





Decayed 18.

This program was documented and submitted in written and oral form
to an SWP fraction of persons (mainly) involved in various areas of public
employee and ghetto work without a single objection raised. Carol, Steve
and I updertook a significant part of the political organization work, key
SWP-YSA' youth were assigned to collaborate closely with Judy Mage, etc., etc.
Then, the cretin-faction in the NY Local secured support from its allies
higher in the organization and the entire progcram was bureaucratically sup-
pressed barely an hour before the first meeting of the support group! The
pretexts for this were a set of explicitly centrist statements of '"princi-
ples' about trsde-union work: fractions should be limited to persons imme-
diately employed in that shop or union, etc., etc.

The second incident, the SWP executive refused to submit to the
Winter National Committee meeting a document properly submitted to that
proceeding. The excuse submitted was that the National Committee could
not consider a change in '"line.'" 1In any case, the National Committee duly
passed an 180-degree change in line in another matter.

Thirdly, in an almost illiterate document, clanking with Lassallean
"iron," the National committee passed a resolution which did two things: gave
ex post facto "legality" to the previous several illegal expulsions, and pro-
vided the list of crimes for which (actually) any member of the SWP could
have been instantly expelled by a majority vote of the three-man "Secretariat"
"Death sentences" could be summarily imposed for such offenses as discussing
politics with another party member in one's home. The themes were 'Order,
Family, Law, Obedience,..." Sensible of the notoriety such resclution de-
served, the SWP leadership offered the victims the consolation: After all,
the SWP is a voluntary organization, so if you don't like our rules, you can
always quit -- a bit of moralizing obviously borrowed from the Pinkerton
archives: If you don't like the management policy, quit.

At this juncture, only a fool would consider "fighting to remain in
the SWP." Unfortunately, there were mostly fools among the victims marked
for the block. When I promptly published an advertisement of the ''secret"
purge resolution in the Bulletin, virtually every oppositionist charged me
with making unconscionable slanders against the SWP leadership -- a charge
they continued to make against me up to almost the day they were expelled.
(Ironically, I was the last of the oppositionists, together with Carol, to
be ushered out!)

From that point, I began collaborating closely with the Bulletin
making my collaboration known to every oppositionist within hte SWP. This
collaboration continued up to April, 1966. I was set on building a new cadre
organization and the Bulletin, for all its defects, was the only grouping in
sight worth my effort to make something of it. From February to about Octo-
ber, the membership of the Bulletin grouping grew to about thirty members,
and later rose to about forty. Carol's and my own participation and the pol-
itical direction we introduced were the decisive factors in giving the tiny
nucleus life.
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he could not control the group as he had within the SWP.

Healy never intended to fight to get me out of the group. That is
not the way most Communist and Trotskyist groups work! The Comintern method
-- also Healy's method -- is to isolate and publicly degrade dangerous indi-
viduals, and once they are isolated and broken, assimilate them into one's
machine as useful party hacks. (Anyone vho takes seriously the Sunday-Sup-
plement trash about Soviet 'brainwashing' simply knows nothing about the real
internal practices of organizations which have traditions traceable to the
Comintern. Any experienced leader in the socialist movement knows exactly how
"brainwashing" is accomplished.) Needless to say, Healy was dealing with a
person who knew all about that game; it didn't work out as he planned.

He took two steps which were a tip-off of his intentions prior to the
October, 1965 meeting in Montreal. First, he demanded that I not resign from
the SWP after the Sept., 1965 Convention -- as had been previously agreed and
understood. The obvious implication to anyone who knows the movement: As long
as I was stuck with maintaining nominal SWP membership, I could not function
openly in the Bulletin, which would prevent me from building a public and
internal following. (It's like assigning a Soviet official to an obscure
foreign embassy or a Siberian sugar-beet factory or something of that sort.)
Then, the Central Commttee of the SLL published a statement denouncing my
political line in the weekly Newsletter.

Needless to say, I arrived in Montreal prepared to make clear to that
gentleman exactly what I would and would not tolerate from him.

th Bother?

It might be asked, considering the way in which the Bulletin hard-
core (the Not-So-Magnificent-Seven) went back to he old dirty tricks the
following April (1966): '"Since they had beer so rotten before and turned
out to be as rotten again, weren't you mistal.n to bother?"

It is too easy, considering the disgusting state of affairs, the cor-
rupt behavior of most individuals and groups within the movement, to arrive
at judgments which view these problems entriely out of context. (After all,
in reviewing the organization crimes of the SWP, etc., we have barely scratched
the depths of depravity commonplace within PLP, the CP, etc.) What makes
these problems within the movement so obviously hideous is the higher standard
of comradeship which socialist organization ought to exemplify. What makes
the expression of such personal weakness so vicious, however, is the pressure
of the pariahdom of capitalist society for the member of socialist organizations.
It is a common mistake by tired socialists, that they foolishly imagine that
personal life outside the bitter organizational strife within the movement is
somehow free of the special sickness of '"little sects.” Not so.


Owner
Highlight


Decayed 22.

Nothing is more vicious than ordinary family life -- which has been
the principal training-ground for the nastiness which individuals bring into
the socialist movement. The worst features.of socialist bureaucracies are only
imitations of what is universal to every capitalist organization. What makes
this corruption so specially vicious in socialist organizations is the juxta-
position of the everyday filth of capitalist social life to the goal of social-
ism. The fact remains: the worst abuses within the socialist movement are re-
flections of diseases imported by individuals insufficiently disinfested in their
migrations from the ranks of capitalist society's believers. Anti-intellectualism
-- the side of Stalin that made him a counterrevolutionary was not his affilia-
tion to the Bolsheviks, but rather the fact that throughout all his life he re-
mained essentially a small-town petit-bourgeois roisterer, an anti-intellectual
boor, a "practical" man. Cliquism: the ordinary pussy secretion of family life
in.capitalist society. Opportunism: the essence of capitalist society's prac-
tice for all classes.

Admittedly, there is a certain kind of old-socialist rottenness of
people within the movement which ultimately does make old socialists less via-
ble than fresh recruits. Once one has taken one's commitment to socialism too
often into the realm of organizational corruption, cliquism, unprincipaled
factionalism, etc., one loses the moral ability to distinguish between socialist
practice and the ordinary business of petty shopkeepers' knavery. Such morally-
senile socialists may still be able to contribute to the movement, provided they
are given the moral equivalent of ''seeing-eye dogs,' kept on a firm moral leash
by a strong socialist leadership.

. I did not break with the group in October, as I absolutely intended
after the first two conference sessions. It was plain that Healy had certain
socialist talents, insights, etc., but within a badly-warped moral sense. It

was also plain that most of my associates at the conference turned into moral
zombies in Healy's presence. I was immediately convinced to cut my losses and
apply my efforts to potential socialists to be found elsewhere outside both the
SWP and Healy's spheres of influence. I did not, partly because of Carol's urg-
ing, partly because of the urgings of three former Twin Cities SWP comrades who
had joined the group recently, largely -- they had stated publicly -- on ac-
count of my analysis of the SWP's degeneration published in the Bulletin. I
consented to their pleas because Healy and I did agree on the question immediately
posed by the Montreal conference. Nor was it one of your ordinary self-consoling
rhetorical agreements; it was an agreement on the details of practice, a per-
spective based on the documents I had just written in the SWP internal discussion.

Presently (1965), the Montreal concordat decided, the only possibility
for building a cadre organization in the U.S.A. capable of intervening in a
coming labor upsurge lies in recruiting cadres from the ranks of today's radical
youth. The attempt to fuse with the Spartacist organization, provided they accept
the conjunctural perspective adopted by the International Committee, will enable
us to intervene
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effectively in the ranks of radical youth.

I was to draft the theses for the fusion process, and reluctantly
conceded to stay in the SWP as a way of aVoiding the otherwise immediate
split with Healy -- mainly because I did not think the SWP leadership was
quite as stupid as it proved to be, and expected to be tossed out immediately,
no matter what decision I made.

Healy's Psychotic Episode

For reasons which have never been adequately explained, at the London
conference of April, 1966, of the International Committee (Healy's interna-
tional philately group) Healy suddenly publicly repudiated every agreement
he had made with me or anyone else during the preceding six months period,
turning his back completely on the political line he had been pushing in the
Fall of 1965 (in several countries, as well as the U.S.A.), and dumping his
own politics in favor of the most idiotic declaration of sectarianism imagin-
able. Not discounting the fact that the SLL and its French co-thinkers are
too well established as organizations in their respective countries not to
be a small factor in socialist politics, the International Committee in April
1966 tossed away all its potential for bringing some new international proto-
party into being...in what amounted to a psychotic episode.

Healy, in an atmosphere of physical terror aimed at dissident delegates
(hooliganism is scarcely unknown within political meetings of SLL bodies! when
words fail, the boys may slug it out, with last man standing winning the vote),
declared the unique purity of Healy's apostolic succession as the leader of a
"Fourth International” which was, by virtue of such canonical authority, the
one and only true international party of the world working class for here and
ever after. Anyone who refused to instantly kiss the hem of Healy's garment
and declare allegiance to this new doctrine was immediately cast forever into
outer darkness as a ''revisionist'" who had reputiated "internationalism." °

After efforts to establish, from New York, that reports on the conference
received by telephone were not simply slanderous, I had confirmation of every
psychotic detail of the proceeding directly from Healy's own signed letters
to me. I immediately discharged my duty of explaining to Healy hid general
likeness to such creatures as F. Ebert and washed my hands of the politica.
suicide-case called the International Committee. To which Healy responded by
likening me to Paul Levi, thus slyly conceding to me that he recognized the
April 1966 conference as his '"March Action."

The Bulletin's On-Going Decay

Immediately following the April, 1966, conference, the remaining
members of the Bulletin organization proceeded to celebrate the reduction
in membership, political competence and moral competence by preparing to
leap from the status of a propaganda society into a full-fledged "Leninist
Party,' the thirty-member Workers-League. In order to purge itself of all
connections to me or to the former selves of its principal members, it pub- ~
licly repudiated most of the political
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programmatic standpoints it had represented in the previous eighteen
months. It particularly repudiated the Montreal concordat, and de-
nounced everyone as a Pabloite,''revisionist," etc., who proposed to
recruit cadres from the student-radical layers. The thirty-member
new ''party' would make the revolution by going directly to the U.S.
working class as the thousands of SLL's and Young Socialist (combined)
were doing in respect to the British working class. It especially
repudiated the class-for-itself method and outlsok, with which it had
been associated from February 1965 through April 1966, by insisting
that local workers' organization at the point of production was the
form in which workers secreted political class consciousness. In sum,
the Workers League celebrated the April, 1966 conference by instantly
-becoming a centrist micro-sect of the most contemptible type -- a band
of Peter Schlimihls.

After the Columbia strike and the French general strike of 1968,
even the Bulletin could no longer maintain the pretense that radical
youth in the U.S. were of no importance. Wohlforth, responding weakly
to the article, '"The New Left, Local Control and Fascism,'" as he had in
moments of crisis to my previous 1964-65 writings, assigned two of his
members to collaborate with the Labor Committees as part of a new turn
which plainly involved a Wohlforth pevspective of fusion f{as he would view
it) with Marcus. Shortly, a bundle from Britain was sent to visit Wohlforth,
Wohlforth was "straightened out'" by this Healyite Papal Legate, and many
Labor Committee members witnesses first hand Healy's practice of turning
his followers into maniacs. It is a slander that every Bulletin member
turns into a gibbering idiot on viewing the Union Jack; it is the sight of
Healy's portrait that actually performs this small miracle.

If the Wohlforth group were of any size, its present work would
represent first-rate political felonies, ranking it with the CP and SWP.
That is to refer to the actual content of the Bulletin's centrist, Schachtx
manite "A Labor Party based on the existing unions." What this means in
practice is aptly illustrated by the scoundrelly attack the Bulletin made
on the SSEU union leadership for including in the union program program-
matic demands representing the common class interests of welfare case
workers and ghetto victims. It attacked the union leadership for con-
tinuing (since the founding days under Mage's Vice-Presidency) class-for-
itself demands in the union program: Otherwise, the Bulletin makes it
indisputable that its practical position on the "Labor Party" is purely
centrist. ;

- == -

This history of the Wohlforth group, which differs from the
history of most socialist groups in the past only as the same infection
inevitably differs from individual victim to victim generally, teaches
certain important lessons.
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The substitution of organizational servility for actual internal
theoretical judgmental processes is itself an expression of capitalist
ideology, which repeatedly leads to centrist and other forms of political -
and moral degeneration of groups within the socialist movement. There is
absolutely no substitute for a cadre-organization based on members who,
in each case, must be developed as rapidly as possible as fully qualified
theoreticians, masters of Marx's method and economic theories in particular.
Any organization which considers a '"Jimmy Higgins'' membership tolerable is
vulnerable to the smae forms of decay we see in the Bulletin.

Opportunism, the viewing of theory merely as a way of deducing
tactical gimmicks for success -- of seeing only the particular, contingent
aspect of theory -- i§ the most common form in which individuals in the
socialist movement disguise an actually —superficial grasp of theory, a-
grasp of theory not. accompanied by any correction of the underlying bour-
geois ideological (empiricist) method. This superficiality itself proves
its nature immediately a sharp turn in the situation, a sudden, unexpected
radicalization, or a down-turn in tactical opportunities of the moment,
disorients the superficial socialist. He loses confidence in theory be-
cause it no longer seems to work in the shallow comeption he has of it.

We must therefore view as a source of grave danger in any social-
ist organization a Kautskyian effort to popularize theory, an effort to
make it seem more immediately understandable from the standpoint of ordin-
ary radical mediocrity, to reduce theory to a bandful of easily learned
recipes, etc.

Wohlforth, ironicalliy, is notorious for his frequent references
to the importance of method -- having learned from Healy, Slaughter, and
Marcus a few superficial facts about this problem. In Wohlforth's case,
this is purely self-consoling rhetoric, since Workers' League members
from Wohlforth on down, almost like such notorious ignoramuses and boors
as PLP leaders, show that they have never seriously studied Marx's method
or assimilated even the rudiments of his economic theories. The Spartacist
organization includes, to my knowledge, one person who is acquainted with
Marx's Capital - from a Keynesian point of view - and who can - spout
a few phrases to that effect when the script of his organization calls for
such performances, but he, like the rest. of his incredibly low-browed ore’
ganization, knows absolutely nothing about actual Marxian theory.



