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For eight yvears I have been active in the American
Left, in one form or ancther. In that time I have
met many people and experienced many different situ-
ations that, cumulatively, have gone to build in me
the conviction that the Left is largely irreleyant
to real human problems.,

What is needed in our society and in our world is an
approach to the human problems of life and relation-
ship that is not hide-bound with tradition, hope-
lessly clad in rhetoric, and formulated from doc-
trines instead of discovered in the truths of every-
day experience. Any attempt to understand and solve
the conflicts that engulf us which proceeds from the
attitude that, if reality does not conform to the
High Dogma of this or that '"revolutionary'" sect,
then reality must be appropriately amputated so as
to fit within the neat confines of Vanguard Church
catechism, is bound to provide us with more prob-
lemz--not sclutions.

TAKING THE LEFT TO TASK is composed of two letters,
"Letter to the Movement' originally appeared in
Liberation magazine, and the "Letter to SRAF"

first appeared in the Bulletin of the Social-

Revolutionary Anarchist Federation. Both arti-
cles subsequently appeared together in Revolu-
tionary Anarchist magazine, from which this pam-

phlet is taken.

This pamphlet is a joint printing project of the
Seattle section of the Social-Revolutionary Anar-
chist Federation and the Revolutionary Anarchist
Print Fund, c/o 4736-University Way N.E., Seattle,

« Wn., 98105.. Other pamphlets available from us:
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life. I saw in myself and my comrades the same ac-
quisitiveness, competiveness, petty jealousy, self-
estrangement and intimidation that I saw everywhere
around me in the form of capitalism.

I1'11 cite just cne more example, although there are
many to choose from. For eight years I've known a
fellow who recently joined the Communist Party in
Tacoma, He had always prided himself on being an in-
dependent and fearless thinker, so I found it ludic-
rous and sad when he felt called upon to telephone
his higher-up in the party for directions. His ques-
tion?: '"Would it be alright to insert the word 'a'
inte an article?" The article in question described
a man as being of a particular Indian tribe, but
without the article 'a' before the tribe. I pointed
gut that this was grammatically correct, but he felt
called upon to check with his boss before making this
insignificant move.

So we see that obediance to authority and ultra-bu-
reaucracy are also the products of organizations
based upon leader/follower dichotomies. - Every organ-
ization I've seen and belonged to perpetuated this
sort of anti-liberatory value-system and structure,
including many I have not mentioned. The present is
the seed of the future; in what we do today is con-
tained the embryo of tommorrow,

The fact of the matter is that when the organizations
we create are structured with hierarchical power ave-
nues, we're building for a future class society. When
we contribute to an atmosphere of academic imperious-
ness, in which we must cultivate a cult of well-read
infallibility that robs us of our vulnerability and
tenderness, we are creating and sustaining a value-
system based on deceit and macho-politics.

There was a saying that used to be popular in early
SDS, before it too became another assembly-line for
little Leninist wind-up toys. It is a saying that, I
think, sums up well what our attitude must be if we
are ever to know the reality of freedom: "Revolution
is about our lives!"

There is only one revolution, and it is total.

* Dan Raphael
- Portland, Oregon

This holds true with anarchist thought, as with any
other. If we content ourselves with learning from
books and citing the lore of this or that proclaimed
authority, then we shall simply be adding to the al-
ready enormous stockpile of wasted effort and use-
less verbalization. The effort of these articles
which follow is to provide the reader with a human--
that is, personal/experiential--backdrop for the an-
alysis they contain. What is needed, I feel, is not
pompous abstracts, but vision and action rooted in
the actual affairs of daily life: the unspectacular
realities of work, school and leisure portrayed in
their unvarnished commonness.

The world is overburdened with arrogant Priests mas-

querading as revolutionaries---meglomaniacs whose

‘real creed everywhere is power, and whose dedication

--despite their rhetoric about 'serving the people"
--is only in becoming the new ruling elite. ' Accord-
ingly, I hope the reader will,as with anything writ-

,ten or spoken, regard what follows as being, at
‘most, one person's attempt to uncover the shape of
ithe truth, I would consider it a failure indeed to

be thought an authority; let that category be reser-
ved for the small-time tyrants who vearn for the
Big-Time.

Dan Raphael

18 July, 1973

Portland, Oregon



“Letter to the

want lo share briefly with you
an account of just a few of many experi-
ences ['ve had while active in the move-
ment. They are only now falling into
place in terms of my own consciousness.
A pattern emerges, and it is a pattern
that [ find widespread among the rival
organizations of the left.

After several vears of belonging to
various organizations with which 1 had
no real contact, 1 was recruited to the
Young Socialist Alliance. 1 had some
reservations about the organization but
was told, “If you find you disagree, you
can always quit later.” There were a
number of things that began-to bother
me: the children of a couple who were
leading members of our branch seemed
unhappy; the little girl was treated
gruffly by her father. I recall writing a
poem about the incident at the time, it
disturbed me so much. The little girl's
tears szemed fo say more to me about
the future than our discussion groups
and Militans sales drives.

The way another comrade liked to
order people around bothered me. [
thought of Stalin. But what could 1 say?
He didn’t do anything, so far as | was
aware, that was formally wrong.

i recall asking another comrade,

: Jon, whether we couldn’t recruit homo-
sexual people to our organization. 1 did
not know at the time of Y.5.A.%s exclu-
sion policy against gay people, and he
didn't volunteer to tell me about it. In-
stead, his response was, “It's too bad

jabout the way they're treated, but we

] just can’t have them in the organization.
The working class just wouldn’t under-

"

Our first election of Executive
Committee members was another inei-
!dent that bothered me. The Socialist
Workers Party/Y.5.A, leaders of our
- branch nominated. each other. 1 nomi-
i nated a newly recruited member. Then
Paul, a member of the outgoing Execu-
t tive Committee who had been renomi-
nated; gave a short speech about elect-
ing the most experienced, tried and true
members. The fellow I nominated, by
now thoroughly intimidated, withdrew
| from running. :
| On another occasion I went up to
lthe Vanguard Bookstore in British Col-
umbia with some other comrades to cel-
ebrate the anniversary of the Cuban
‘Revolution with members of the League
for Socialist Action, the Canadian coun-
terpart of the S.W.P. 1 recall looking at,
their books and discovering porno-
graphy on their stalls, When 1 asked
about it, I was told that it was necessary
“in order to attract (presumably male)
workers into the store.” There was no
talk at all of sexism in the organization
iwhen | belonged, and no one did any-
thing to raise my consciousness on this
issue. Again, this was an incident where
I had a bad feeling, but I couldn’t put it
|i|1m words that could make sense even
lto myself.
i [ eventually joined the Interna.
tional Socialists, serving for a time on
the Executive Committee of our branch.
I attended a meeting of the 1.5. National
:‘Committee in Oakland, California, be-
cause of my interest in the gay question,
There 1 heard people who did not hesi-

i stand.

pik |

feel like dirt, then degradation is the reality we
favor. If we talk about human freedom, but in our
actual behavior we try to encourage people to be de-

lpendent upon us, to look to our intelligence and ac-

‘tivity to solve their problems, then in reality we

.encourage stupidity and weakness.

. In 1966-67, 1 attended a talk given by a woman who is
to this day still high up in the Sparticist League, 2

. Trotskyist organization. Her actions and her speech
were acutely mechanical, lifeless, and dull. After

 her speech she asked for questions. There was a long

. and uncomfortable silence.

-Finally one fellow asked, "How long did it take you

~to prepare that speech?' None of us could believe
that she had spent the last several days preparing

a talk delivered and written as though the last thing
she ever wanted to do was to actually communicate

.with us. Later that night--or the next day, I can't
12call which--there was a party held to celebrate the

_anniversary of the Russian Revolution. A couple of
workers--real, live workers!--also somehow ended up
at the party. Their good-natured but reactionary
sentiments immediately brought the same woman who had
given the horrid speech to her feet, shrieking that
they had been duped.

_Perhaps it was the alcohol that allowed her to loos-
en up a bit. The point is that she belongs to and
was high up in an organization in which she was very
well-read and totally alienated. Given what was pro-
bably one of her few contacts with real working class

. people, all she could do was shout at them. Free-
dom is worthy eof itself, but here was a concrete in-
stance of one person, at least, who not only could
have been happier, but also more politically effec-
tive, if her organization and the people she worked
with served real human needs--not some abstract tri-
gonometry of doctrinal purity in Trotskyist Heaven.
'What working people would want to join or identify

with such organizations? . :
It was as a member of the Executive Committee(!) of

the International Socialists' Seattle branch that I
~finally realized the utter futility of trying to ach-
ieve fundamental change that didn't reach into and
profoundly affect the shape and quality of individual



ipulative view of people characteristic of Leninism.
A party or organization is only capable of building a
liberated worid, a world without repression and op-
pression, if its members undergo transformation them-
selves. The dichotomy between personal and political
life is a false one, save to indicate two aspects of
one vital process.

Some years later, I had occaision to attend a beer
drinking party with some friends at a home near Ft.
Lewis, Wn. What I wasn't aware of was that several
people I didn't know were members of the Revolution-
ary Union (RU), a Maocist organization. When I made
sarcastic remarks about Mao, China and Stalin, I was
quickly told by the RUer's to shut up, in no uncer-
tain terms, Later, all through the course of the
evening, I was repeatedly threatened indirectly with
several varieties of violence, by the RUer's and by

one .of their political contacts who had earlier told
me that ”Charles Mansan Was mlsunderstoud I

"The humorless, thin-ipped soldiers of the ‘vanguard’,.

A g e -'.'- ]
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Other people have not been as fortunate as I, in only
being threatened with violence by the humorless,
thin-lipped soldiers of the 'vanguard' parties. I
read recently of several different incidents where
members of the Young Workers Liberation League (youth
group of the Communist Party) had assaulted and beat-
en members of rival political tendencies.

The point of the foregoing examples is not simply to
highlight the fact that various leftist tendencies
deal with criticism and disagreement with wvarious
gangster methods. The larger significance is that
their behavior today prefigures, in  lesser degree,
what their behavior would be tommorrow, when and if
they were to gain any real power. Leninist organiza-
tions employ relatively mild methods for silencing
dissent when they have little or no power in the so-
ciety at large. Provided with an opportunity to rule,
to be at the center of power, their methods have
proved consistently less restrained in situations
where they were ascendant.

What is of primary importance is not what we say, but
what we do. If we talk about human dignity and every-
where around us in our daily lives we make people

AUTOMATIC

tate for a moment to say that it was bad
for women to be submissive and passive

and men to be dominant, tell me and

others in arguments that the organiza-
tion should not officially take the stand
that “Gay Is Good,” because questions
of sexuality are personal, not a proper
subject of consideration for a political
organization, and the organization had
no business saying what was good and/
or bad sex. I was told that—apparently
unlike all other aspects of human behav-
lor—sex was not the proper interest of a
revolutionary socialist organization.
Today, several years later, 1 can
look back upon all of these experiences
and see a common thread, They are, at
root, the expression of two things: 1) a

- formalistic separation of the personal
. from the political, and 2) the abstrac-

A

tion—and subsequent obstruction—of

| revolutionary struggle,

in point of fact, il revolution is
not personal then it is nonexistent, be-

cause revolution is, finally, for and by
the individual human being, working in
concert with other human beings. It is
not irrelevant or simply slanderous to
say to someone, “1 agree with your
ideas, but you behave like a Stalin,™
Liberation has everything to do
with what we do in our daily lives and
how we do it. The two leaders of ¥.5.A.
whose little girl is wretched are creating

' a future far different from the one they
| give lip-service to.
i Self-awareness and self-knowledge
‘are not unimportant, nor can they be
dismissed by the words of a haughty
i theoreticlan as “psychologism,” “petty
bourgeols self-indulgence,” or “mysti-
cism.”™ The fact is that there are many
people on the left who are drawn into
radical politics by a desire to cover over
or compensate for personal/social prob-
!lems by striving for power, which is mot
the same as working for liberation, for
in seekhil:luwer they walk all over oth-
er people. Those who oppress others
will never themselves be free. It is,
therefore, at least as important for us to
ibe aware of and sensitive to our mo-
tives, feelings, and reactions as it is to be
able to verbalize and understand the
most current exposition of Marxism or
| other revolutionary ideas.
_ If people concemned for funda-
mental social change cannol even speak
to each other in non-oppressive, non-
“intimidating ways, then “revolution”
. will remain simply a struggle to sec who
“has power. And power—as history has
woefully shown us—does not equal lib-
eration,






