 150 
students ranging from the "jocks" to 
the Jewish Defense League mobilized 
to physically threaten the RCY can
didate after an assembly at which he 
spoke. The role of the administration 
forces exposed the hypocrisy of its 
pretensions to "democracy" and "fair
ness." One campus cop told Apton 
that "if I wasn't on duty I'd be right 
along with them." Members of the 
Chicago RCY took steps to physically 
defend their comrade. 

Apton's revolutionary campaign and 
the right-wing response polarized pre
viously unorganized left-wing, pro
working-class and liberal forces. 
Several teachers and some 300 students 
signed petitions in defense of the RCY 
candidate and his right to campaign and 
in condemnation of the violent attacks 
against him. 

The administration's action in 
the face of the Violence was not to 
defend the RCY candidate, but in effect 
to expel him from school in the middle 
of the campaign!-ostensibly because 
they could not guarantee his safety. 
A scheduled Spartacist League forum 
at the high school on the socialist 
approach to women's liberation was 

also cancelled. A leaflet strongly pro
testing the cancellation received con
siderable support from among the stu
dents, compelling the administration 
to reschedule the talk, which was atten
ded by some 30 students, and 10 signed 
up for an RCY -led summer study group. 
This pressure also led to the Adminis
tration's agreeing to allow Apton' s re
turn to school, in reversal of its earlier 
decision. 

Despite the right-wing activity, Ap-
ton received 10% of the vote. But 
more important, the RCY campaign ex
posed the role of the schools in capi
talist society and introduced the 
students at East Niles High School 
to the ideas of revolutionary socialism. 

Maoists Continue Exclusions 

LOS ANGELES-The recent expulsion 
of the SL/RCY from Fanshen, an organ
ization at UCLA influenced by the 
stalinist Revolutionary Union and 
Communist Party, was motivated by 
the same anti-Leninism as the RCY's 
expulsion from the Chino Defense Com
mittee (led by the Maoist Venceremos 
group), reported in Workers Vanguard 
No. 22, 8 June 1973. In both instances 
the expulsions were based on the poli
tical confrontation between revolution
ary Trotskyism represented by the SL/ 
RCY and the bankrupt Stalinist poli
tics of the Venceremos-RU-CP. 

In both organizations the SL/RCY 
had played an active and exemplary 
role. The Chino Defense Committee 
was set up to defend Venceremos from 
a California state-wide witchhunt. The 
SL/RCY was the sole organization to 
rally to the defense of Venceremos, 
organizing the only forums held for the 
Chino Defense Committee on Bay Area 
campuses, and actively publicizing the 
case and raising money for the defense. 
Likewise, in Fanshen the SL/RCY ac
tively participated in its study group 
and worked with Fanshen in support of 
such working-class struggles as the 
Shell, Farmworkers' and Farah strikes 
and the struggle of the UCLA campus 
workers against the Administration's 
attempt to bust the campus unions. 
When Fanshen recently came under 
attack by the UCLA Administration, the 
SL/RCY called for a united-front de
fense of Fanshen and for an attempt 
to link that defense to the struggle 
of campus workers and their unions 
(AFSCME and AFT). 

In the Farah, Farmworkers' and 
Shell strikes the trade-union mislead
erships have succeeded in isolating 
and undercutting these strikes by re
lying on impotent consumer boycotts 
instead of struggling within the labor 
movement for genuine union solidarity 
(e.g., secondary strikes). On the UCLA 
campus, the AFT and AFSCME mis
leaders have used the consumer boycott 
as a substitute for the mobilization and 
strike action of their own ranks. The 
RCY has supported the Farah, Shell, 
lettuce and AFT-AFSCME boycotts as 
a demonstration of solidarity with the 
working class. We pOinted out, how
ever, that these tactics cannot substi
tute for the independent mobilization 
of the labor movement in militant ac
tions like secondary strikes. The CP
RU leadership of Fanshen, on the other 
hand, has used support campaigns to 
uncritically tail after the labor bureau
crats and provide a radical cover for 
their sellouts. The Young Socialist Al
liance and the Progressive Labor 
Party, which also participate in Fan
shen, Similarly tail after the CP-RU. 
The role of the CP-RU as left guar
dians of the union misleaders was ex
emplified when an RU supporter in 
Fanshen on a picket line in support 
of the UCLA AFSCME-AFT tore up an 
SL/RCY placard reading: "Dump the 
Bureaucrats! For a Workers Party!" 

#hat unites the "social-imperial
ist" pro-Moscow CPUSA and the 
"Maoist splitters" in the 
pro-Peking RU is the app e tit e 

to turn the dying New Left at UCLA 
into the student auxiliary of the labor 
bureaucracy, a role previously mono
polized by the now thoroughly dis
credited Cold War anti-communist 
youth group of the Socialist Party: 
the Young People's Socialist League. 
But there is a specter haunting the 
Stalinists, the specter of revolution
ary Trotskyism embodied in the SL; 
RCY. The expulsions from the Chino 
Defense Committee and Fanshen are 
negative confirmations of the power of 
the Leninist united front whose dual 
function is the struggle for class unity 
and for communist hegemony, under the 
slogan of "Freedom of Criticism, Unity 
in Action." Venceremos, the RU and the 
CP could not bear the test of revolution
ary criticism, and they therefore be
came splitters and wreckers, breaking 
up principled common class-defense 
action. 

This sectarian conduct in defense 
of opportunism again exposes Stalin
ism, in all of its pro-Moscow and pro
Peking varieties, as a counter-revo
lutionary current within the left and 
labor movements. The work of the 
RCY goes on-building the student! 
youth auxiliary to the struggle for 
com m un i s t leadership in the labor 
movement. 

Coalition of Black Trade 
Unionists Conference Gives 
Lesson in Workers Democracy 

vVASHINGTON D.C.-In the late'60's and 
early '70's a certain breed of :l.spiring 
labor bureaucrats emerged. These peo
ple are noted for their appeals to 
"honesty," "militancy" and, if they are 
members of some minority raCial or 
ethnic group, to "nationalism." It is 
easy to be "militant" when one has no 
struggles to sell out, and to be "honest" 
when one has no treasury to stick one's 
hands into. 

The recent gathering in Washington, 
D.C. of the Coalition of Black Trade 
Unionists was a field day for such 
aspiring bureaucrats. The conference, 
complete with pledge of allegiance, was 
addressed by Democratic Mayor Walter 
Washington, and the latest darling of the 
"honest militants," Arnold Miller of the 
United Mine Workers. Miller, in his 
self-designated role of trade-union 
leader "different" from the Meanys and 
Boyles, proclaimed the needforuniting 
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Members and supporters ofthe Rev
olutionary Communist youth answered 
a call for united-front actions in defense 
of Puerto Rican militant Carlos Feli
ciano who has been accused by the state 

·of having played a role in bombings 
in New York. 

While the RCY does not agree with 
his nationalistic pOSitions, as revolu
tionaries we have a fundamental obli
gation to defend him against the attacks 
of the bourgeois repressive state appa
ratus. The defense campaign has sought 
support from many left-wing groups, 
organizing united-front demonstrations 
based on unity of action and freedom 
of criticism. In the recent demonstra
tion, RCY emphasized the slogan, "For 
United Defense of the Left Against 
Ruling-Class Attack. n 
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the working class, but did not put for
ward any program for unity nor explain 
how it would differ with Meany's ap
proach. Supporters of the SL/RCY in
tervened, distributing leaflets and SL/ 
RCY newspapers. The conference could 
easily accept Mayor Washington but 
considered the presence of communists 
undeSirable, and the goon squad was 
quickly assembled to evict the latter 
individuals. 

Bill Lucy (International Secretary
Treasurer of the American Federation 
of State, County and Municipal Employ
ees), who played a major role at the 
conference, was questioned by RCY 
supporters concerning their exclusion. 
Lucy seemed to have taken lessons from 
Nixon recently, for he replied to the 
questions by a single answer that, in 
effect, he was in charge and could 
do what he wished. Lucy repeatedly re
fused to provide any reason for the ex
clUSion and would not reply to any ques
tions cemcerning workers democracy. 

The Socialist Workers Party, also 
present, refused to do anything about 
the exclusion. Since the leaflet the SWP 
was passing out could not be considered 
either communist or in any way a threat 
to those assembled, apparently no ac
tion was taken against them. 

The actions of Lucy and others pro
vide a much truer picture of their JWQ

gram than their declarations of "mili
tancy" and "honesty." The capitalists' 
representatives are perfectly accept
able to them, but they know quite well 
that a leaflet urging class struggle 
will expose them, and thus they prevent 
it from being distributed. 
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Continued from page 1 
Frenell Student 
Struggles-
support themselves or their families, 
revolutionaries must call for "free 
higher education with stipend." So also 
must revolutionaries attack the track
ing system that seeks early on to prevent 
working-class youth from pursuing ac
ademic study. An attack on this prac
tice has been put forward by Lutte 
Ouvri~re (LO- >vorkers' Struggle) and 
several teaching unions. 

Shortly after the beginning of the 
demonstrations against the Debre law 
the students started new actions against 
the Fontanet decree which created a new 
diploma-the dipl6me d 'etwles univer
s itaires generales ("diploma of gener
al university studies"). The French high 
school diploma is generally recognized 
as the U.S. equivalent of a "liberal 
college education." Upon entering the 
university itself, the student special
izes in a manner like first-year grad
uate students do here or similar to 
concentration in one's major field as a 
junior or senior. The general diploma 
would eliminate the specialized first 
cycle and replace it with more general 
studies. To obtain such a general di
ploma, the student would have to pass 
exams outside his or her specialty 
(e.g., to get an English diploma, one 
has to pass higher mathematics as 
well). The result of such general ru
plomas would be to reduce the number 

. of students passing the first cycle in the 

Reactionary French 
officer corps
defender of the 
bourgeoi 5 order. 

university as well as to decrease the 
training of the students in their special
ties and thus reduce the chances of 
obtaining jobs. Because ofthis, the high 
school and university students have 
sought to unify their protests against 
both the Debre and Fontanet measures, 

Role of French Stalinism 

The French Communist Party has 
taken a purely reformist andopportun
ist approach to the student struggles. 
Before the recent election, the PCF 
opposed actions against the Debre law as 
diversionary to the "real struggle"-the 
electoral victory of the Union of the 
Left, After the elections the PCF turned 
to support of the demonstrations, gen
erally through maneuvers by its front 
groups, l'Union nationale des comites 
d'action lyceens [UNCAL-National 
Union of High School Action Com
mittees J and 1 'Union nationale des 
etudiants franyais (renouveau) [UNEF 
(R)-National Union of French Students 
(Resurgent) J. When the high school 
committees called for actions on 22 
March, UNCAL then called for similar 
actions for the day before. The maneu
vers were generally unsuccessful for 
the PCF' s base in the student movement 
is much weaker than that of two osten
sibly Trotskyist groups-the Ligue 

Communiste and the de facto youth 
group of the OCl, the Alliance des 
J eunes pour Ie Socialisme (AJS
Alliance of Youth for Socialism). 

When the Renault strike opened the 
real possibility of unified worker
student demonstrations, the PCF's ad
vantage increased greatly because of its 
control of the largest French trade 
union, the Confederation g€merale du 
travail (CGT-General Labor Federa
tion). While the PCF raised the slogan 
of "Down with the Debre law" and "Re
establish the deferments," it qualified 
its demands and limited them to ex
tensions for stwlents and not youth 
in general (Le Monde, 27 March). The 
PCF demands were to be part of an 
equitable draft and education system, 

which according to the PCF "conforms 
with the national interest" (Le Monde, 
24 March)! Thus the PCF in no way 
departed from its usual reformism and 
social patriotism. 

OCI Pursues Tailist Policy 

The course of the OCI/AJS was both 
more surprising and more unfortunate. 
In the recent struggles the AJS had the 
most opportunistic pOSition {If all the 
far-left organizations and did little to 
distinguish itself from the PCF. Nhen 
the latter raised modified slogans for 
the extensions of the deferments, the 
AJS continued to raise only the narrow 
demands against the Debre laws and for 
the simple re-establishment of the old 
deferments! Informations Ouvrieres 
(10), the press which reflects the OCl 
Views, contented itself with energetic 
calls to action coupled with simple
minded talk of unity: 

"[It is necessary to build] Committees 
where each political and working-class 
tendency unites together against the 
same enemy, the Debre law, with the 
same goal, its repeal. 
"Unity against the Debre law which 
eliminates deferments, reinforces so
cial s t rat i f i cat ion, militarizes the 
youth." 

-IO, 8-14 March 1973 
[original emphasis 1 

Instead. of fighting to transcend the 
minimulll demands raised in the strug
gle, the AJS fought for unity around 
them, even implicitly red-baiting at
tempts to further politicize the strug
gle: 

"The high school students have demon
strated that they are capable of deCiding 
for themselves what action to take, 
without accepting outside influences. " 

-IO, 21-28 March 1973 [our 
. emphasis] 

The policies advocated by the AJS 
are similar to Progressive Labor's 
insistence that "students shouldn't tell 
workers what to do," except that the 
AJS essentially proposed that commu
nists shouldn't tell students what to do! 
The AJS attitude goes beyond worker-

~ ism and becomes extreme tailism of 
~ petty-bourgeois radicals, 
6 There is a certain consistency be
~ tween the AJS's recent approach to the 
f-< 
:3 student struggles and the OCl' s concept 

of the "strategiC united front." As the 
September issue of Workers Vanguard 
("OCl Seeks Class Unity, Weakens 
Program") pointed out, the OCl has a 
history of seeking unity In action with 
the Stalinists while not clearly posing 
its programmatic differences. 

"Although the OCl has a program, one 
has to hunt to find it. It is everywhere 
submerged like, as Trotsky put it, 
a 'treasure at the bottom of the ocean' 
which does no one any good." 
-Workers Vanguard, September 1972 

In the recent May Day demonstra
tions (as in the past) the OCl dis
persed its cadre throughout the PCF 
sections without raising its own ban
ners and Slogans, While it may be 
tactically useful to follow a limited 
dispersal policy, the failure to also 
have one's own contingent with one's 
own banners and slogans amounts to 
a substitution of the united front tac
tic for the independent programmatic 
intervention of the party. 

The Leninist policy of the united 
front was developed to provide an 
organizational framework for the unity 
in action of the working-class tenden
cies, while providing for each group 
to raise its own propaganda, thus al
lowing the revolutionary program to be 
acti vely counterposed to the reformists 
and Stalinists, The unity of the working 
class is crucial, but such unity is forged 
only through discrediting the non- revo-
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lutionary leaders, who keep the class 
divided up and tied to the class enemy, 
and winning the rank and file to united 
struggle under the leadership of the 
revolutionary party. The OCI! AJS ele
vates "unity" in the abstract to a prin
ciple standing above political clari
fication. As a consequence, the struggle 
to win the French workers away from 
the PCF is undercut. 

USec Youth Vanguardism 

The Ligue Communiste, French sec
tion of the United Secretariat (fra
ternally all-ied with the U,S, Socialist 
Workers Party), linked a minimal
maximal approach with its consistent 
youth vanguardism. The minimum de
mands ("Down with the Debre law" 
"Re-establish and extend the defer
ments to all youth") are characterized 
by the Ligue as "immediate demands" 
which belong on the red-lettered ban
ners in the streets. The maximum de
mands-those that attack the bourgeois 
army-are characterized as a "whole 
series of critiCisms" which are proper 
as long as they appear in debates with
in the walls of the school strike com
mit tee s (Intercontinental Press, 30 
April 1973). 

The Ligue also joined with the Social 
Democrats and PCF-led unions in rais
ing the slogan: "For the Right to Choose 
the Age of Entry into the Army for All 
Youth." The call for this slogan can 
best be compared to a slogan calling for 
the right of all convicted men and women 
to choose the date when they will enter 
prison. To call for such a "right" is 
to give tacit approval to the bour
geoisie's standing army. 

Rather than pointing to the need for 
working-class leadership against capi
talist oppression, the Ligue makes pro
nouncements like: "Five years after 
May 1968, the whole youth have just 
taken a significant step forward in the 
struggle against the bourgeois state" 
(quoted in Intercontinental Press, 28 
May 1973). Just weeks after the Ligue 
itself had published accounts of hun
dreds-strong gangs of fascist youth 
attacking de1110nstrators, it still man
ages to talk about "the whole youth" as 
though youth were a class, or the natural 
ally of the working class. Not only does 
the Ligue refuse to see class distinc
tions within the youth, but it sees the 

continued on page 6 
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WORKERS LEAGUE'S YOUNG SOCIALISTS: 

[The leaflet reprinted below was passed 
out in front of the Young Socialists' 
·First National Conference" held last 
May in New York City.] 

This "First National Conference of 
the Young Socialists" is, in fact, the 
Workers Lea"oue's fourth attempt to 
start a youth group, In the past the WL 
has tried to initiate youth groups such 
as "Revolt" and "Young Workers 
League" with a handful of WL members 
and in the case of Revolt with a couple 
of left Maoists who called themselves 
the "Marxist-Leninist Party." As these 
groups came to nought, they were simp
ly disappeared by the WL, with no ex
planations. 

The current WL youth group was 
originally "launched" over a year ago 
at the "Conference of Revolutionary 
Youth" on 18 December 1971, Following 
a series of Wohlforthite harangues 
which resembled more a Baptist revi val 
than a communist conference, the one
page apolitical leaflet which advertised 
the conference and which contained such 
gross omissions as a failure to call for 
an NLF military victory in Vietnam 
(also omitted from the current YS Draft 
Program) was accepted as the YS "pro
gram." The Bulletin (3 Jan. 1972) re
ported that one WL speaker claimed that 
the Young Socialists "will be the first 
youth movement of its kind in the United 
States." Thus the WL turns its back on 
the entire heritage of the struggle for a 
genuine Leninist and Trotskyist youth 
group, both in this countryandinterna
tionally: the early years of the Young 
Communist League, the Spartacus 
Youth League (youth section of the 
Trotskyist Com m u n i s t League of 
America, predecessor of the Socialist 
Workers Party) and even the early 
years of the Young Socialist Alliance 
which was founded and led by Nohliorth 
himself. And rightfully so, for this her
itage does not belong to the Young So
cialists or the WL. 

What is a Leninist 
Youth Group? 

Youth is not a class. Only the working 
class organized and led by its own van
guard party can carry out the socialist 
revolution. But that section of the youth 
that can be won to the proletarian revo
lution is essential to replenish and revi
talize the revolutionary movement; they 

• Wk. 

generation has its own contribution to 
make, The Leninist youth group must 
provide youth with an arena for the wid
est and freest discussion and examina
tion of all political questions. In addi
tion to discussion, the political edu
cation of young revolutionaries must in
volve the experience of discussion and 
action. Thus the Leninist youth group 
must have an organizational life inde
pendent from the party. At the same 
time it is the Leninist party which 
alone is capable of leading the socialist 
revolution, and it is the Leninist party 
alone which contains the continuity and 
experience of the revolutionary move
ment as a whole. The revolutionary 
youth group is a necessary but subor
dinate section of the revolutionary 
movement which must march together, 
in political solidarity with the party. 
Based on the first four congresses of the 
Third In t ern at ion a 1 and the 
corresponding con g res s e s of the 
Young Communist International, and the 
struggles of the Trotskyist moveme?1t in 
the thirties, a heritage which the WL/YS 
turns its back on, the proper relation 
between the revolutionary youth group 
and the vanguard party is a dialectical 
one of organizational independence and 
political subordination, 

What are the Young Social ists? 

To deny the need for the revolution
ary youth group to have its own organi
zational life is to create a manipulated, 
servile front group after the fashion of 
the Stalinists and the current practice 
in the YSA. To deny the leading role 
of the party and the need for the political 
subordination of the youth group is 
simply to affirm petty-bourgeois youth 
vanguardism of the Yippie- Weatherman 
sort. The YS is Simultaneously without 
a real independent organizational life 
and is, in fact, organizationally Stalin
ist, and, at the same time, it is politi
cally youth vanguardist. 

As in a Stalinist organization where 
pOlitical discussion either consists of 
reading the litany or is suppressed al
together, and embarrassing questions 
are Simply characterized as "Trotsky
ite questions" and the asker is expelled, 
so it is in the WL/YS except that embar
assing questions are characterized as 
"Spartacist Questions" and the asker is 
expelled, WL/YS supporters who have 
tried to sell the Bulletin or Young 
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Entertainment provided at the Workers League May Day Rally was marked by 
its complete Orientation to "youth" and absence of working-class content. 

represent the future of that moveme:1t. 
Under capitalism, youth have special 
problems: They are used as cannon fod
der in imperialist wars, they are con
centrated in the reserve army of the un
employed and they are deprived of es
sential political and social rights. And 
as Lenin stated, each generation must 
come to socialism in its own waY,on the 
basis of problems which are different 
from previous generations. Thus each 

Socialist to CP/Y NLL supporters have 
probably run up against the wall of 
slander and hostility with which the 
Stalinists attempt to seal off their mem
bership from critiCism, especially 
from the left, 'l.l1dfr0m Tntskyi.'3tpoli
tics. The CP /Y WLL supporters are 
continually dished up a diet of slanders 
such as: "The Trotskyites have never 
had any influence in the working class; 
the T r :) t sky i t e s are hostile 

to the working class; the Trot
skyites are just a bunch of anti
communist rat groups"; and so on. 
As much as possible the Stalinists try 
to prevent their supporters from com
ing into contact with Trotskyists be
cause they know how politically weak 
they themselves are. Slander and simi
lar organizational measures are always 
resorted to by opportunists who cannot 
deal politically with criticism from the 
left. 

Straight out of the Stalinist school of 
slander, with the same aim of hoping to 
seal its membership off from serious
ly exploring the politics of the SL/RCY 
is the article "Sectarianism and the 
Spartacist League" in the May 1972 
Young Socialist. The article claims to 
be an attack on the pamphlet Youth, 
Class and Party which contains the 
"RCY Program and Perspectives." we 
are told in this article that we see" sci
entific socialism" as "separated from 
the breakup of the boom and the inter
national movement of the working 
class." In fact, Youth, Class and Party 
states (p, 3): "The breakup of the New 
Left, most evident in the 1969 SDS split 
was caused by the inadequacy of New 
Left politics in the face of the general 
social crisis of the late '60' s." We then 
go on to devote the next three sections 
or one-third of the basic document on 
program and perspectives, to analyze 
the New Left as a non-proletarian 
ideology isolated from the working 
class, essentially a variant of tradi
tional British-American liberalism and 
utopianism, and we link the breakup 
of the New Left specifically to the im
pact of the Vietnam War, the French 
May-June 1968 events, the deepening 
class struggle in the U.S. and the 
international economic crisis. 

Following the adoption of the docu
ment and the foundation of the RCY in 
September 1971, the RCY published a 
leaflet entitled "In the Wake of the 
International Economic Crisis: Revo
lutionary Communist youth Formed" 
which stated: 

"Realizing the combined effects of 
rising labor militancy and the under
mining of the competitive position of 
American imperialism because of war
generated inflation, the RMC (Revo
lutionary Marxist Caucus, forerunner 
of the RCY) antiCipated the direct at
tack of the American state on the trade 
union movement and other capitalist 
powers .... FaCing a third inter-imper
ialist blood-bath and crushing of the 
hard-won rights of the working class, 
the need for a combative revolutionary 
socialist movement is more urgent 
than ever before. n 

Rey: Born in the Struggle 
Against the New Left 

Further, we took the struggle against 
New Leftism and for Trotskyism into 
the New Left, into SDS, while the NL 
abstained and stood on the Sidelines, 
for which it was later to criticize it
self. The RCY was born in the strug
gle against Ne',v Leftism and its 
Stalinist and Third World variants, 
and for Trotskyism, while the Young 
Socialists was formed siml:>ly as a 
reflex reaction to the formation of the 
RCY, and the prodding of Gerry Healy 
in England. 

In the last class of the WL's recent 
series in New York on the Internation
al Committee, Wohlforth attempted to 
comtat through lies and distortion the 
political threat posed by the RC Y to 
the YS. He mocked our emphasis on 
upholding the Leninist traditions on 
youth-party relations c1f organizational 
independence a:1d political subordina
tion (making no claims that the WL/YS 
adheres to those Leninist norms), on the 
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The call for a labor party, so conspicuous c 
cent Bulletins have been defending the WL ': 

grounds that all the SL has done has 
been to pin RCY buttons on some par
ty members who don't care about being 
organizationally independent and are 
already politically subordinate to the 
party. As we point out above, the RCY 
has organic roots in the struggle against 
New Leftism and reformism in SDS. 
We state proudly that young members 
of the SL indeed initiated the RMC, 
forerunner of the RCY -but, it was our 
success in SDS in winning indi viduals 
and groups to our politics that laid the 
foundation for a real youth group. 

Just as vVohlforth lies about the 
character and history of the RCY, he 
al'so lies about our activity-e,g., the 
statement that the RCY has had nothing 
to do or say about the budget cuts, 
e,g., the struggle against tuition at the 
City University of New York-a fight 
we were involved in well before the YS 
got in on the action (see "Budget Cuts 
Hit Campuses-Only the Working Class 
Can Smash Phase III" and "Stalinists, 
Nationalists Seek to Exclude Commu 1-

ists," RCY Newsletter No. 17, May 
1973). Comrades of the YS: \\'here were 
you early on in the fight against CUNY 
tuition? We didn't see YOH on the picket 
lines when the Stalinists called the cops 
on us for raiSing socialist slogans 
around the budget cuts, 

YS: Youth Vanguardism 

Su1)pression of real political discus
Sion, intimidation and expulsion of po
tential oppositionists, slander of those 
who criticize the WL YS from the left, 
these are the organizational methods of 
Stalinism, these are the organizational 
methods of the WL and the YS. Combined 

Documents 
01 the 

8ullolo Morxist Collective 
Includes: 50 ¢ 
BMC Programmatic Document 
A Brief Political History of the BMC 
Why We Didn't Join the WL/YS 

Write: 
Rey, Box 454, 
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Continued from page 1 

Condemn CP, 
lobor Committee 
was printed in the 4 May SPectrum 
(campus newspaper at SUNY). 

To the Editor: 
The despicable gangster tactics of 

the Buffalo Labor Committee in their 
campaign to destroy the Communist 
Party (CP) have provided the Student 
Association (SA) with the pretext for 
purging a left political organization 
from the UB campus. The RCY con
demns the Labor Committee (LC) for 
their physical attacks on another left 
tendency, however rotten and class 
collaborationist that tendency may be. 
We call on all left organizations to 
unite in defense of left organizations 
threatened with gangster attacks. Si
multaneously, we oppose the interven
tion of the Student Association into the 
working class movement and the SA's 
acting as the political censor of the 
UniverSity by determining which groups 
shall have the right to propagate 
their ideas on campus. 

The SA's revocation of recognition 

I· .. I~ 

of the LC sets a dangerous precedent 
for future attacks on left organizations 
and serves to create the political cli

t the May Day Rally, has been most used by the Young Socialists on the campuses. Re
use of reformist slogans. 

with these are the pOlitics of petty
bourgeois youth vanguardism. The 6 
Mar~~l1 1972 Bulletin reports that Kiki 
Mendez, speaking for the YS at a Student 
Mobilization Committee meeting said, 
"We are mobilizing the youth separate 
from the Stalinists and the capitalists 
to take power"! For the YS, the genera
tional, not the class, struggle is pri
mary. They call in essence not for a 
workers state but for "y'outh to take 
power," i.e., a youth state! Several 
years ago in a polemic with Lynn 
Marcus, Wohlforth wrote: 

"A related terminological problem is 
the use of the word 'youth,' 'radical 
youth,' 'youth vanguard,' etc. There 
is no attempt to see youth as separated 
by classes .... There is no such thing 
as a 'youth question' in the abstract. 
The struggle of generations is no sub
stitute for the struggle of classes." 

-"Some Comments on Perspectives 
for the Fused Movement, " 
31 March 1966 

By then Wohlforth had accepted Marcus 
as his theoretical mentor in political 
economy. With the formation of the YS 
Wohlforth accepts Marcus as his men
tor on the youth question. 

This youth vanguardism was exem
plified in the YS's approach to the tui
tion issue in New York, where it called 
for a strike of students, teachers and 
staff leading to a general strike and 
urging students to pressure the Pro
fessional Staff Congress to call for the 
construction of a labor party to "fight 
for the rights of youth. " This hopelessly 
disoriented policy confuses the class 
line and spreads illusions about the 
social role of students by projecting 
students en masse as an effective inde
pendent pressure group towards the 
trade unions, in much the same way as 
the European Pabloites call for pres
sure "from the periphery to the center." 

The WLiyS's approach to the youth 
question is similar to the SWP's black 
and women's work in the failure to 
adopt a Class-struggle orientation to 
questions of special Jppression, instead 
fOCUSing almost entirely on the trans
class aspects of the question, thus 
suppressing the Marxist understanding 
of class (not age, race or sex) as the 
fun dam e n tal diviSion in capitalist 
society. 

Part and parcel of this youth van
guardism is the statement in the YS 
program that "it will be the energy 

and fight of the Young Socialists which 
will bring forward a revolutionary lead
erShip within the working class" as a 
substitute for the vanguard party and 
its struggle for leadership of the trade 
unions. In fact, the WL/YS's struggle 
has been to reinforce the most reaction
ary section of the American trade union 
bureaucracy and the most reactionary 
attitudes of the working class(e.g., sup
port to pOlice strikes and the presence 
of Attica prison guards in the trade 
unions, an anti-Marxist abstention from 
the struggle against women's oppres
Sion, interpreting union bureaucrat 
Abel's nominating speech for Henry 
Jackson at the Democratic Party Con
vention as a call for a labor party). 

Counterposed to the role the YS sees 
itself playing is the RCY's conception 
of its work: 

"The goal of the RCY's intervention in 
working-class struggles is to aid in 
transforming the labor movement into a 
revolutionary socialist instrument. The 
RCY seeks to become the student-youth 
auxiliary of the communist opposition 
within the labor movement .... 
"The RCY recognizes that building the 
com m u n i s t oppositions within the 
unions must go hand in hand with the 
construction of a revolutionary party 
which alone is capable of taking and 
holding state power. The RCY is the 
youth section of the Spartacist League, 
the nucleus of the American vanguard 
party. " 

-Youth, Class and Party, pp.11-12 

-Revolutionary Communist Youth 
(youth section of the Spartacist 
League) 26 May 1973 • 

YOUTH, CLASS 
AND PARTY 
BASIC DOCUMENTS OF THE 

REVOLUTIONARY 
COMMUNIST YOUTH 

L RCY Program and Perspectives 
II. RCY Organizational Rules 
III. Youth-Party Relations 

Write: RCY, Box 454, Cooper Station, 
New York, N.Y. 10003 $.50 
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¥: mate for further repression. Events 
~ at the April 24 meeting of the SA are 
C instructive. At the "hearing," the SA 
It: made no attempt to maintain even the 

facade of legality or due process. Al
though the issue of revocation of the 
recognition of a left group was an un
precedented one, discussion was lim
ited to ten minutes. No evidence was 
heard to establish the facts of the case. 
People speaking directly to the issue 
were ruled out of order arbitrarily by 
the chair. Despite the absurdly limited 
discussion, the vote for revocation was 
almost unanimous, indicating that the 
matter had been carefully settled in 
advance. This cavalier disregard for 
due process exposes the revocation 
as a political purge in the interest of 
bourgeois respectability. The SA's ac
tions do not occur in a political vacuum. 
They are not merely the response of 
outraged liberals to isolated acts of 
violence. Two years ago, far more 
serious incidents occured on campus 
without the SA feeling obliged to "dis
associate itself" from the organizations 
involved. The decline of radical ac
tivism and the growth of apathy and 
cynicism on campus, the national tend
ency of retrenchment from liberalism 
of the 60's, the consolidation of the 
dregs of the new left around anti
communism, form the political context 
in which the SA, on the basis of un
formulated and unproven charges, can 
purge a left organization without al
ienating liberal opinion. 

While the RCY unconditionally de
fends all those who take action against 
the bourgeOisie, the actions of the LC 
in attacking another left tendency make 
them criminals in the workers' move
ment and therefore are indefensible. 
In recent years the LC has frantically 
gone from one get-riCh-qUiCk scheme to 
another. First it was a fool-proof 
plan for tenant organiZing. Then, the 
Labor Committee attempted to ingra
tiate themselves with the labor bureau
crats by offering them the "outside 
support" of the stUdent based "Strike 
Support Coalition." Having quickly 
dropped these strategies when they 
proved their obvious b~kruptcy, the 
NCLC has now proclaimed the "be
ginning of history" in its attempt to 
rebuild the Welfare Rights Organiza
tion, originally a "Great SOCiety" 
program, analogous to VISTA or the 
Peace Corps. The LC's delUSions of 
g ran d e u r and frenzied impatience 
combined with the realization that the 
CP is a formidable reformist obstacle 
in the left movement have produced the 
kamikaze "Operation Mop- Up" aimed at 
the destruction of the CP within a 
month. The LC has not only demon-
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strated its crackpot posturing (the CP 
is dead; we must bury the corpse), but 
its contempt for the elementary prin
ciple of workers' democracy. Opponent 
pOlitical tendencies must have the 
fullest possible opportunity for political 
struggle before the entire working
class movement withaut physical at
tack .• The only way to destroy the in
fluence of the reformists in the work
er's movement is to defeat them poli
tically by demonstrating decisively to 
the masses that their pOlicies can only~ 
mean a continuation of capitalist ex
plOitation. 

The CP's reliance on the cops and 
the courts and the SA for its own defense 
renders moot the possibility of its prin
Cipled defense against LC attacks by 
other left organizations. The CP has a 
long history of relying on the bourgeois 
state to settle questions within the 
workers' movement. The attacks ofthe 
LC simply give this latest act of class 
collaboration the convenient cover of 
self-defense. The precedent for this 
bloc with the bourgeois state was the 
CP's support for the prosecution of 
Trotskyists under the Smith Act in 
the 40's. The state rewarded the CP 
for its dutiful subservience by using 
the same act against the CP in the 
anti-communist crusades of the 40's 
and 50's. The intervention of the state 
into the left movement, even on the 
issue of gangsterism, can never re
solve the matter in the interests of 
the left movement. Furthermore, the 
attempt of the CP/Young Workers Lib
eration League to pose as the out
raged and innocent victims of gang
sterism is at best hypocritical. His
torically, its mode of operation has 
been to settle differences on the 
left with hooliganism and assassina
tion. As recently as January 20, 1973 
members of the CP/YWLL physically 
harassed and attempted to prevent 
SL/RCY members from distributing 
literature on the streets in front of 
a public meeting. Gangsterism on the 
left and the attacks of the LC must be 
fought with the united action of left 
groups to defend any left organization 
from the attacks of another. Such a 
defense would undoubtedly be strong 
enough to repulse the attacks of the LC 
as well as a powerful affirmation of 
the prinCiple of workers' democracy. 

The political climate in Buffalo de
mands action from all prinCipled left
ists. We are calling a meeting to plan 
action on Friday, May 4, 1973, Norton 
Union Room 334. 

-Revolutionary Communist youth 
30 May, 1973. 

SWP Joins CP
Calls Cops 
NEW YORK-The 29 June issue 
of the Socialist Workers Party's lvlili
tant carried an article entitled" Arrest 
of NCLC Thugs Demanded inN.Y." The 
author, Linda Jenness, a leading SWP 
spokesman, stated that three S WP 
members had filed criminal charges 
against NCLC member Steve Getzoff 
who had allegedly attacked them on 
9 June. The SWP has thus joined the 
Communist Party in calling the cops 
against the NCLC. 

The 2,000-member SWP/YSA could 
have played a major role in the con
struction of a workers' defense group 
against not only NCLC attacks but 
against attacks from the right as well. 
But such a course would have run coun
ter to the SWP's extreme legalism and 
tailism of petty-bourgeois public opin
ion. Instead of such a Leninist policy 
of defense of all groups within the work
ers movement against physical attacks, 
the S WP has chosen the cops! 

Jenness and Co. have a history of 
physically attaCking their opponents on 
the left-a policy first started at the 
4 July 1971 NPAC rally at Hunter 
College when members of the Pro
gressive Labor Party, SDS, SL and the 
Revolutionary Marxist Caucus were 
physically excluded. Since then, it has 

continued on page 6 
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Continued from page 5 
SWP Joins CP
Calls Cops 
been reported that S W'P members also 
attacked NCLC member Marsha Free
man in 1971, members of the Socialist 
Forum group and additional members 
of the SL/RCY. The SW'P's policy has 
been one of physical attacks against 
its opponents when the SWP held sub
stantial majorities at events, coupled 
with loud condemnations of violence 
when its own members have been wor
sted in various brawls. The current 
"position" of the S W'P condemning the 
use of violence should in no way be 
confused with the SL/RCY's prinCipled 
opposition to violence against groups 
and individuals within the workers 
movement. 

Continued from page 3 

French Student 
Struggles-
youth protests as playing the vanguard 
role to the working class. Thus, the 
30 March Rouge talks about how the 
workers have learned how to struggle 
from watching the students. WhatRouge 
fails to point out is that the role of the 
vanguard belongs to a Leninist party of 
the working class, which seeks to win 
communist leadership in the working 
class, and seeks to win students to 
supporting workers' struggles through 
the vanguard party. The Ligue does not 
struggle for leadership of the class-its 
main work is in the student milieu and 
marginal and service layers of the 
working class (e.g., bank clerks). It 
claims to work "from the periphery 
to the center" with a conception that 
the struggle will somehow organically 
"grow across" ("transcroftre")intothe 
more important industrial sectors of 
the class behind the backs of the Stal
inists controlling the CGT: 

The high point of the March-April 
events for the Ligue was recognition 
by the liberal bourgeois press (Le 
Monde, 8-9 April 1973) that the Ligue 
is stronger in the student movement 
than the PCF (Intercontinental Press, 
23 April 1973). Of course, the PCF 
showed who has the strength where it 
counts when the workers began striking 
and sought unified demonstrations with 
the students. The Ligue's response to 

RCY Local Directory 
ATLANTA: RCY, C; 0 -Sp'artacist, P.O. 

Box 7686, Atlanta, Ga. 30309. 
BALTIMORE: RCY, Box 226, Silver 

Springs, Md. 20907. 
BERKELEY: RCY, Box 852, Main P.O., 

Berkeley, Ca. 94701, or call (415) 
653-4668. 

BOSTON: RCY, P.O. Box 137, Somer
ville, Mass. 02144, or call (617) 
876-6382. 

BUFFALO: RCY, Box 6, Norton Union, 
S.U.N.Y., Buffalo, N.Y. 14214. 

CHICAGO: RCY, c/o SL, Box 6471, 
Main P.O., Chicago, Ill. 60680, or 
~all (312) 548-2934. 

CLEVELAND: Cleveland ll'V Commit
tee, Box 2492, Cleveland, Ohio 44112. 

DETROIT: RCY, c,o SL, Box 663A, 
General P.O., Detroit, Mich. 48232. 
or call (313) 862-4920. 

LOS ANGELES: RCY, Box 66403, Mar 
Vista Station,' Los Angeles, Ca. 90066, 
or call (213) 467-6855. 

MILWAUKEE: RCY, c/o SL, Box 5144, 
Harbor Sta., Milwaukee, Wisc. 53204. 

1-'EW ORLEANS: RCY, c/o SL, Box 
51634, Main P.O., New Orleans, La., 
70151. 

NE W YORK: RCY, Box 454, Cooper Sta., 
New York, N.Y. 10003, or call (212) 
925-2426. 

SAN DIEGO: RCY, P.O. Box 22052, 
University City Sta., San Diego, Ca. 
92122. 

SAN FRANCISCO: RCY, P.O. Box 
40574, San Francisco, Ca. 94140, or 
call (415) 863-1459. 

WASHINGTON, D.C.: RCY, Box 226, 
Silver Springs, Md. 20907. 

The SWP has long since joined the 
Stalinist school of slander against its 
opponents on the left. To cite but 
one t'xample: the founders of the SL 
were initially oppositionists within the 
SWP who were bureaucratically ex
pelled; rather than fully defend its 
actio:ls, the S WP leadership prefers 
instead to circulate the lie that our 
comrades had split from the SNP. 

Equally, the SWP has demonstrated 
its willingness in embarrassing inci
dents to cover itself with further lies. 
When the SL published documents of the 
SWP's international collaborators 
which exposed the SWP's Ceylonese 
associate Bala Tampoe as severely 
compromised by several incidents link
ing him to imperialist diplomats and 
the CIA, the response of the S WP 
and its international allies was to deny 
the evidence. This included denying the 
fact that certain meetings took place 
at an international conference-even 

this was to demonstrate its "independ
ent strength" by holding a separate May 
Day march from the Stalinists (ending 
up at the same rally pOint). While this 
might be tactically correct in particular 
instances, it is ludicrous in the Ligue's 
case, where it mustered several thou
sand students as against the CP's some 
40,000 workers. W'hat was absolutely 
crucial for the May Day demonstrations 
was a united-front demonstration with 
sharply counterposed programmatic 
slogans, and the necessary tactical de
fense measures. 

The height of the Ligue's inability 
to understand what Marxists mean by 
"class" comes out in their designation 
of the school strike committees as 
"high-school soviets" (Rouge, 30 March 
1973, p.4)! As Trotskyists know, soviets 
are the working class's organs for the 
seizure and wielding of state power, and 
the institutionalization of workers con
trol in a workers state. Lenin's slogan 
"All Power to the Soviets" was pre
cisely designed to underline the impor
tance of the independent organization of 
the working class, the need for it to act 
separately from the bourgeois Provi
sional Government and the forces of 
petty-bourgeois radicalism, 0 n 1 y 
through taking the lead and demon
strating its independent strength could 
the working class win non-proletarian 
layers of society to its side. The Ligue, 
in its fetishizing of the democratic 
forms of a petty-bourgeois struggle, 
makes a mockery out of the traditions 
of the Russian Revolution. 

Lutte Ouvriere 
Takes Best Position 

Of all the left groups in France, 
Lutte Ouvriere has had the most prin
cipled and political approach to the 
recent struggles. While LO has gen
erally had a workerist and tailist ap
proach, they have recently developed 
a base in the technical high schools. 
This base and the pressures which it 
exerted on LO no doubt played a major 
role in LO's activity. 

Among all the groups, LO pointed 
out the elements of class privilege 
existing under the old deferment law 
and the problems posed in simply de
manding its return. W'hile properly giv
ing critical support to the slogan, "Re
establish and extend the deferments to 
all youth!," LO insisted on the need to 
inject an anti-militarist content into 
the struggle. 

"Deferments were, in fact, the last 
form of privileged status in the mat
ter of military recruitment offered for 
this period by the bourgeoisie to its own 
youth. 
"There are two elements in the reaction 
of high school students. On the one hand, 
undoubtedly , [there is] the desire not to 
lose a privilege that has been granted 
them. On the other hand however, [there 
is] the manifestation of open hostility 
to that form of militarization and sub
jection rep res e n ted by ... military 
service-which explains furthermore, 
the considerable partiCipation of high
school and elementary-school students 
from the CET [technical colleges] who 
are not directly concerned by the elim
ination of deferments .... 
"If socialist revolutionaries must show 
solidarity with the struggles of high
school students against the attempt of 

LC goons attack 
at Columbia, For 
decades the SWP 
relied on the 
strength of 
working-class 
forces to repul se 
hool igan attacks. 
Now they join the 
Stalinists on this 
issue and call the 
cops. 

though the holding of these meetings was 
listed in the conference minutes which 
were available to the SWP's own mem
bership! 

The SWP's policy flows from its 
continued abandonment of the Trotsky
ist position of workers democracy. The 
reliance on the repressive apparatus 

the regime to take away from them a 
benefit which had been theirs, up until 
now, they [the revolutionaries] must 
employ all means to develop the anti
militarist aspect of the struggle." 

-Lutte Ouvriere (LO), 27 March-
2 April 

In its propaganda, LO has pointed out 
that the bourgeois army is part of the 
capitalist state which Leninists seek to 
smash in the process of carrying 
through the proletarian revolution. On 
this question it has been attacked by 
the Ligue Communiste which equates 
the LO position with liberalism and 
pacifism, and argues that a conscripted 
army is a good thing-certainly much 
better than a volunteer or professional 
army (armee'de metier), which would 
be strongly pro.-bourgeois and lay the 
military basis for fascism. According 
to the Ligue, a conscripted army will 
be filled with workers who can be won 
over to the side of the revolution, arms 
in hand, when the time comeso And if 
not that, the army at least is useful in 
instructing workers on the use of arms. 
LO answers these arguments very well: 

"To limit the choice to the alternatives 
of the present military service or a 
professional army, is to assume the 
need for national defense and to place 
oneself first of all on the ground of 
the bourgeoisie." 

-LO, 27 March-2 Apri11973 

"'You are offered a gun, take it!' Rouge 
keeps saying so as to justify that it 
does not demand anything else than: 
'Bring back and generalize defer
ments.' But, obviously, if we demand 
the suppression of mi'litary service, 
we are not inspired by some sort of 
sheep-like pacifism which considers 
learning to handle arms to be a sin. 
Needless to say we think that every 
young worker should learn to handle 
arms, but that, in order to do this, 
it is not necessary for them to be shut 
up in barracks nor to come under the 
power of a professional military elite. 
It is quite possible for workers to 
learn this at work or at home, under 
the guidance of workers organizations. " 

-Class Struggle (English-French 
paper of LO), No.9, April 1973 

In some respects, however, LO has 
left itself open to the Ligue's criti
cisms. Nowhere in its literature has LO 
explicitly made the important point 
that, once conscripted, young workers 
and students should go into the army
not to jail or another country-and take 
advantage of arms training. This would 
clearly distinguish LO from the paci
fists. Furthermore, LO's emphasis in 
its propaganda has been against the mil
itarization and hardships of army life 
more than upon the class aspect of the 
question. LO has downplayed agitation 
against the army as a bourgeois tool 
of repression to be used against the 
working class. Thus, the main demon
stration slogans it proposed at one of 
the strike committee meetings were: 
"Down with the Debre law!" "Against 
the militarization of youth!" "Abolish 
military service!" While it has reported 
favorably (as has the Ligue Commu
niste) the appearance of banners (raised 
often by the anarchists and spontan
eists) 'reading "Down with the bourgeois 
army!" "Down with the cops' and 
bosses' army!," LO itself has not fought 
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of the bourgeois state to deal with 
one's opponeBts within the workers 
movement marks a major step to the 
right on the part of the S NP. It is a 
policy which removes all substantial 
disagreements between the ex
Trotskyist SWP and the Stalinists on 
this crucial issue._ 

for such slogans in the strike com
mittees, although it has employed the 
concepts in its general propaganda. So 
while LO has correctly criticized the 
Ligue Communiste and the OCII AJS for 
merely taking over as their own the 
special-interest demands of the high
school students and not going beyond 
them (Class Struggle No.9), LO's ap
proach has itself been flawed. 

In its policy towards the CP, LO 
had essentially the same incorrect po
sition as the Ligue Communiste-ref
using to insist on a united-front orien
tation towards the CP's May Day 
demonstration, chOOSing instead to 
demonstrate its "strength" through the 
independent mobilization of the tech
nical high school students, where LO 
has something of a power base. LO at
tempted to justify this policy by citing 
the need for the independent organi
zation of the working class. This argu
ment hardly applies. While the tech
nical-school students are overwhelm
ingly headed for the working class and, 
in terms of their conSCiousness, iden
tify more with the class than with youth 
as a whole, they are still students 
occupying a transient social pOSition 
and their strikes are still student 
strikes, posing much less of a threat 
to the bourgeoisie than the striking 
Renault workers, who can withhold their 
labor power from the capitalists. W'hile 
this work among young future workers 
is important, it hardly substitutes for 
the need to win communist leader::;J:l~p 
in the industrial sections of the class
and to do that it is necessary to break 
the workers from their Stalinist and 
reformist leaderships. 

Throughout the 1960's, students in 
the United States struggled in various 
ways against the draft laws. Many of the 
fights were motivated by pacifistic 
ideals, and while revolutionaries sym
pathize with the resistance of the 
oppressed to imperialist wars, pacifism 
is a petty-bourgeois ide 0 log y alien 
to Marxism-and such struggles were 
in themselves unable to do much save 
register protest. Other student activi
ties were based on the belief that no 
individuals should serve in the imperi
alist army. These people, like the paci
fists, generally preached individual re
sistance rather than collective efforts 
designed to bring all of the exploited 
and oppressed into the struggle. 

The SL continued the Leninist tradi
tion. While we fight for the end of the 
bourgeois army and demand "not one 
man and not one cent for the bour
geOis army," as long as the bourgeois 
army based on conscription is in ex
istence revolutionaries must urge all 
those drafted to go into the army to 
conduct agitation among drafted youth. 
The S NP also held the same formal 
pOSition, but conducted its day-to-day 
work around social-pacifistic and 
class collaborationist poliCies. 

Because of U.S. imperialism's pres
ent situation, the actual process of con
scription has been halted. It will begin 
again, and when it does, the revolu
tionaries must apply what they have 
learned, not only from the previous 
struggles in the U.S. but from those of 
our class brothers in the other coun
tries as well •• 
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. .. Filipino Struggles 

This approach provides the most 
nationalist sectors of the bourgeoisie 
with a mass movement to break from 
Marcos' dictatorship with a left face, 
setting up protectionist tariffs and 
perhaps nationalizing a few imperialist 
concerns along the way, but never 
denting the basic property relations. 
The concept of the "self-reliant" na
tional economy, in which the national 
bourgeoisie has a progressive role to 
play in expanding the producti ve forces, 
ignores the fact of the world economy 
and, in the Maoist program, is a reac
tionary utopia with an opportunist and 
demagogic appeal to the liberal bour
geoisie. To throw off the yoke of im
perialism, Filipino workers and peas
ants must .expropriate the bourgeoisie 
as a class" not playoff one sector 
against another. 

The Reality of "People's War" 

The Maoist strategy of the country
side surrounding the city through "peo
ple's war" in reality means the sub
mergence of the most class-conscious 
workers in a peasant army and the 
liquidation of the independent political 
activity of the proletariat, the only 
consistently revolutionary class in con
temporary society. 

The peasantry-a section of the 
petty bourgeoisie, socially atomized as 
individual producers and parochial in 
world view-has historically proved in
capable of independent political action 
and, during revolutionary periOds, will 
follow one of the two contenders for 
social power in the cities-the proletar
iat or the bourgeoisie. For the seizure 
of state power an alliance between the 
proletariat and the peasantry under 
proletarian hegemony is essential. The 
history of this century has amply dem
onstrated that the national bourgeoisie 
can do little to end the peasant's plight. 

It is only through an alliance of all 
- the tOllers which is led by the work

ing class that the peasantry can break 
out of its peonage. 

Maoism and Menshevism 

Stalin revived the Menshevik two
stage conception of revolution through 
popular fronts with the liberal bour
geOisie in Western Europe and blocs 
with reactionaries like Chiang Kai-shek 
in China, rather than attempting to lead 
the proletariat beyond democratic de
mands toward the seizure of power. 
Hoping to tie down and neutralize the 
international bourgeoisie, Stalin sacri
ficed the international revolution to the 
national interests of the Kremlin bur
eaucracy. 

Maoists have upheld this wretched 
tradition of betrayal and abandonment 

of the working class. Mao cynically 
remarked in 1966, as American sol
diers were pouring into Vietnam, that 
the more U.S. troops entered Vietnam, 
the greater the disaster for America 
would be-while dOling out the meagrest 
quantities of aid to fight the American 
"Paper Tiger." This is the treatment 
the Filipino revolution can expect from 
the bureaucracy in Peking. 

The Nixon-Mao detente and the pro
jected balkanization of Southeast Asia 
puts "peaceful coexistence" on the or
der of the day around China's peri
phery. Local guerrilla actions and 
the fostering of nationalism, as in the 
Philippines, plays into this scenario 
by providing leverage against economic 
penetration by Japan, which replaced 
the U.S. as the Philippines' major trade 
partner in 1970, and as a pawn to bar
ter for further concessions from Amer
ica on trade agreements. 

The Way Forward 

The fate of the Filipino revolution 
rests in the context of the topsy-turvy 
re-alignment of China and the U.S. and 
the increasing inter-imperialist rival
ry between Japan and the U.S. for mar
kets and economic hegemony in South
east Asia. The Maoist "new demo
cratic" revolution which proclaims a 
path of national development indepen
dent of these Super-powers is pure 
chicanery. The only way forward for 
the Filipino workers and peasants is 
under the banner of the international 
solidarity of the proletariat under the 
leadership of an international vanguard 
party which would unite the most con
scious workers in Japan, the Philip
pines and the U.S. 

But international solidarity will re
main nothing more than a pious wish 
unless revolutionary socialists in all 
countries fight in the mass organiza
tions of the proletariat to unmask the 
Stalinists and Maoists as misleaders 
and to expose the labor bureaucracy's 
capitulation to protectionism and econ
omic nationalism. The U.S. labor bur
eaucracy's reactionary and divisive ap
peals to social chauvinism to counter 
runaway shops in search of cheap labor 
in the colonial countries must be met 
by the demand for the organization of 
foreign workers in a genuinely inter
national union that can raise the stan
dard of living of foreign workers to that 
of U.S. workers and fight for jobs for 
all through a shorter work week at no 
loss of pay. American overseas invest
ments, like the auto assembly plants 
in the Philippines, provide the concrete 
setting to link Filipino and American 
workers on the basis of a Class-struggle 
program that inclUdes demands against 
trade competition, for international 
working-class action against imper
ialist war, for the expropriation of 
capitalist property under workers con
trol and toward socialist planning based 
on an international division of labor •• 

Supporters and friends are invited to an: 

Educational-Recreational SL/RCY 

SUMMER CAMP 
from Saturday, 11 August through Sunday, 19 August 

located at a northern Illinois lakeside and featuring swimming, 
boating and other sports. (Easy public transportation from 
Chicago.) 

Discussion topics projected include: 

• The post-war economy. (Real class-struggle prospects as 
opposed to revisionist "neo-capitalism," "perma1ent war 
economy," and "final-crisis" mongering.) 

• Tbe historical struggle to build the Fourth International and 
the American Trotskyist movement. (Key issues in Trotsky's 

. time.) 

• Decisive issues for revolutionary Marxists in the labor move
ment. 

And more .••. 

RATES: $6.00 per day for the whole eight days; $7.00 per day for 
lesser periods. The classes are scheduled to benefit those who 
can only attend for either half of the eight days. 

For further information and reservations: Contact your SL or 
RCY Local (see local directory), or write Spartacist: Box 1377, 
G.P.O., New York, N.Y. 10001. 
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I Rey Events· 1 

Berkeley 
Class Series HISTORY OF THE FOURTH INTERNATIONAL 

Boston 
Class Series 

Bulllllo 
Class Series 

Begins in early July, for more information call: 
(415) 653-4668. 

Series will include classes on the struggle of the In
ternational Left Opposition against Stalinism, the strug
gIp. against fascism and social patriotism during 
W IV Il, the 1952-53 fight against Pabloite revisionism, 
the development and expulsion of the Revolutionary 
Tendency from the Socialist Workers Party and the 
present international tasks of revolutionaries. 

BUILDING THE REVOLUTIONARY PARTY: 
BOLSHEVISM OR MAOISM? 

Sherman Union, Boston UniverSity, Rm. 314, every 
Thursday at 7:00 p.m. For further information call 
(617) 492-3928. Class topiCS are: 

1. Revolutionary Strategy and Tactics in the Colonial 
World. 
2. Class Nature of the Soviet Union: Bureaucratic 
Degerteration not Capitalist Restoration-China and 
Cuba: Deformed #orkers States 
3. Stalin's "Socialism in One Country" vs. International 
Proletarian Revolution 
4. MaOism in Power 
5. Maoist Regroupment: An Obstacle to Building the 
Revolutionary Party 
6. Rise and Fall of the Black Power Movement 
7. The Revolutionary Party and its Program 

FUNDAMENT ALS OF MARXISM 

SUNY, Norton Hall, Rm. 332. Tuesday, 7:30 p.m. 
For further information call: (716). 881-3004. Topics: 

3. Wage, Labor and Capital 
4. State and Revolution; Can the Bolsheviks Retain State 
Power? 
5. #hat Is To Be Done? 
6. Lessons of October 

Los Angeles 
Class Series BUILDING THE REVOLUTIONARY PARTY 

New York 
Class Series 

Forum 

starts 24 June. Every Sunday, 7" pom. For information 
call (213) 467-6855. 

THE STRUGGLE FOR THE FOURTH INTERNATIONAL 

260 W. Broadway, Rm. 522, Ma:lhattan. Meets every 
other Thursday, 7:30 p.m., throughout summer (first 
class in July meets on the 5th). For more informc.
tion: (212) 925-4295. Class topics: 

4. The Founding of the Fourth International 
5. The Spanish Revolution 
6. The Second World War and the Colonial Revolution 
7. The 1940 Faction Fight in the SWP 
(Part Two) 
1. The Genesis of Pabloism 
2. The Marxist Understanding of Post- #ar Stalinism 
[Series continues in the fall] 

LESSONS OF THE 1973 FRENCH STUDENT STRIKES 

Speaker: Libby Schaefer, RCY National Secretary, 
Spartacist League Central Committee. Saturday, 7 
July, 7:30 p.m. St. Gregory's Church, 144 W.90thSt., 
(Subway: B'way-7th Avenue IRT to 96th Street). For 
more information: (212) 925-2426. Contribution $.50. 
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Maoists Betray Filipino Struggles 
In response to a "mysterious" wave 

of urban bombings and "assassination 
attempts," Ferdinand Marcos declared 
martial law throughout the Philippines 
on 21 September 1972. Following the 
tradition of Suharto in Indonesia and 
Bhutto in Pakistan, Marcos has moved 
quickly to consolidate dictatorial power 
by militarizing the state apparatus, 
jailing political opponents, labor lead
ers and newspaper editors and suspend
ing normal democratic restraints. 

Up to 50,000 peasants have been 
relocated in central Luzon in an at
tempt to undercut the peasant revolt 
that has flared up in the countryside. 
Further south, in Mindanao and the Sulu 
Islands, Marcos has rearmed Christian 
bandit gangs against local guerrillas, 
the Moslem Revolutionary Forces, thus 
enflaming sectarian hatred and in
creasing the possibility of full-scale 
religiOUS war. 

New waves of labor militancy-in re
sponse to inflation as high as 25 percent 
annually, 33 percent unemployment, and 
government corruption (the peso was 
devalued drastically after Marcos raid
ed the state treasury to bribe voters in 
the 1969 preSidential elections)-have 
activated the largest and lowest-paid 
skilled proletariat in Southeast Asia. 

The absence of a Leninist vanguard 
to oust the reformist and bureau
cratic trade-union leadership and to 
bring the historic tasks of the prole
tariat in to the mass organizations 
through the revolutionary program, 
combined with the inability ofthe bour
geOisie to maintain order and rule 
through parliamentary channels, cre
ated the social vacuum which allowed 
a petty tyrant like Marcos to establish 
a Bonapartist regime. Faced with a 
mounting social criSis, the majority 
of the propertied classes have at least 
temporarily accepted Marcos' "strong 
man" rule as an expedient to stabilize 
the floundering capitalist order. 

Permanent Revolution 
and the Philippines 

Historically, the Filipino bourgeoi
sie has relied on American finance 
capital and has aligned itself with the 
m 0 s t reactionary domestic forces. 
Striking confirmation of Trotsky's the
ory of the permanent revolution emerg
es from the contours of Filipino his
tory. It has become increasingly ob
vious that the nascent bourgeoisie in 
the colonial countries cannot play the 
progressive role associated with the 
rise of capitalism in Western Europe 
and the tasks fulfilled in those demo
cratic revolutions-agrarian revolu
tion, the establishment of bourgeois 
democracy, the dev!=llopment of industry 
and the forging of national unity and 
independence. The perpetual underde
velopment of the colonial world, en
forced by predatory imperialist pow
ers, and the resulting economic and 
social weakness of the native bour
geoisie make this class the weakest 
link in the imperialist chain and make 
the proletariat the only class that can 
unite and lead the subjugated nation 
toward independence and economic de
velopment. 

The Philippine revolt against Span
ish colonial rule in 1896 came quickly 
under the control of the United States' 
plans to colonize the islands under a 
more "progressive" facade. The Phil
ippine declaration of independence, re
presenting the aspirations of the native 
bourgeOisie, placed the Philippines un
der the "protection of the Mighty and 
Humane North American nation." 

The inter-imperialist war between 
Spain and the United States over
whelmed the anti-colonial struggle and 
resulted in the ceding of the Philip
pines to the U.S. for $20 million and 
a guarantee of the property and bus
iness rights of Spanish Citizens on 
the archipelago. The guerrilla war be
gun against the Spanish and continued 
against the Americans was viciously 

crushed by 1902 as the Filipino bour
geOisie, unwilling as ever to rely on 
the revolutionary masses who would 
challenge their basis of privilege, ac
commodated itself to "autonomy" under 
American hegemony. 

Mter unrestricted trade began in 
1913, unlimited duty-free sugar, coco
nuts, tobacco and hemp were allowed to 
enter the U.S., guaranteeing an outlet 
for the Filipino rural monopolies, while 
American finished goods swamped the 
Filipino market, stifling native manu
facturing and undercutting English and 
Japanese goods forced to pay tariffs. 

Under the pressure of the world
wide depression in the 1930's, Amer
ican sugar and dairy interests lobbied 
for Filipino independence which would 
place the islands outside of the U.S. 
tariff wall. The American Federation 
of Labor also adapted its usual poli
cies to the situation. The labor bureau
crats have repeatedly responded to 
the influx of super-oppressed (and 
initially super-exploited) foreign labor 
with racist and nationalist demago
guery. Such policies have made it 
easier for the various capitalists to 
exploit the antagonisms between na
tions and races to disorganize the 
workers movements. Thus the AFL 
lobbied both for Filipino independence 
and for limits to be placed on the emi
gration of Filipino labor. 

Mter eleven years of commonwealth 
status, the Philippines became formally 
independent of the U.S. in 1946. The 
Bell Trade Act of the same year, 
however, set American-Filipino rela
tions in the post-war period in a pat
tern that continued economic subser
vience. Nationhood of a colonial coun
try, when generated by the sectional 
interests of the metropolitan bourgeoi
sie and their agents in the working
class movement, in fact undercuts 
the possibilities of genuine national 
independence. 

Payment of war damages, through 
the Tydings Rehabilitation Act that 
promised $620 million to a country dev
astated by WW II, was made contingent 
on amending the Filipino constitution to 
provide for the m 0 s t far-reaChing 
clause of the Bell Trade Act-economic 
parity for Americans in the Philippines. 
Under parity, Americans have the right 
to own controlling interest in and ex
ploit the natural resources of the Phil
ippines and operate public utilities. 
Although parity does not give American 
interests substantially better terms of 
investment than they enjoy in many 
other areas-Latin America, for exam
ple-it does provide an important com
petitive advantage over Japanese, Brit
ish and other foreign powers which are 
limited to 40 percent ownership. 

Marcos Bids for U.S. Support 

Parity, along with the U.S. military 
bases in the Philippines-important 
American outposts and staging areas
is the hottest issue in the riSing flames 
of Filipino nationalism. The Supreme 
Court ruled in 1972 that Americans 
would lose property covered by parity 
and the right to be directors and mana
gers of corporations ~hen parity ex
pires in 1974. Marcos has sought to back 
up his dictatorShip with American aid 
in return for voiding these decisions 
and guaranteeing U.S. military bases. 

The bourgeoisie in the Philippines 
is tied to the landlords and compradors 
(in many cases the same person) and 
will make nationalist nOises, but must 
court the U.S. and Japan to bank-roll 
their monopolies and support their lux
urious tastes and standard of living. 
Their nationalism resides in their 
pocketbooks and cannot risk threats 
to market quotas for agricultural pro
ducts and foreign investment through 
multi-national corporations. A key task 
for revolutionary socialists in the 
Philippines is to head off this bankrupt 
nationalism and channel the legitimate 

aspirations of Filipino workers and 
peasants for national independence into 
a class-struggle perspecti vee 

Filipino Stalinists Abandon 
Class-Struggle Program 

The Filipino Communist Parties, 
whether Moscow or Peking line, have 
abandoned the fight for the political 
and organizational independence of the 
working class. The Hukbalahaps (Anti
Japanese People's Army) set up by the 
Moscow-oriented CP during World War 
II, welcomed the return of American 
troops to the Philippines and cam
paigned for a "democratic peace" in 
line with Stalin's aims of conCiliating 
the Allied powers. Just as Ho Chi Minh 
subordinated the anti-colonial struggle 
to the needs of the Moscow bureaucracy 
by aiding the re-establishment of 
French rule in Vietnam, the Filipino 
CP organized the Democratic Alliance 
as -an adjunct to the N acionalista Party, 
paving the way to the stabilization of 
bourgeois rule and American hegem
ony. Zigzags reflecting the Cold War 
led the Huks in 1950 to pursue an 

adventurist "quick military victory" 
line. Following a series of defeats. 
the CP dissolved the guerrilla army 
and re-entered the parliamentary arena 
as a pressure group on the liberal 
bourgeoisie. 

Despite its vicious criticisms which 
led it to break from the "social impe
rialist" Soviet Union and "black bour
geois" CP gang in 1968, the Peking
oriented Communist Party offers no 
real revolutionary strategy for the 
Filipino masses. The heralded Maoist 
"people's war" departs in organization
al form but not in political content 
from the conSistently class-collabora
tionist practices of the Moscow-line CPo 

The Maoists' analysis of the "three 
enemies" of the Filipino people
imperialism, bureaucratic capitalism 
and semi-feudalism-and its program 
for a "new democratic republic" based 
on a coalition "harmonizing" the inter
ests of the working class, peasantry, 
petty bourgeoisie, national bourgeoisie 
and all other "patriots" can only keep 
the working class bound in the arms 
of its class enemy, the bourgeoisie. 

continued on page 7 
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Filipino eX-Foreign Secretary Manglapus calls upon army to oust Marcos thus 
"liberating" Philippines. Does Maoist "bloc of four classes" include such people? 

NEW YORK, 17 June-Members of the anti-Marcos wing of the Filipino bour
geoisie spoke here yesterday. Former Foreign Secretary and Senator Raul 
Manglapus and former Consul General in Los Angeles Roberto Mallo addressed 
an audience of approximately 100 on their recent defections to the United States 
and their program for Filipino "liberation." 

The impotency of the bourgeoisie in the colonial countries is strikingly seen in 
the program and strategy of Manglapus and Mallo. Manglapus, in a speech on 
19 May, stated that the recent Constitution of 1971 is invalid. According to the 
older 1935 Constitution which he believes to be in effect, Marcos ceases to be 
the legal commander of the armed forces in December of this year. It is to the 
armed forces that Manglapus addresses his appeal, stating that "we believe the 
army is still willing to work things out in the framework of constitutional democ
racy in the Philippines," and describing those who compose the bourgeoisie's 
repressive apparatus as "the men upon whom we rely for the restoration of 
democracy. " 

A leaflet distributed to the audience quoted Manglapus's program in which he 
calls upon the army to implement the following demands: 

1. Restore civil liberties and release political prisoners immediately. 
2. Place the country under the provisional rule of a civilian council composed 

of respected senior citizens who will pledge never to run for office in 
the future. 

3. Reconvene the Constitutional Convention and give it two weeks to eliminate 
the obnoxious transitory provisions. 

4. Submit the Constitution in separable questions to the people in a secret 
ballot plebiscite as provided in the 1935 Constitution. 

5. Set a definite date for elections under whatever constitution may be in 
force after the plebiscite. 

This program completely neglects the political and economic Situation in the 
Philippines today. While calling for an end to Marcos it says nothing about the 
conditions which allowed Marcos to take power. In the period of deepening inter
imperialist competition, the program calls for a return to the past when differ
ences and difficulties were to be discussed in a "democratic" manner and 
implemented in the same way. Such "democracy" is something that the colonial 
bourgeoisie which does not hold power can easily discuss. But those that control 
the repressive state apparatuses throughout the colonial world have consistently 
been unable to implement such "democratic" procedures and have increaSingly 
relied on naked force. 

Revolutionaries are of course interested in the restoration of civil liberties 
in the Philippines. But our program does not stop there. Any "revolution" led 
by the Filipino bourgeoisie to replace Marcos will in no way qualitatively im
prove the lot of the workers and poor peasants. However democratically
minded Manglapus and Mallo claim to be, the world situation and their class 
position would rapidly drive them to attacks on the tOiling masses in a manner 
similar to Marcos. The tOiling masses must place no faith in such people. Liber
ation will occur in the Philippines, not through the activities of the anti-Marcos 
wing of the bourgeoisie, but by workers' and peasants' struggles led by the revo
lutionary working-class party. The Filipino section of the international Lenin
ist vanguard party will seek not simply an end to Marcos but an end to capital. 
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