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To Whom 1t May Concern:
Dear Comrades,

I find myself disagreeing with several positions/formula-

tions put forth in Workers Vanguard and feel it's about time to

write you on this, due to being prompted by a few recent events,
inecluding the Apartheid forum at Hunter College.

The forum itself was exciting, informative, and another
example of the party's revolutionary continuity and potential.
It was also great to see 80 many new faces--including young,
black, Hispanic and female faces--that I haven’t seen before, in
attendance. The introductory message, however, concerning an
§.Y.L. defense project at 8.F. State College, with all its
campaign rhetoric of "Red Avengers," "Baby H.U.A.C.," and "Anti-
communist doberman in heat," etc., had me wondering for a few
moments if I was at a political forum or a Steven Spielberg film.

Another event was a WV article about violence toward a
German comrade by an ex-member. Bloodlines...serious...and of
particular concern to me since I find myself in agreement with
some of the political ecriticisms I've heard and/or read coming
from various ex-members recently, and would like to see more
debate with these people.

While I don't feel that any one of my differences would
warrant the adjectives ‘"serious" or "major,"” the +trend and

frequency of them may indicate: 1) an overall drift from a




correct and honest Marxist-Trotskyist analysis, and 2) some

unhealthy internal processes for the Leninist vanguard. These
could be serious.

The last event was reception of a letter, mailed to me by

. . WH/ILE

E.T., in which they pointed out a statement I had missed sdwieeh

quickly perusing an article in WV #361 stating that: "Anyone but

a blind man can see that there is more than a dime'’s worth of

t

difference between Mondale and Reagan," etc.

Really! Well, then maybe I should buy some dark glasses and
& seeing-eye dog because I could swear this was the same
Democratic Party that brought us entrance into WWI, WWII, Korea,
Hiroshima, Vietnam, Cambodia, Bay of Pigs, Cuban Missile Crisis,
Dixiecrat racism, and the "Human Rights" Crusade, I could swear
I saw one Walter Mondale (in their second debate) trying to out-
hawk Reagan about "not trusting the Russians in limitation
talks," about actions in Lebanon, about quarantining Nicaragua.
Is it not true that Ferraro stated in an interview that she also
would not rule out the "possibility" of a U.S8.A. nuclear first
strike. Isn’t this the same Taft-Hartley-Mondale who wants to
increase taxes on working people to pay for ruling class "defi-~
cits"?

Oh, I realize the general tone of Mondale’s Madison Avenue
hucksters was more liberal sounding than Reagan’s Madison Avenue
hucksters; but Wilson, Roosevelt, Kennedy, etc. were also more
liberal sounding than their opponents. Look what they actually

did, however,
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True, you didn’t blatantly endorse Mondale (Thank goodness!)
and still call for breaking with the Democrats, etc., but to
state that the "not a dime’s worth of difference" slogan no
longer holds true can only be taken as flirtation (mild word)
with underhanded support. This would be a step away from the
Trotskyist-S.L. traditional call for labor to boycott both
parties and build their own, based on the trade unions.

And how did you come up with that 13%-12% prediction (again
favorable to Mondale!) Cne wonders Jjust what new computer yocu
have that can estimate so precisely into the future.

Another thing I didn’t like recently was the call for
"Marines out of Lebanon--ALIVE." Actually, what bothered my more
than the slogan itself were some of the defenses and rationale
for this. Some comrades said that you were trying to appeal to
Marines going over there and also to intersect existing American
anti-intervention consciousness. Sure, but 8o did the S.W.P.
with their "Bring our boys home" line during Vietnam.

Another defense was that the Marines weren’t actually
shooting people in Lebanon but merely "present.” That’s like
saying it's OK for Nazis to build gas chambers in Jewish neigh-
borhoods as long as they’re not actually using them. Anyway,
U.S. ships offshore actually were firing on civilians.

The U.S. Marine intervention was clearly an imperialist act.

MILITARILY
We midibEntly support the struggle to throw imperialist forces
out. This means that people get hurt and killed--you know

this!!! Of course, we want to win U.S. military personnel over
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to the class struggle against their real enemy, but that doesn’t
mean you don't want imperialist forces to get hurt and lose where
they are intervening. Another defense you gave was that no
groups in Lebanon were really fighting U.S. imperialism,. Well,
whoever blew up those French and U.S> troops was fighting
imperialism and doing so quite effectively. The Marines were
evacuated shortly thereafter. What was achieved in Vietnam was
achieved primarily on the battlefield. The same logic applies to
what happened in Lebanon, and I believe those guys who blew them
up were heroic martyrs to all anti-imperialist struggle. This is
something I haven’t heard anybody, including E.T., say but I
believe and hope that history will ultimately remember them that
way. If the U.8> can slide into Lebanon boldly and freely, they
can look even more closely to Syria and the U.S.8.R. It was a
rather childish response by WV to be saying that Bob Mﬁndel
shouldn’t be talking like this (about Lebanon) since he wasn't
attacking barracks himself. I don’t see Foster and Robertson
running around E1 Salvadoran jungles in fatigues but that doesn’'t
mean they are pretentious to call for military victory to leftist
insurgents.

Nevertheless, I don’'t like the E.T. slogan "Live like pigs--
die like pigs!" (although it’s a less serious mistake than the
"ALIVE" slogan). The "pigs" slogan is unnecessarily offensive to
those who you wish to recruit to your side of the battle lines
and come from poor and working-class backgrounds themselves.

Fven a relatively gung-ho killer outfit 1like the Marines has a
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lot of teenage "right off the farm" types, and may (as it already
has) contain cadre eventually recruitable by a Bolshevik organi-
zation. "MARINES OUT NOW! MILITARY VICTORY TO ANTI-IMPERIALIST
STRUGGLE!" is slogan enough. (Of course, one would also agitate

to build an anti-capitalist, Trotskyist leadership in propa-

ganda.)

"

However, when I argued against the "pigs" slogan with some
E.T.-ers, they stated they wanted to draw a hard, polemical class
line as the S8.L. did in May ’'76 when WV used this same slogan as
a headline in reference to indiscriminate attacks on white
colonial populations in Zaire. I re-read that Zaire article and
couldn’t conclude if many of the killed Europeans were children.
1f so, I would alsoc say that the slogan is bloodthirsty in that
gsituation as well. "Colonialists Out--Military Victory to
African Nationalists" would be enough. If, however, the whites
killed were quite largely adult European parasites and/or
mercenaries, then "pigs" is fine.

Moving on, I would like to say that I don’t believe that
military support to the Red Army in Poland against Solidarnosc
counter-revolution requires taking responsibility for Stalinist
atrocities. Stalinists are responsible for Stalinist atrocities,
and those who wittingly and uncritically carry them out share in
the responsibility.

It is conceivable that one might be in a military situation
under Stalinist leadership, and arrive at a point where he (or

ghe) would have to carry out some atrocious orders in the course
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EE of fighting for some overall supportable goal. But then you
would report these Stalinist betrayals to Trotskyist comrades at

first opportunity, who would speak out/struggle against the

betrayals in a logical Bolshevik manner, depending on the nature
F{ of forces in that period, and the nature of the atrocity.

I support the development of the automobile and wish to see
I its continued production. That does not make me, Bill Savery,

personally responsible for all traffic violations which occcur

tomorrow. (Good 1lord, I have enough Irish Catholic guilt
already.) I support the Russian Revolution and its defense
against capitalism despite a bureaucratic degeneration. That

does not make me responsible for the murder of Trotsky (a

Stalinist atrocity). This is not '"softening" on the Russian

Question--it is common sense!
Which brings me to the "Yuri Andropov Brigade." I was (and

am) tremendously impressed with your work then and the success of

this wventure. Quite frankly, the fact that you (we?) were
F' calling ourselves the Y.A. Brigade totally escaped me on that
day. It wasn’t until a few weeks later that I first heard of

this title and its ensuing controversy from comrades down at the
local. The name choice was described to me as "bait for

i

Stalinophobic outburst,” "Jim’s sense of humor,” "tongue-in-
cheek," "semi-serious," etc. And at the time I thought, "OK--no
big deal,” and did in fact enjoy it as another example of .

Roﬁertson-style spunk and wit. You should have left it at that.

g, -
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It wasn’t until I tread the -exchange between Reuben (3
January 1984 letter) and E.T. in WV that I began to wince.
Reuben's arguments are full of more holes than mosquito netting
(at least on this occasion) and totally nontypical of the logic,
power, and truth which I’ve generally come to associate with
8.L./WV polemics, as the continuity of Trotsky’s and Cannon’s (in
his better period) clarity and honesty. The article reeks of
cheap, polemical charlatanism. (If this were the only item of
its kind, I wouldn’t be writing you like this, but it appears to
be part of a sloppy political pattern that won’t go away and I'm
afraid will get worse if not confronted...and I wonder what it's
all leading too.... Don't you)?

Reuben’s second paragraph, for example, makes the irrational

deduction that the title of E.T.'s letter "You Can’t Defend the

Soviets with Yuri Andropov" means that E.T. thinks there is no

difference between imperialism and capitalism and quite possibly
condemns Russian intervention in Afghanistan, among other
inappropriate conclusions. Samuels' article reminds me of the
old slapstick routine where Abbott is accusing Costello of trying
to starve farmers’ children because Costello doesn’t want to put
mustard on his hot dog.... funny in an old movie but not in your
paper as a serious argument.

The essay finally concludes with a quote from Trotsky about
Soviet defensism which in no way shows how Trotsky would have
vaguely considered naming a Trotskyist-led formation after the

world’s leading Stalinist bureaucrat, particularly one who was




instrumental in crushing the political revolution in Hungary,
1966.

And then there’s your offer to the Democratic Party to
defend their rights at the convention. I realize there’s a
rightward shift in this county and respect and donate to your
various campaigns involving FBI, MOONIE, and other such provoca-
tions. However, when you claim that things are so serious that
cops and fascists might try to stop the Democratic convention

;s {(not just protest groups outside) it sounds like Wohlforthite

"orisis"-mongering of the early 70's. I might understand trying

to build left, labor and minority defense guards to protect

protesters ogutside the convention, but an offer +to turn your
.F forces over to the Democratic Party sounds a little cockeyed at
this stage of the game.

However, E.T. shouldn’'t have put such a huge emphasis on

# this point in their critical support leaflet for the
Bradley/Coleman campaign (unless I'm wrong in assuming that the
leaflet was distributed publicly). To emphasize criticisms as
vehemently in a public leaflet could only undercut most of the
new support of the candidacies and revolutionary interest that

z the leaflet might inspire.

Fraternally,

FE Bill Savery




+* PART 2

You know you really could be mankind’s "last best hope." So
jit’s disturbing to see people coming out of the party carrying
nuch of the theoretical continuity and polemical power that’s
supposed to be inside the party.

In talking to ex-members, and examining their literature,
one hears a lot of heavy shit about internal life in the S8.L. I
would like to think it is just that (shit), but the more sloppy
looking your politics get, and the more charlatan-like your
responses sound, the more one suspects there's some truth here.

[I'm now remembering your "Tegt of Truth” (WV #349) in which you

attribute one group'’s incorrect statements (Grupo 4, Germany) to
another group (E.T.), (Some "test of truth," comrades--guess who
flunked!)1]1.

Comrades--please hear this out--I'm no shining intellectual

or political genius and if I can come to these conclusions sSo _can

a lot of other people--in the movement, around the movement, and

vet to arrive to the movement. And it’s not merely because

"outside agitators” are putting ideas in people’s heads--one’s
own observations of things l1ike Democratic Party security offers,
Stalinist flags, and appearances by Ho Chi Minh (no longer
described as "the butcher of Vietnamese Trotskyists") speak for
themselves. Things ain’t quite what they used to be.

The bottom 1line question, a skeptical supporé;such as my
gelf asks, is "can these guys still make a revolution?” The

answer is yes--based on the fact that you still have the basic-




ally ‘corréct line on all the big questions, with a program to
mobilize labor and oppressed minorities to challenge capitalist
property relations internationally, and defend the gains already
achieved, to build militant leadership in the unions and ont he
left, not merely tail-end phony liberals, labor fakers, and
Stalinist liars. But where are you going, and how fast?

It is difficult for an outsider to ascertain what is

happening internally, and I sometimes wonder if it is really any

E. of my business. Charges, defenses, and counter-charges fly

between insiders and outsiders. Ex-members are called "quit-

ters," "sore 1losers," "wreckers," etc. I believe there is some

truth in these descriptions. How much, I'm not sure.

Charges, from 1}E.T., 2} the German Grupo 4, 3) unaffiliated

ex-members draw an overlapping picture of the party as being an

F ‘ organization whose leadership is guilty of:
1. Healyite "franchise"-building throughout the
International.

e Bureaucratically directed 1liquidation of much valuable

trade-union work.
3. Flying from struck terminals during the Patco strike

while picket lines were in effect and ridiculing/persecuting

those who opposed this policy.
4. Ruling through intimidation (and "purges") thus creating

an organization which a) makes an ugly mockery of Leninist

democratic centralism, b) cannot product Bolshevik cadre capable




of the boldness and inspiration necessary to lead the working
class toward state power.

I find myself wondering: 1) how accurate is thig portrait,
2) what role did those now outside the party play in making this
alleged situation while they were in the party. Those of you who
are or were in the party know the answers to these question

better than me.

I only know I wish to see (and help) the iSt lead mankind
out of the capitalist-Stalinist swamp it is now sinking in and
believe it has the potential to do 80, more than anyone else on
the horizon; but if the accusations Just listed are even half
true, then the leadership has entered the same road traversed by
Josephs Stalin and Curran, or more accurately lesser lights such
as Barnes, Healy, and Wohlforth. Thisg is the path of scoundrelsg
who subordinated the causes of revolution and truth to their own
individual ego/power/security trips.

I have never joined a party and have a certain respect for
those who have, regardless of their ultimate course; I'm sure
it’s an experience whose pressures an outsider can never fully
comprehend, particularly over an extended period. Nevertheless,
a8 a longtime supporter and former member of an S.L.-supported
seaman’s caucus in the National Maritime Union, 1 take your
contributions to history seriously, and feel that I, also, have
some investment in your work...which ig why I don’t want to see

you go and fuck it all up...for me.., for yourselves.,.for life on

earth.
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There is one contribution I made several Years ago that
seems to stand out above others in comrades’ minds. But 1
believe the movement would (will) make it without a shiny, new
building. It will not survive without the revolutionary continu-
ity, courage, and integrity which has made the great gains and
kept it alive through the past.

Which leads me to my final request--don’t be so fast to
hustle your opponents out the door at the end of a forum. It is
a tactic which can only work for you the same way it works for
Macists, labor fakers, Wohlforthites and all those other ugly
creatures--the morons, creeps and cowardly thugs who have done it

to us...and who wants to turn into that shit?

So please prove my skepticism wrong and don’t betray! 1If

you have betrayed--confront it, deal with it, and stop betraying!

It’s not too late..,for any of us.

Fairy tales can come true, they ecan happen to you, if
you’re young at heart.

For a workers' world
To a beautiful, classless society. -

Sincerely and fraternally,
Bill Savery

P.S. This damn letter ended up getting more involved and lengthy
than the author intended, and he thanks all those who took the

time to plow through it.
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To S.L. I would love to see the fifst # pages printed and
A et

.. replied to in either WV or YS and believe it is a document worthy
of that attention. (Forgive the modesty.) Part 2 should at
least get a hearing (with or without this P.S.) in your Internal
Bulletin,

Thus far, I have kept my differences rather low key,
particularly with newcomers and contacts, and I wish to continue
as a&an active supporter as I have in the pagt. This could
conceivably change, either because you feel threatened by my
presence and forbid it, or because future developments lead to
splits, regroupments, further degeneration (yours? mine? oppo-
nents?) and who knows who ends up where doing what. Again,

here’'s wishing all of us the best ("within the context of what is

realizable” for communist continuity),

Bill

To E.T. Just a reminder, you have given me your word, prior to

mailing, that this is not for your publication, copying, or

public display. Thank you.

Bill
2 copies - personal files 1 copy - International
1 copy - S.L. Central Committee Executive Committee
1 copy - S.L. Political Bureau 1 copy - E.T., Toronto
1l copy - S.L. National Chairman Chairperson
1 copy - Workers Vanguard 1 copy - E.T., S8an Francisco
Editorial Board Chairperson
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