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Note on sources

The documents published in these volumes have been collected from
the journals, internal bulletins and correspondence of the Trotskyist
movement over the period since 1951. The series is designed to
provide the basic documentation of the fight withing the Fourth
International during that time. Editing of the text has been kept to a
minimum: footnotes and bracketed explanatory notes have been
added only for essential reference. In all other respects the documents
have been reproduced as they appeared in the sources indicated
below.

Each volume has a foreword introducing the reader to the main
developments covered in it, with a glossary of names and an index
provided as additional guides to the documents.

The sources for the documents in this volume are as follows:

Document 1 was first published in Britain in Weorkers Press, August
29, 1973,

Document 2 is taken from Fourth International, Vol. 7, No.3, Spring
1972, pp. 107-121

Documents 3 to 17 and 19 to 24 (including the first English transla-
tions of Documents 4 and 17) originally appeared in the Internal
Discussion Bulletins of the Socialist Workers Party and the Interna-
tional Bulletins of the International Commiitee.

Document 15 (the “Open Letter’) was also published in pamphlet
form in January 1955, and it is from this that the text is reproduced
here.

Document 18 is from The Militant, December 21, 1953.




Foreword

FounpeD in 1938 in conditions of a succession of catastrophic defeats
for the international working class, the Fourth International could not
escape a long period of extreme difficulties, isolation, and even physi-
cal destruction for a part of the time. The consolidatton of the Stalinist
bureancracy in the Third (Communist) International and the Soviet
Union, battening on the defeats inflicted by fascism, brought into
being a machine of repression and liquidation against the Fourth
International. These very defeats were in large part the consequence
of the political betrayals of this same bureaucracy, which, after 1933,
had become the principal counter-revolutionary force on a world
scale. The essential continuity of Marxism, the only basis for building
the revolutionary leadership for the future, could be assured only by
breaking from the Third International and founding the Fourth
International. This was Trotsky’s greatest historic contribution, con-
sidered by himself as superior in significance to his role in the October
Revolution and the leadership of the Red Army.

Today, the conditions of isolation of the Trotskyist movement and
defeat of the international working class are replaced by a situation
radically transformed. The Trotskyist forces, stecled and educated
through the long years of struggle, now confront the task of actually
placing revolutionary parties at the head of working-class masses who
have not experienced defeat. They must defeat the reformists and
Stalinists in political battle and be able to provide the policy, strategy,
tactics and political resources, human and material, to lead the strug-
gle for working-class power.

It is the political organizations forming the International Commit-
tee of the Fourth International which are consciously undertaking this
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responsibitity. To do this, there is necessary a trained leadership force
which starts in all its political work from the nature of the economic
and political crisis entered into by imperialism. The International
Committee (IC) would not exist today but for a prolonged struggle
for correct revolutionary conceptions of our epoch and of the stage
reached in the historical crisis of capitalist economy. Especially since
the August 1971 measures of President Nixon on behalf of the Ameri-
can ruling class, the stage has been set for the outbreak of revolutio-
nary struggles, and the great need in every country is for a Marxist
Party, based on the tendency of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Trotsky,
which can carry revolutionary policies into the workers” movement
and in this way lay the basis for a clear understanding of the develop-
ment of the crisis.

The Marxist method, of consciously engaging theory in a constant
conflict with practice, has been under continuous fire ever since the
foundation of the Trotskyist movement. Long before the Fourth
Internaticnal was set up, Trotsky fought many batties, inside the
Russian Left Opposition as well as internationally, against the impre-
ssionistic and empirical method which simply sees this or that series of
events as confirmation or refutation of set ideas or ‘theories’. Within
the Fourth International, the first great battle tock place in 1939-1940
against the petty-bourgeois opposition of Burnham and Schachtman.
This struggle revolved around all the basic political questions, from
the class nature of the USSR to the revolutionary party and democra-
tic centralism. Trotsky went to great pains to show that the divisions
on these guestions flowed inexorably from the failure of the petty-
bourgeois opposition ever to break from idealism and pragmatism and
to adopt the revolutionary objective standpoint of dialectical
materialism.

Chacteristically, the forces of revisionism in the Fourth Interna-
tional have always resisted the struggle to expose the philosophical
roots of their political positions and have condemned the introduction
of these fundamental questions as a diversion from the ‘concrete
questions’ of the hour. Just as this was the attitude of Burnham and
Shachtman, so it has been the attitude of the revisionists in the period
since the international split in the Trotskyist movement in 1953. In
that year, the International Committee was formed in order to break
from the method and politics of Michel Pablo, then secretary of the
Fourth Internationai, and his followers. Their political line amounted
to the liquidation of the Trotskyist movement. Its essence was capitu-
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lation, under pressure of the imperialists through the petty
bourgeoisie and bureaucracy, to bourgeois ideology and the aban-
donment of the revolutionary, dialectical materialist standpoint of the
working class. Its immediate form was surrender to the Stalinist
bureaucracy. Its concrete organizational expression was administra-
tive intervention to destroy the political life of the national sections of
the Fourth Internatiomal and prevent the training of a cadre in the
theory and practice of Marxism.

The Socialist Workers Party (SWP) in the United States split from
the Pabloites in 1953 only to carry out the most unprincipled ‘reunifi-
cation’ with them ten vears later. In view of the fact that the SWP
leadership has begun to republish the documents relating to the split
of 1951-53 it is vital and essential that a critical and retrospective
analysis be made of this period. We say this because many people new
to the movement may be tempted to draw the conclusion that the
SWP represented an anti-revisionist and Marxist standpoint in the
discussion and that their present renegacy is some sort of aberration
not connected with the ‘orthodoxy’ of the fifties.

A study of the documents of this period is important too in showing
how the ICFI elaborated its perspective and developed it through the
struggle not only against the empiricist eclectic school of Mandel-
Pablo but also against the pragmatism and mechanical determinism of
the Cannon-Dobbs-Hansen tendency. Without a serious and critical
study of this history no training of a new cadre of Marxists is possible.

From the inception of the struggle there were three tendencies
present. First the leadership of the International Secretariat — Pablo,
Frank, Mandel and Maitan — who rejected the dialectical method of
Trotsky and succumbed to their superficial impressions of the growth
of Stalinism and Social Democracy and the relative stabilization of
European capitalism following the betrayal of the European revolu-
tion, the establishment of Bretton Woods and the huge flow of capital
into Europe from the US under the Marshall plan. This group
-reflected the pessimism and skepticism of the European middle class
which was thrown into confusion by the war and post-war develop-
ments. Instead of analysing the causes of the post-war liquidation of
the revolutionary upsurge and making a sober estimate of the pros-
pects for European ¢conomy these idealists rationalized the betrayals
of bureaucracy by rejecting the revolutionary role of the working class
and substituting for the revolutionary perspective of Trotsky a
panorama of black despair consisting of atomic war and ‘centuries of
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deformed workers states.” The rejection of the conflict of opposites in
society — the basis of every Marxist perspective -— is nowhere more
succinctly illustrated than in the deathless words of Pablo quoted by
Bleibtreu-Favre in Chapter Two: ‘For our movement objective social
reality consists essentially of the capitalist regime and the Stalinist
world.” (p. 54).

In theory and practice Pablo and his group rejected the revolutio-
nary role of the working class and abandened any struggle for the
political independence of the working class from the bureaucratic
agencies of monopoly capital.

A perspective which substituted the Stalinist bureaucracy for the
working class and left no scope for the independent intervention of the
working class was antithetical to the principles, method and traditions
of the Fourth International and was therefore bound to cause a deep
and irreparable split, which it did in 1953 when the discussion around
the draft documents for the Fourth World Congress began. This split
did not merely occur because of differences over interpretations of
resolutions or because of factional intrignes in some sections. The
split itself was a direct reflection of the class struggle and the action of
the working class in a series of countries culminating in the historic
defeat of French Imperialism in Dien Bien Phu and the abortive June
uprising of the East German workers. These struggles of the working
class sharpened the struggle inside the Fourth International intensely
and brought it to the point of split. The Stalinist bureaucracy, far
from being a revolutionary and progressive force, revealed all its
counter-revolutionary potentialities to the full. In this sense Pabloism
was crushingly refuted and Pablo’s reactionary idealist method was
completely exposed: but only in this sense. The objective events while
they determined and conditioned the split could not and did not
automatically resolve the conscious assimilation of the dialectic of the
split — and its far reaching implications so far as party building was
concerned. On the contrary, the coalition of groups opposing Pablo
was not politically and doctrinally homogeneous. They were united
by a common desire to prevent the bureaucratic stranguiation of the
Fourth International by the creation of a Byzantine cult of infallibility
around Pablo and — most importantly — to prevent the liquidation of
the Fourth International into a Stalinist milieun.

Behind this conditional and ransitory unity there remained a dis-
parateness of method which revealed itself not only after the split, but
what is more significant, before it. It is important to remember that
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the split with Pablo did not remove the cause of this opposition of
philosophical method but intensified it. The truth of this statement is
clearly seen today.

Pablo’s principal cpponents were the British section led by Com-
rade Healy, the SWP led by Cannon and the French PCI (OCI) led by
Lambert and Bleibtreu. The other groups such as the Argentinians,
Chileans, Swiss, Chinese and Canadians played a secondary roie.

From the start the British section viewed the struggle as the organic
expression of conflicting class interests within the Fourth Interna-
tional and saw that this struggle could not in any way be separated
from the concrete problems and tasks of constructing national sec-
tions. There was not a trace of idealism in this attitude, which was
totally opposed to treating the opposition administratively, as a cor-
spiracy, or to any propagandistic view of the factional struggle as a
point-scoring debate. By approaching it in this way the British leader-
ship were able to transform the factional struggles and the split with
the Lawrence group into the basis for a more cohesive, politically
stable and broader based organization.

The attitude of the leadership of the British section towards these
questions of the building of leadership in the International is shown
clearly, particularly in the letters of Healy to Cannon of May 27th and
July 21st, 1953 (Chapter Four):

Pablo suffers badly from isolation in Paris. That French movement is a
“killer.” It really is impossible to hold an international centre together when
you have no national section to help it. Real international leaders can arise
no other way except through a basic experience and training in building
and leading a national section. Pablo has not yet got this and as a result has
grown impatient. This has reflected itself most sharply on organizational
questions. On several occasions we have clashed very sharply on how to
allocate the financial budget. He tries to cover ground which is absolutely
impossible from our slender material base.

Building a party, as you know, is a very real thing, and so also is building
an international. There is a limited amount of human beings and resources
at our disposal and you can only utilize these in a certain way. Some things
you can do; others, no matter how important, you cannot. The essence of
leadership is to know what you can and what you cannot. A correct
political line forms the backbone of all of our work, but it is not enough and
sometimes unless one understands its practical application in the circums-
tances surrounding the movement at one’s disposal, then it can be a simple
matter to abandon it and slip into the camp of opportunism and adven-
turism. (pp. 112-3).
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The second letter includes the following passage:

You will, I know, excuse all these details. In the normal course of events,
this would not be necessary, but what we are grappling with here is two
very different methods in building an international. From experience, we
havelearned that the strength of a national section lies in the maturity of its
cadre. Maturity flows from the collective way in which a cadre works.
This, as you know, does not arise from the brilliance of this or that
individual in a particular field. It arises from the historical selection of
devoted people who supplement each other’s talents by learning to work as
a team, Like the development of the class siruggle itself the development
of those who comprise the cadre is an uneven one. You find people who
have many weaknesses in some directions, playing a powerful positive role
inside the cadre. This is, in fact, not only the great strength of the cadre,
but also its weakness. A responsible, mature leader has these things fixed
in his mind at all times.

Another factor which plays a role, is the receptiveness of the cadre
towards changes in the political situation. Some people have quite a flair
for this, and make useful contributions in assisting the cadre forward. Yet,
it is possible to find on occasions, in comrades who make turns easily, a
certain feverishness which can flow from a basic instability rooted in class
questions. An experienced cadre checks from time to time these manifesta-
tions, and enables the comrade or comrades concerned, to go forward
toward a new, more advanced, stage of development. On the other hand, a
cadre will alzays contain such people because they are an essential reflec-
tion of the development of the class itself. (p. 143).

The whole of this second letter is an essential text on the relation
between theory and practice, which s identical with the question of
building leadership, training revolutionary cadres. It represents an
atternpt not to axe Pablo, but to prevent a premature split and draw
out of the struggle the maximum political advantage to help train a
cadre. From this struggle for the essentials of dialectical materialism
came the proposal of the IC sections in Europe, on the inidative of the
British section, to reopen the discussion with the Pabloites after the
split {see Volume Two).

The SWP leaders however (and the documents confirm this)
resisted attempts to deepen the discussion and locked on the faction
struggle in the Fourth International as a regrettable necessity and the
Cochran-Clarke faction as a ‘conspirac instigated by Pablo’ rather
than as a necessary product of the stagnation and crisis within the
SWP. The letter from Sam Gordon {Tom) to James P. Cannon brings
out clearly the idealist motivation of Cannon and his stubborn refusal
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to take a class approach to the struggle: ‘If you conceive of the whole
thing as a plot hatched by evil people for unclear motives, then I must
say you are putting it on rather thick.” Elsewbere in the same letter
Gordon appeals to Cannon: *You can interpret that as duplicity, asa
conspiracy, or what you will, but it is evidently politically motivated
and that must be borne in mind as the key to an understanding of the
struggle.” (S. Gordon to J. P. Cannon June 22, 1953 — p. 126).

And again, referring to the prospect of a renewed outbreak of
factional warfare ‘instigated by Paris’, Gordon advises Cannon: ‘For
the formalism and one-sidedness of their politics is merely reflected in
the super-centralization and lack of realism of their organizational
procedures.’ (Ibid)

Cannon’s idealism in relation to the organizational question how-
ever was but the reverse side of his idealist and subjective brand of
politics which, despite all the attempts of the SWP, are clearly
exposed in these documents. '

In retrospect it is clear that Cannon and the majority of the SWP
leadership were unable to fight Pablo politically because they shared
the same positivist method which though they differed in tactical
questions, such as the attitude to Stalinism, nevertheless constrained
Cannon to accept, without cavil, the entire perspective of Pablo on the
inevitability of a Third World War. In the document on International
Perspectives (p. 46) submitted by the PC of the SWP in June 1951 the
SWP leadership unequivocally accepted the line of Pablo on the war
but backed away when it came 1o accepting the implications of this
line in relation to Stalinism. Pablo’s basic premise was the power and
homogeneity of US imperialism which would enable it to declare war
against the USSR without having to overthrow bourgeois democracy
and smash the working class at home. Pablo’s thesis on war-revolution
was aimed expressly against the revolutionary capacity of the US
working class. After the split at the 14th Plenum of the IEC Pablo
declared that nothing could happen in the US until 7 million Ameri-
cans had died in an atomic war!

Cannon and the SWP leaders who formally based themselves on the
belief that the US proletariat was all powerful paradoxically came
round ,to the same conclusion as Pablo in their contribution to the
Third Congress: “The growing strength of the anti-capitalist forces -
and the undermining of imperialism can just as readily hasten the
outbreak of war as delay it. In either cvent, the final decision rests with
US imperialism.” (p. 46 — emphasis added) Further on the authors
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refer to Pablo’s revisionist perspective, a source of considerable con-
tusion and disorientation with approval: “With the above propositions
we are wholly in agreement.’

This agreement with Pablo was not accidental. In his letter to Sam
Gordon June 4, 1953 Cannon explicitly defends the untenable theses
of the Third World Congress in the following manner:

‘I was surprised and disappointed at your impulsive action in regard to the
Third World Congress documents. We accepted them as they were woritten.
When they try to tell us now that we don’t understand them, we do not
reply by saying that we reject the resolutions. We say, rather, that we reject
any special interpretation of them thart is not clearly stated in the written
language.” (p. 121 — emphasis in original).

Further on, in the same letter, Cannon emphasizes his agreement
with Pablo:

‘Our disposition here is not to withdraw our support for the written
documents, but to watch alertly for the next stage of the evolution of the
discussion on this guestion’.

To do this was to perpetnate the confusion on the line of the Fourth
International decided in 1951. In the equivocal and pragmatist
attitude of Cannon to the Third World Congress is contained not only
the premise for the split of 19533 but the basis for the eventual
reunification of 1963.

Pablo and Mandel could never have been able to impose their
revisionist line on the Fourth International if it had not been for the
unsolicited help from the SWP. Cannon’s equivocations about
‘unclear formulations’ and allegations abeout the burning of SWP
amendments to Third Congress resolutions do not in any way invali-
date this fact. He was content to use the Third Congress Resolutions
to endorse his 1946 American Theses, which represented a capitula-
tion to backward trade union consciousness in the American working
class. Any doubt on this score is irrevocably dispelled by Cannon’s
revealing letter to Dan Rot erts written at the inception of the factional
struggle in the States against the Cochran-Clarke tendency in March
1953: ‘In reality the events analyzed in the Third Congress documents
powerfully reinforce the American Theses, and give them more actu-
ality .. .This is the time not to put the American Theses on the shelf
bLt to take them down and read them, to recognize their unity with the
documents of the Third Congress, and to make the general line as a
whole, the axis of all our party work and education. My Los Angeles
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lectures on ‘America’s Road to Socialism’ .. .have been conceived
precisely in this spirit. I hope the example will be fallowed by others
-— by the whole party.’ (Speeches to the Party — Pathfinder Press,
1973.) Regrettably Cannon’s wish was fulfilled. The SWP subse-
quently degenerated into an unrecognizable caricature of itself. But
that is another story.

In the meantime Cannon’s pragmatic excursions into the field of
theory were producing disastrous results in the practical work of the
SWP and the Fourth International. In the US the Cochran-Clarke
group pointed justifiably — if somewhat cynically — to the 1946
Theses as the source of “false optimism’ and ‘disorientation’ in the
party and compounded the confusion already created by Cannon.
More serious however was Cannon’s two-faced and incredibly
unprincipled intervention in the French party.

In France the faction struggle began immediately after the Third
Congress when Pablo tried to solve the problems created by the
sectarianism of the Lambert-Bleibtreu group by usurping the leader-
ship and applying administrative measures. The crunch came in
December 1951 when the Pabloite International Secretariat, in a
document on Trade Union work, peremptorily demanded that the
PCI (the Trowskyist party in France) Faction in the CGT dissolved
itself and subordinate itself to the Stalinist bureaucrats. This was the
death warrant for Trotskyism in France.

In February 1952 a member of the Lambert tendency — Daniel
Renard — appealed to Cannon for help to prevent the complete
liquidation of Trotskyism in France. The letter, which we republish,
(p. 82 seq.) is self-explanatory. There was only one course open to
Cannon — to denounce the IS and call for the suspension of the
bureaucratic measures against the PCI. Such a policy would not only
have alerted the whole Fourth International against Pablo’s faction; it
would also have helped to curb the syndicalism and sectarianism of
the French majority.

Cannon’s reply however was a pragmatic evasion of the principled
issues of the conflict and an open endorsement of Pable’s organiza-
tional procedure: Cannon agreed with the revisionist line of the Third
Congress and the measures adopted by the 10th Plenum of the IEC,
and dismissed the danger of ‘Pabloism’ as a scare invented by the
State-capitalists. Referring to a pro-Stalinist tendency he wrote: “We
do not see such a tendency in the international leadership of the
Fourth International nor any sign nor symptom of it.” For the Pabloite
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revisionists he had unstinted praise: ‘It is the unanimous opinion of
the leading people of the SWP that the authors of these documents
have rendered a great service to the movement for which they deserve
appreciation and comradely support, not distrust and denegration.’
The reason for Cannon’s warm appreciation of Pablo was clearly
revealed in this letter. Apprehensive of a split Cannon advised the
French majority to elaborate a programme jointly with its hangmen in
the IS, ‘to effectuate the imperatively-dictated entry into the Stalinjst
workers” movement and eventually into a section of the Stalinist party
itself.” (pp 93-5; emphasis added).

The reply to Renard is the most trenchant indictment of the
mythology recently created by the SWP that Cannon’s leadership has
always been the protagonist of principled politics and the best defen-
ders of Marxism. What is abundantly clear is that the SWP leaders
were only 100 eager to get an unprincipled compromise with Pablo
based on a redefinition of Stalinism which would enable the SWP
leaders to maintain a formal opposition to Stalinism in the US while
allowing Pablo a free hand in Europe to liguidate the Trotskyist
movement into a Stalinist milieu. ‘Instead of atiempting to provide a
general redefinition of Stalinism’, said the ‘Contribution’ to the Third
Congress, ‘it would be more advisable to recommend following their
concrete evolution in each given case ...” (p. 49 below).

Thus it was only when Pablo’s politics produced organized fac-
tional work, by the Cochrane-Clarke group, against its elected leader-
ship that the SWP took action against Pabloism. The ‘Open Letter’ of
1953 denounced these methods, indicated thewr political basis, and
correctly called for an immediate break with Pabloism. But what was
above all necessary was to clarify the movement in every country on
the theoretical and political campaign to destroy Marxism which
Pablo had undertaken and on the reasons for the SWP’s failure to
arrest this development much earlier. This would have given the
whole movement greater insight into the nature of imperialism and
Stalinism in the post-war period and the character of the theoretical
struggle necessary to defeat them. Instead, the rejection of Pabloism
was presented by the SWP merely as a stalwart defence of “orthodox
‘Trotskyism’ against revisionism.

When the fundamental revision of Marxism by the Pabloites took
other forms, the SWP leaders found themselves completely taken in.
Because they themselves had not learned the lessons of the 1938-53
period which produced Pablo, they soon capitulated to the same
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idealism and impressionism. They could not swallow Pablo’s sub-
stitution of sections of the Stalinist bureaucracy for the revolutionary
working class in 1953, but they easily digested the later Pabloite
choice of the colonial petty bourgeoisie, the peasantry, and the stu-
dents as such substitutes in the 1960s. These manifestations of the
basic revisionism of Pablo happened to coincide with their own orien-
tation towards the petty-bourgeois radical protest movement in the
US and their resolute turn away from the working class. The SWP
leaders formally accept Trotsky’s perspective for an American Labour
Party as the next great political step for the US working class. But they
see themselves as this party, a reformist and centrist party, whereas
the role of Marxists is to build a Trotskyist party on the independent
foundation of Marxist theory and not simply on the level of working
class consciousness.

Trotskyists throughout the world have the opperiunity and the
responsibility to learn from this split and the subsequent experience,
from the standpoint of today’s great revolutionary tasks. If it was
essential in 1954 to study the great theoretical issues underlying the
split it most certainly is today. But in these twenty years, a remarkable
change has taken place. Not only have the forces of the IC in several
countries undergone considerable development, but the SWP has
reached a point where, for the worst possible reasons politically, it is
forced to bring out into the open questions of our history and princi-
ples which it has itself prevented from being clarified for decades!

In 1963 the SWP ended its 10-year separation from the Pabloites
and. politically supported the spurious ‘reunification’ of that year.!
The immediate grounds were that the SWP and the Pabloites had
agreement on the nature of the Cuban revolution and its leadership.
Cuba, ac-ording to them, was a workers’ state, led by a political
movement {July 26th Movement of Castro) which had been forced by
pressure of evenis to successfully undertake the tasks of Marxist
leadership. Castro was hailed as a ‘natural Marzist’. Ben Bella of
Algeria, we were told, would in all likelihood follow his path. The IC,
and particularly the SLL, were vilified as sectarian opponents of the
real revolution. So important was this agreement, said the Pabloites
and the SWP, that the ‘split’ questions of 1953 were deliberately
excluded from the discussion on reunification. In other words, an
unprincipled unification was achieved, without a single one of the
outstanding questions being clarified. The IC warned at the time that

! The Voorhis Act in the United States forbids actual membership of international
political organizations.
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these were not debating points but great historical factors which were
pressing on our movement. If they were not consciously expressed
and mastered they would wreak their own vengeance on the particip-
ants.

Within months of the ‘unification” Pablo himself was gone from
even the revisionist International.? But a thousand times more serious
was the decision of the LSSP (Ceylon section of the Pabloites) in 1964
to join the bourgeois coalition government of Mrs. Bandaranaike in
Ceylon (Sri Lanka). Here were the first fruits of the unprincipled
‘unification’. For the first time a party claiming to represent the
programme of the Fourth International had capitulated directly to the
imperialists and their agents. An immediate split ook place in the
LSSP at the July 1964 Emergency Conference, with a small minority
declaring itself the LSSP (Revolutionary). The majority accepted the
bourgeois coalition and were expelled from the Pabloite International.
But this left the greatest question of all untouched, passed over in
silence: this great question was, the responsibility of the Pabloite
leadership, including the SWP, for the actual betrayal in Ceylon. In
the course of the ‘unification’ discussions their leaders prevented
criticism of the course being taken by the LSSP, just as they blocked
discussion of the basic questions (actually the same questions) under-
lying the 10-year split. The opportunists of the LSS carried over
their betrayal under the cover of these unprincipled agreements.> The
International Committee warned the LSSP (R) that the same degen-
eration would be repeated unless all these questions were now
clarified in a struggle, and proceeded to lay the political basis for
building an independent Trotskyist section of the IC in Ceylon.

The SWP itself was virtually politically liquidated into the petty-
bourgeois milieu of the ‘Fair Play for Cuba Committees’ and that of
the anti-war movement and the middle-class ‘revolt’ over student
nower, women’s liberation, black nationalism, gay liberation. The

depths were reached in 1964 with the unspeakable action of the SWP
in sending a letter of condolences to the widow of the assassinated
President John Kennedy. These, and not the principled cause of
building a revolutionary party into the working class, are the politics
behind the SWP’s current bitter clash with the “Unified Secretariat’ in
Paris. Hansen’s criticisms of the Secretariat’s support of guerilla

“Pablo has since announced that he no longer claims any connection with the Fourth
_(ntematiﬂnal politically or organizationatly.

? See the documents ‘Ceylon, the Great Betrayal’ and ‘Problems of the Fourth Interna-
tional’
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strategy, the SWP’s denunciation of the Pabloite opportunist charac-
terization of the Vietnamese Communist Party: all this appears very
‘orthodox’ but is in point of fact no different fundamentally from the
‘orthodoxy’ of 1953. Along with the regular publication of the articles
of Trotsky and the repetition of correct phrases and quotations goes
an opportunist practice in the United States which remains separate
from and untouched by this ‘theory’.

The International Committee has fought above ali to take the
theoretical lessons of the split into the practice of building revolutio-
nary parties. In the course of this struggle, the fundamental question
which has come to the fore is that of the conscious defence and
development of dialectical materialism as a theory of knowledge.
Adherence to ‘correct’ programme and to ‘orthodox’ theoretical for-
mulations, without a struggle to train cadres in the conscious method
of winning new knowledge through practice, which comes into con-
flict with existing concepis, becomes a propangandistic and abstract
resistance to the actual struggie for revolutionary parties to lead the
working class to power. When the IC broke from the French Organi-
sation Communiste Internationaliste (OCI) in 1970, it was because of
a division on this very question. Not surprisingly, the ‘orthodox’
Trotskyists of the SWP joined the CCI in attacking the alleged
‘obsession’ of the IC with dialectical materialism as the theory of
knowledge of Marxism.? Here we see the real face of the SWP in
relation to its history. Novack, Hansen and all the SWP leaders turn
their backs resolutely on the theoretical conquests of Trotsky in the
1939-40 struggle — the fight for dialectical materialism against prag-
matism — but then want to appear as the protagonists of historical
truth about the 1953 split 20 years after!

The documents in this volume are indispensable for an understand-
ing of these vital struggles. Today the SWP finds itself locked in a
bitter faction fight with those to whose bosom it returned in 1963.Ina
completely opportunist fashion, the SWP leaders resurrect the 1953
documents in order to ‘prove’ that they were always the defenders of
‘orthodox Trotskyisir’ against the Pabloites. In point of fact, the
documents show something very different. The arena in which Trots-
kyism has been fought for since 1953 isnot the Pabloite Secretariat in
Paris but is the the actual struggle, led by the International Commit-
tee, to build revolutionary parties and to fight revisionism. It is the
strength of the International Committee, particularly in the United

* See ‘In Defence of Trouskyism’, IC 1972, reprinted 1973,
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States itself, that compels the SWP [eaders to re-open the question of
1953. They know that, by suppressing these issues in 1963, they
condemned the SWP to an international alliance with those they now
denounce, once again, as revisionists. The SWP’s politicaf representa-
tive in Britain, Sam Gordon (pseudonym ‘Tom’, and sometimes
‘Joe™), as well as Cannon, from time to time wanted to draw immediate
organisationat conclusions from the recognition of the growing politi-
cal opportunism of Pablo, but in noc case did the British section aliow
itself to be rushed intc any premature action. Methods were always
sought which would permit the political development to emerge as
clearly as possible. Cannon and the SWP leaders, the senior section in
the International, had by their neglect of international leadership
created the conditions for Pabloism in the post-war period. It was an
entirely pragmatic, non-dialectical method to think that Pabloism
could be defeated simply by making a “clean break’ when the problem
was identified. In this sitmation, the British section leadership did
everything in its power to prevent a premature and ill-considered
shattering of the forces held together in the international movement
during and since the war.

Cannon and the SWP leaders could see no further than the necessity
for the organisational split to be carried through decisively once the
political differences were defined. Again this formal and orthodox
‘correctness’ was in fact a separation of Marxist theory and revolutio-
nary practice. It was expressed most clearly in Cannon’s letter of April
24th, 1954 (Volume Two). Here Cannon insists that the Pabloites’
own decisions of April 9th (to go ahead independently with their
‘Fourth Congress”) had ‘closed the door’ to any discussion about a
common Congress, and had at the same time declared for Stalinism.
Once again Cannon is able to say, so correcily from the formal
standpoint: political differences on fundamentals, therefore complete
yrganisational division. Every national section was supposed to jump
mto line because the SWP had made up its mind.

" The real question was not to pronounce a verdict, as Cannon did,
but to train leadership and develop Marxist theory in the process of
struggle to do this. This could be done only through exhausting every
:spect of the struggle, by positing the living experience of all the
“ctions, in the changing world situation, on the theoretical struggle
segun with Pablo. Instead, the fundamental objective reasons for
*ablo’s revisionism were left unanalysed; the opportunity to defeat
he influence of pragmatism in the SWP was lost, giving rise to the
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most craven liquidationism in that party within a very few years. As
later volumes will show, the apparent decisiveness of Cannon in 1954
was in fact a refusal to into the real differences at the level of Marxist
method. The consequence was that after the breakthrough of the
Stalinist crisis only two years later, Cannon himself initiated the
moves for an unprincipled ‘unity’ with the very revisionists he had
denounced as having gone to the other side of the class barricades. But
this tirne the forces of the SWP and the Pabloites were to be brought
together on the basis of avoiding at all costs any probing of the
questions of the 1953 split. Such is the manner in which those who
reject the dialectic nonetheless are destined to provide a perfect illust-
ration of its working. The same SWP leadership which in 1953
insisted on an end to discussion with the revisionists, combined with
those revisionists in 1963 and 1964 1o provide the political conditions
for the greatest betrayal in the history of our movement: the entry of
the leaders of the Ceylon section of the Pabloite ‘International’ into
the bourgeois coalition government of Mrs Bandaranaike.

Undoubtedly, then, the period covered by the documents here
published was a decisive turning-point in the history of the revolutio-
nary movement. Here we find the political mechanics of the split
which weakened the Fourth International on the eve of its greatest
opportunities. We see in operation a propagandist ‘orthodoxy’ on the
part of the SWP which was to prove the major obstacle in the struggle
to build revolutionary parties. But above all we see in these documents
the record of the long relentless struggle against this liquidationism.
The forces of revisionism, reflecting the powerful pressure of the
Stalinist bureaucracy and behind that of imperialism itself,
threatened the very extinction of Trotskyism: but the continuity of
the Fourth International was defended and definitively established in
the International Committee and its sections. This is the inestimable
theoretical, political and organisational contribution of those whe
built revolutionary sections of the Fourth International and on thi:
basis fought for the development of Marxism in opposition to the
revisionism of Pablo and of the SWP leaders who capitulated to that
revisionism. ‘Against this heritage, the current claim of the SWF
leaders to be the defenders of ‘orthodox’ Trotskyism is exposed as
vompletely bogus. The publication of these volumes will establish thi*
beyond any doubt, and will form the essential basis for the training «
thousands of revolutionary fighters, members of the Fourth Interna’
tional, which revisionism could not destroy.



Chapter One

The Fourth International
and its history

The documents contained in this chapter provide the essential
political context for the discussion of the historical questions of the
1953 split. For Marzxists, the lessons of history are torn out of the past
from the impulsion of the living struggle today. It is the revolutionary
responsibilities of our own day which now make necessary and possi-
ble a true understanding of the past. The issues fought out in the
struggles and splits of the past now emerge as the central questions for
the whole working class in struggle: the over-riding need for indepen-
dent revolutionary leadership, the irreconcilability of Marxism and
counter-revolutionary Stalinism, the fight for dialectical materialism
as the theory of knowledge of Marxism. As the revolutionary move-
ment now fights in practice to take these questions into the working
class, the real meaning of the past struggles is clarified. At the same
timne, those forces who joined the revisionists are thrown into deeper
and deeper crisis, and forced to make a new reckoning, after so many
years, with the theoretical questions their leaders chose deliberately to
ignore.

Document 1 is the resolution of the International Committee (IC) of
the Fourth International of August 1973, out of which the preparation
of this present volume arose. Document 2 is the political perspectives
resolution of the Fourth Conference of the IC (1972). The latter draws
attention to the fact that Hansen and Peng pose as an ‘orthodox

" Trotskyist’ opposition in the Pabloite movement, and characterizes
the opportunist nature of this ‘opposition’.

1
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DOCUMENT 1

Resolution of the International Committee
instructing publication of the documents,
August 24, 1973

For a discussion on the problems of the Fourth International

TuEe LEADERSHIP of the Socialist Workers® Party (USA) has chosen to
open a public written discussion on the political questions underlying
the split in the Fourth International which took place in 1953,

They have done this in the framework of the preparations of the
Pabloite “Unified Secretariat’ for its long-postponed world confer-
ence, now due towards the end of 1973.

What is noteworthy is that the SWP leaders present themselves as
the champions of the split from Pablo revisionism; the defenders of
Trotskyist principle and programme against all capitulation to
Stalinism. :

In November 1953, the SWP published its ‘Open Letter’ to the
world Trotskyist movement. This denounced Pablo and Pabloism;
and in consequence the ‘International Committee of the Fourth
International’ was formed, politically and organizationally indepen-
dent of the Pabloite ‘International Secretariat’. Ten years later, in
1963, the SWP went back to the Pabloites and dropped completely its
association with the International Committee, and the ‘Unified Sec-
retariat’ became the new name for the revisionist centre.

(Because of the reactionary Voorhis Act, the SWP could never
actually affiliate to an international body).

In the period leading up to the 1963 ‘reunification’, the SWP was
characterized above all else by refusal to discuss the fuhdamental
theoretical questions which had split the movement in 1953.

Now, ten vears later, the sections of the ‘Unified Secretariat’ and
their supporters, the SWP, are deeply divided on all political ques-
tions of strategy and tactics, vet none of them is able to return to the
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basic principles of Trotskyism. The SWP finds itself in the minority
internationally, and is now trying desperately to present itself as the
defender of ‘orthodox Trotskyism’.

Such is the enormous pressure of class forces as decisive revolutio-
nary clashes loom up in all the major capitalist countries, that the
revisionists are forced to return to the ‘split’ questions which they
arrogantly swept aside as ‘divisive” in 1963.

The first thing which must be said is that an enormous historical
responsibility rests particularly on the SWP itself for having covered
up these questions and disorientated all those militants who mistook
Pabloite revisionism for Trotskyism.

The SWP leadership does not raise these questions again out of any
concern for principle, but only because it has itself opportunistically
degenerated even further in the last ten years. Its adaptation to the
petty-bourgeois ‘left” in the United States now makes it hostile to even
the most tenuous and formal international connecticns.

Joseph Hansen and his collaborators in the SWP leadership are
preparing, with the discussion they have belatedly initiated, to free
themselves for their own narrow, national, opportunist adaptation.
For this reason, their presentation of the historical questions is com-
pletely distorted, in order pragmatically to suit the immediate ‘practi-
cal’ purposes of the SWP,

The first articles published in this discussion* make it essential
immediately to refute the lies of the SWP on this history. It is
absolutely necessary that an international discussion be opened up, in
the defence of Trotskyism against Stalinism and revisionism. But this
can be done only on the basis of historical objectivity, with all the
problems and all the documents brought into the open and faced up to
honestly. This method is the absolute prerequisite of the theoretical
re-arming of the Fourth International, It is the opposite of the method
of the SWP.

Contrary to the claim of the SWP spokesman, it must be said, quite
unequivocally, that Pabloite liquidationism, denounced correctly by
James Cannon and the SWP in November 1953, had long been
developing inside the Fourth International.

Throughout the post-war period to 1953 the §W1P was the leading
sympathizing section of the Fourth International and had the major
political responsibility for the development of the movement. There

* Education for Soctalists {SWP) June 1973.
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can be no facing up to the real questions except on the basis of
recognizing and analysing this refusal of theoretical and political
responsibility and its disastrous consequences.

The political reality is that the SWP capitulated to the problems of
permanent contact with the European sections. Good pragmatists,
they pursued their work in the United States, and accepted Pablo as
the European and international leader. Pablo pursued his own
revisionist course, building up his administrative machine and relying
confidently on the inability and unwillingness of the SWP to examine
or criticize the revisionist concepts which he smuggled into the theory
and perspectives of the movement.

To blame this development on the difficulties of obtaining pass-
ports or the misdeeds of the SWP’s representatives in Europe is to
reduce great historical questions to the level of petty, organizational
details. The task facing revolutionists was to overcome these prob-
lems. The SWP politically turned against Pabloism in 1953 only when
Pablo’s methods threatened the internal regime of the SWP.

The ‘Open Letter’ of 1953 was absolutely necessary and correct. It
opened up the possibility of really probing the depths of Pablo’s
revisionism and orienting the revolutionary movement, through that
theoretical siruggle, to the political tasks of the period opened up by
the East German uprising and the French General Strike of 1953. The
sections of the International Committee today still endorse completely
the politics of the ‘Open Letter’, as they did in 1953,

The split precipitated by the “‘Open Letter’ (a split made necessary
by Pablo’s revisionism and its organizational consequences) caused
considerable confusion in the world Trotskyist movement, and still
does. At the time, the Fourth World Congress of the FI (1954) was
pending. What was immediately and vitally necessary was political
clarification of the questions underlying the split. This was necessary
not at all to cover over the split, but to learn from its necessity. Today,
the SWP tries to suggest that they did not really want a split. But their
‘Open Letter’ concludes as follows: “The lines of cleavage between
Pablo’s revisionism and orthodox Trotskyism are so deep that no
compromise is possible either politically or organizationally . . . The
political issues have broken through the manoeuvres and the fight is
now a showdown’.

Next, the new SWP discussion material rewrites history to make
the SWP the protagonist of political discussion for clarification of the
split right from 1954, and to portray the Socialist Labour League in
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particular as the obstacle to any discussion or any principled reunifica-
tion. This is a lie, as the facts show.

In the spring of 1954 the International Committee sections in
Europe unanimously proposed to the SWT that discussion be opened
up with the Pabloites in order to struggle for the clarification of all
those cadres shocked and surprised by the split. This would have
meant a discussion of all the major political and theoretical questions
facing the movement.

: This proposal was made in the first place by Comrade G. Healy.
When the IC accepted it and submitted it to the SWP, it was rejected
by the SWP Political Committee and this decision conveyed to the IC
in a letter of Farrell Dobbs, SWP national secretary.

The discussion could certainly have proceeded at that time, and was
absolutely necessary. The reference to difficulty of travel and pass-
ports because of the aftermath of the McCarthy witch-hunt is nothing
but an evasion, just as it was for the period before 1953. Year after
year, the SWP allowed the split to continue withour the theoretical
clarification which would have resulted in great gains for the move-
ment.

In essence, the SWP in this way showed its contempt for inter-
nationalism.

This was proved in 1957. After having rejected the IC’s proposal for
principled international discussion in 1954, the SWP, through Can-
non, made its overtures in a letter to Leslie Goonewardene of the
Lanka Sama Samaja Party (Ceylon), without the knowledge of the
International Commitiee.

It was only the insistence of the other IC members which compelled
Cannon to abandon this attempt at an unprincipled compromise, In
any case, the Pabloites rejected the proposal for discussion. The SWP
leadership is well aware of this sequence of events, every detail of
which was sharply brought home to Farrell Dobbs, SWP secretary,
on the occasion of the IC’s first International Conference in Britain in
1958.

In this way it became clear to the SWP at a very early stage that they
could not treat the IC in the same way as they had handled their
~ relationship with Pablo and the International Secretariat in the period
1945-1953. The IC sections, striving always to learn the basic theoret-
ical lessons of revisionism and the split, established a method of
poiitical work which came into direct conflict with the narrow
national requirements of the SWP.
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It is certain thart after Dobbs’ 1958 trip to Europe, all the interna-
tional work of the SWP was used for behind-the-scenes approaches to
the Pabloites, while all the time professing solidarity with the IC.
Cannon and the SWP tried to justify their *unity’ approaches with the
claim that the Pabloites’ reaction to the Hungarian Revolution (1956)
brought them back to essential Trotskyist positions. In actual fact
Pablo and Mandel advanced a programme which excluded the politi-
cal revolution.

The reality was that the SWP was itself going rapidly back 1o
Pabloite positions, and not the reverse. In January 1961, the SLLL
Central Committee addressed a letter to the National Committee of
the SWP, drawing attention to the formulations in their publications
which had a perspective of self-reform of the Stalinist bureaucracy.
Above all, the SLL Central Committec analysed the complete aban-
donment by Pabloism of the building of independent revolutionary
parties.

The letter called for the immediate setting up of an international
internal discussion bulletin and the preparation of a Congress of IC
sections as the prerequisite for any discussion on unity at that stage.

The SWP rejected this discussien, engaging instead in its indepen-
dent relations with Ernest Mandel and Pierre Frank of the Pabloites,
conducted through S.T. Peng. From this time they consistently
avoided any principled discussion of the fundamental questions. And
when the negotiations for unity came out into the open, they were
explicitly accompanied by a commitment#not to discuss the fundamen-
tal questions of the 1953 split.

When the International Committee, on the Socialist Labour
League’s proposal, then put forward the setting up of a ‘parity com-
mittee’ of the IC and the Pabloite Secretariat, the SWP accepted this,
but simply used it as a cover for their own behind the scenes ‘uniry’
negotiations with the Pabloites.

Itis simply a lie to present the situation, as the SWP now does, as if
the IC opposed unification of the world Trotskyist movement. Man-
del functioned on the ‘parity committee’ for the Pabloites, and there
was an agreed preparation of discussion documents and of procedure
for their circulation in the sections. The SWP deliberately acted to
aveid any circulation of these documents in their own ranks and
sought only a way of effecting a premature ‘unification’ which avoided
the discussion.

It was for this reason that the SWP, having reluctantly agreed to an
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IC Conference before any proposal of a unification Conference, broke
this agreement and prepared the ‘reunification’ Conference of 1963
without the IC majority. The SWP feared one thing above all: discus-
sion of the fundamentals of revisionism as the real preparation for a
principled unification.

Hansen also knows very well that on September 27, 1963, aftér the
IC International Conference, the IC wrote to the Pabloite Secretariat
saying that ‘everything must be done to encourage the closest working
relations under conditions whereby a principled unification of the
movement could be achieved’. Among the proposals made to this end
were:

1. That a world congress of the forces of the IC and the International

Secretariat [Pabloites] should be convened during the autumn of

1964 . . .

4. . . .thatthis discussion must take place in all sections, not only in
the leaderships, but in the ranks . . .’

The SWP, which now tries to put itself forward as the defender of
principles, and to caricature us as opponents of unity, went along and
encouraged the Pabloite Secretariat in rejecring these proposals.

Again, in 1970, when Comrade Healy, acting on a decision of the
IC, approached the Unified Secretariat for discussion of all the out-
standing questions in the world movement, the SWP, together with
the Unified Secretariat, completely opposed this approach. They are
politically consistent only in their permanent rejection of any princi-
pled discussion.

The real truth about the present attempt to raise once again the
1953 questions is very clear. The SWP went into the 1963 ‘reunifica-
tion” with the rationalization that the old Pabloite liquidationism was
gone, and it was possible to build the Trotskyist movement.

Instead, they are faced with the exact situation predicted in 1963 by
the IC. The SWP, through its support of the 1963 ‘reunification’, has
played a foremost part in misdirecting a whole generation of the
cadres of the SWP and the Pabloite sections. It is above all their
rejection of political and theoretical discussion of the basic questions
which has done this.

In point of fact, all the youth in the Unified Secretariat sections who
tried to come to Frotskyism have been driven by the SWP into the
arms of Pabloism. The SWP is as guilty as the whole Unified Sec-
retariat for the 1964 betrayal in Ceylon and every other Pabloite
capitulation to the bourgeoisie.
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If the SWP now likes to come forward, spuriously as the defender of
orthodox Trotskyism, against the anti-Marxist line of Mandel, Frank
and Maitan, this is the grossest deception. It is the SWP itself, with its
opposition to any fundamental discussion in the world movement,
which has provided the political basis for the revisionist majority and
all its betrayals. The SWP’s criticism of Mandel and Frank is a
criticism by a party which is moving rapidly to the right.

The International Commttee resolves to charge its secretariat with
the responsibility of preparing immediately the complete documenta-
tion of the relations between Pabloite revisionism, the SWP and the
IC since the years immediately preceding the 1963 split, and publish-
ing forthwith the edited documents for international discussion.

The IC, noting that the crisis in the ‘Unified Secretariat’ has driven
the SWP, in its own distorted way, to open up the questions of 1953,
challenges the SWP and the ‘Unified Secretariat’ to a full investigation
and public discussion to establish the historical truth of this whole
period.
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DOCUMENT 2

Perspectives resolution of the International
Committee fourth conference, 1972

I — Introduction: Our tasks in 1972, in relation to the founding of the
Fourth International in 1938,

THE sTRUGGLE to found the Fourth International in 1938 was under-
taken in order to ensure the continuity of revolutionary leadership and
of Marxist theory, from the first four Congresses of the Communist
International, the work of Lenin and the Bolsheviks in the Russian
Revolution, and the work of Marx and Engels. It had to be carried
through in conditions created by a generation of great defeats for the
international working class. This fight for the continuity of Marxism
was a struggle against every form of adaptation to these defeats. It
meant a fight to the death against the Stalinist bureaucracy which first
ensured the defeats and then battened on their fruits. The opposition
voiced by all those centrists who stood aside from the Fourth Interna-
tional of Trotsky was an adaptation to the bureaucracy, through the
medium of which came an adaptation to imperialism. The founding
conference of the Fourth International defined our epoch as one of
capitalist decay, in which the historical crisis of humanity is concen-
trated and which must be resolved in the crisis of revolutionary
leadership of the working class. Those who rejected, and still reject,
the continuity in struggle of revolutionary Marxism with the Third
International and the Russian Revolution, in fact reject the revolutio-
nary role of the working class. Only the orientation to this class,
whatever the temporary defeats, could provide the basis for the
development of Marxist theory. Trotsky wrote: “The laws of history
are stronger than the bureaucratic apparatus’. The Fourth Interna-
tional, on this granite foundation, has continued to exist, and is being
built today, only in constant struggle against all revisionism, which
seeks to accept and adapt to the defeats of the inter-war years and the
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dominance of the bureaucracy, treating these as unalterable historical
facts.

These theoretical foundations have been under continuous attack
since the birth of the Fourth International. In the years conditioned
by defeats, and with the capitalist class able, through the collaboration
of the Stalinists, to implement policies of relative class peace, the
defence and development of Marxist theory could only be a slow aid
difficult task, the recoonsibility of a handful of comrades who were to
a great extent isolated from any mass movement. Those conditions
have now decisively changed. But we shall get a development of
Marxism and the building of revolutionary parties only by starting
from the gains of the long struggle for revolutionary continuity in the
Fourth International. The profoundly revolutionary character of the
contradictions underlying the surface phenomena of capitalist and
bureaucratic ‘containment’ of the working class since 1944 could be
grasped only through a conscious struggle for dialectical materialism,
against all enemies. In place of dialectical materialism, revisionism in
the Fourth International put subjective impressionism. For many
years, they accepted the inevitability of bureaucratic controi of the
workers’ movement. The working class was considered only as an
unconscious ‘pressure’ creating centrist and even revolutionary
developments within the bureaucracy. In the course of the years of
struggle against Pablo, Germain, and later the SWP leadership, it was
necessary above all to uncover, underneath the capitulation to
bureaucratic and petty-bourgeois nationalist leaderships, the theoret-
ical roots of revisionism. These were: the abandonment of the Marxist
theory of knowledge, of the relation between consciousness and real-
ity, between theory and practice; capitulation to the idealist
philosophy of the bourgeoisie. The struggle against this ideological
pressure from the class enemy is the only foundation for training the
cadres of our revolutionary parties. At the same time, the revisionists
find themselves undermined by the objective developments: capitalist
world crisis and the explosion of the ‘neo-capitalism® myth; revolutio-
nary struggles in the advanced countries since 1968; political revolu-
tion in Eastern Europe; exposure in struggle of the petty-bourgeois
leaderships, particularly in Cuba and Algeria.

The Fourth Conference of the International Committee now takes
place under new conditions. The maturing of the imperialist crisis,
signalled by Nixon’s measures of August 15, 1971, marks the begin-
ning of a new stage of the crisis of leadership. The conditions for the
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development of Marxist theory by the revolutionary vanguard are
now being transformed, as the masses in all countries are thrust into
revolutionary struggles by the disruption of their conditions of life.
The task of our Fourth Conference is to grasp the decisiveness of the
change implied in these conditions, to politically equip all our sections
with the basis for winning leadership of the working class. The
greatest mistake today would be to ignere or underestimate the
change, to carry on with the same perspectives and methods to which
sections have become accustomed in the period since 1938. Such
conservatism holds the gravest dangers of descent into centrism and
opportunist adaptation. The objective conditions have now reached a
stage where, on the firm basis of our long struggle for the continuity of
Marxism, we can resolve the crisis of revolurionary leadership. Trots-
kyism has been forced to go through a long period of isolation, in
which it was necessary to beat back every influence from the pressure
of imperialism and Stalinism. The real history of Trotskyism, as the
force to resolve the crisis of revolutionary working-class leadership,
begins now.

IT — The Capitalist Crisis

With the decisions of the American ruling class to remove the gold
backing for the dollar, to impose import surcharges, to end the system
of fixed parities, and to impose controls on wages, the basis has been
removed for all the political relations through which the bourgeoisie
has ruled since the Second World War. The post-war betrayals of
international Stalinism had made possible the restoration of capitalist
order in Europe, and thereby on a world scale. Despite the gigantic
contradiction between the productive forces and the capitalist mode
of production manifested in the Second World War, capitalism was
able to survive, but only because of these betrayals. The Bretton
Woods agreement of 1944, the new institutions like the International
Monetary Fund and World Bank, and the inflationary Keynesian
policies pursued in the advanced capitalist countries, were possible
not because of some new-found strength of the capitalist system, but
only because of the control of the working class’s strength by the
Stalinists, assistzd by the reformists and the trade union bureaucracy.
Now the intensified contradictions of capitalism have finally broken
through these relations, which constituted essentially a retreat before
the working class, and the class issues must inevitably be fought out.
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The dollar crisis can only mean a succession of struggles for power by
the working class of the capitalist countries.

In the years before the Second World War, the capitalists had used
fascism to smash the working class of Germany, Japan, Italy and
Spain. But fascism, once in power, had threatened the major capitalist
powers, and they were compelled 10 prosecute a world war which, as
always, brought revolutionary crises all over the world. There ensued
a series of major defeats for capitalism, in Yugoslavia, in China, and in
the loss of Eastern Europe. The establishment of deformed workers’
states in these countries was subordinated to the Stalinist strategy of
international class-collaboration, but it meant the loss of a vast portion
of the world to capitalism. In Western Europe and the United States,
the capitalists confronted a working class recovered from the depres-
sion of the 1930s. The history of capitalism since 1944 has been one of
adaptation to the strength of this working class. Until 1971, the
capitalists’ guiding strategy has been to find ways of avoiding an
ali-our clash with the proletariat. Since the middle 1960s, the
capitalist class has been forced to recognize the need to take back from
the working class all its historical gains, but so far it has continued to
try and do this above all through the reformist and Stalinist leaders.
Nixon’s August 1971 speech was the high point of the rapid develop-
ments since the gold crisis and the French struggles of 1968, a period
in which the capitalists have been preparing to go on to the attack, as
with the return of the right-wing Tory government in Britain.

But the war had also accelerated other changes in the relationships-
within the world capitalist system, changes which have been deter-
mining factors in the subsequent development of the class struggle.

The inter-war period had seen the emergence of American
imperialism as the dominant economic power. The First World War,
followed by the economic and financial collapse of the 1930s, had
dealt especially severe blows to British capitalism. The United States,
enjoying all the advantages of a late start in economic development,
unencumbered with feudal survivals, together with 2 wealth of
natural resources and a large internal market, took over the role which
had been Britain’s in the nineteenth century. The decline of Britain
was, however, part of the general decline of Europe, a decline which,
was accelerated by the Second World War. For capitalism to survive
after 1945, it had 1o depend upon America in the economic as well as
the military and political spheres. :

Given the decisive betrayals of the Stalinist bureaucracy, it was
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largely on the basis of American aid that Western Europe was able to
reconstruct its shattered economy after 1945. In the form of Lend
Lease, then Marshall Aid, huge sums were directed into Europe by
the US imperialists in a desperate attempt to control the social crisis
which then threatened the whole of European capitalism after the
war. This American state aid was followed and accompanied by large
injections of private capital from American firms seeking the easy
profits which a devastated Europe offered. This private and public
capital has played a critical role in the Europezn economy since the
late 1940s, being closely connected with the tensions which have
existed between Europe and America as well as with the subsequent
development of monetary crises and now the chaos precipitated by
Nixon’s August measures.

This American capital was one of the main bases for expansion after
1945, It was closely associated with another: the series of technical
changes which occurred in branches of industry both during and after
the war. Stimulated by the needs of war, a series of new processes and
even new industries appeared in this period: in electronics, engineer-
ing, synthetic fibres, computers, etc. These new, expanding sectors of
the economy provided a profitable outlet for the large volume of
capital which had previously either been tied up in the old declining,
unprofitable industries of the 1930s, or had simply lain idle. The
state, particularly in Britain, was to play an important role in effecting
this transfer of capital. Under a Labour government, several back-
ward industries, notably coal and rails, were nationalized, their ex-
owners heavily compensated, and state funds devoted to the restora-
tion of these previously bankrupt industries so that they might pro-
vide cheap services and raw materials for the capitalist system. These
changes were possible only because of the very depth of the crisis of
the 1930s, a crisis which capitalism survived sclely through the bet-
ravals of Stalinism,

The so-called ‘defence’ industries were the centre for these techni-
cal and organizational changes. Expenditure on arms was to play an
important role, along with a series of other changes, in the relative
expansion which capitalism saw after the war. This was so particularly
in the Korean War and the increased arms expenditure of the early
1950s. Through its state budgets, capitalism provided, often at very
high rates of profit, a ready outlet for the commodities of the firms
receiving defence contracts, and this tended to stmulate activity in
related sectors of the economy.
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These changes both in the overall structure of capitalism and in the
relative weight berween the capitalist economies were first reflected in
the post-war monetary arrangements arrived at in the 1944 Bretton
Woods Conference. It was at this Conference that the dominant role of
American finance-capital and the dollar was formally recognized. For
although sterling retained an important role in world monetary
arrangements, it was a role which was now clearly acknowledged to be
completely subordinated to that of the dollar. At Bretton Woods, it
was agreed that all leading currencies should have their price fixed
directly in terms of the dollar and that these prices should be fixed in
fairly rigid limits which could only be altered through agreement with
the leading capitalist countries and, in particular, with America. The
basis of the system was the tying of the dollar to a fixed quantity of
gold, at $35 an ounce.

These arrangements did not represent merely the attempt to find
new technical arrangements to overcome the contradictions of the
old-style gold standard which had collapsed with the sterling devalua-
tion of 1931. There was little new of a technical nature agreed at
Bretton Woods, except that the dollar should replace the pound as the
basic currency in international trade and finance. What was new was
the recognition that another crash on the scale of the 1930s would
endanger the whole capiralist system, and the decision by the
capitalists to embark on a deliberately inflationary course which they
hoped would bring sufficient social stability to appease and centain
the militancy of the working class. Bretton Woods was an indication
of the weakness and not the strength of capitalism, and, in particular,
the growing loss of confidence which the capitalist class had in the
very future of its own system. It has been in retreat before the working
class, particularly the working class of Western Europe, since 1945
and must now pay a heavy price for this retreat.

The post-war settlement defined cleariy a new stage in the relations
between the major capitalist powers. While the politics of the
capitalist world in the inter-war years developed in the framework of
historical rivalry between Europe and America, therc now began a
period of definitive American deminance, though of course this did
not mean that inter-imperialist rivalries disappeared. Revisicnists
took this dominance of the United States as a factor of capitalism’s
strength in its ability to survive and to deal with the working class. In
reality, it prepared the eruption of capitalism’s coniradictions in even
more violent and universal form, as has now become clear.
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The capitalist class of the United States was compelled to take on its
own shoulders the concentrated weight of the contradictions of world
capitalism. Certainly America has a superiority in industrial techni-
que, in scale of industrial organization, and in material and capital
resources, which Europe will never equal under capitalism. But this
unassailable lead is established at the time of decline of the capitalist
system, so that the leader must take on all the inscluble symptoms of a
world system in its death agony. US imperialism has been forced to
take responsibility for attempting to suppress the revolution in
South-East Asia, and has done so only at the cost of precipitating
profound social and ideological crisis in the United States itself. The
stimulus which the American capitalists were forced to give to Europe
and Japan in the post-war years has, similarly, led inevitably to a
situation where these capitalist powers have forced America into a
full-scale trade war in order to correct an impossible imbalance of
payments and loss of gold reserves.

It is clear that in the actual evolution of the crisis since the Second
World War the late 1950s represent a decisive turning point. It was in
this period that the American balance of payments deficit began to
assume considerable proportions and arouse increasing fear about the
stability and future of the dollar. The continual outflow of govern-
ment and private capital in the 1950s, together with expenditure on
arms in Europe and elsewhere, was by this time beginning to produce
a situation where the claims against the dollar were rising at a rate
which threatened the American gold holdings. In 1949 at the outbreak
of the Korean war, America possessed roughly $30 billion of gold in
reserve. This has fallen to less than a third of that level, while foreign
claims against the dollar — the cumufative result of the rapidly
growing American deficit — amount to some four times the present
gold figure. Yet the stability of post-war capitalism’s international
monetary management rests upon the guaranteed price of gold at $35
per fine ounce, the figure first established in 1934, since which time
domestic American prices have increased threefold. Throughout the
period of the 1960s, American economic policy has been dominated
by an attempt to deal with this payments crisis and at the same time
bring the rate of price inflation under control.

The early 1960s saw some attempt to solve the emerging crisis at the
expense of the colonial and semi-colonial countries. It was at this time,
under Kennedy, that the American aid programme was drastically
reduced and some attempt made to stem the flow of capital into the
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‘backward’ countries. While these measures made little impact upon
the foreign payments deficit, they had disastrous consequences for the
economic and political stability of the colonial and semi-colonial
countries. Under the impact of these changes many regimes which
had earlier been able to balance between imperialism on the one hand
and the Kremlin bureaucracy on the other, toppled — Algeria,
Ghana, Indonesia and elsewhere — to be replaced with regimes more
directly and immediately subservient to the interests of American
imperialism. But it was clear that so unbalanced was imperialism at
this stage of its decline that these measures alone were inadequate.
Thus Kennedy, and later Johnson, had to extend their measures to
cover Europe, and plans were announced again aiming at reducing the
outflow of capital, limiting expenditure abroad on tourism, making
some cuts in military commitments, tightening up the conditions for
the granting of foreign aid.

Thus the stage was now set for the squeeze 1o be put on Europe. But
it would be wrong to think that the American imperialists embarked
upon this phase of their policy with any great confidence or with any
firm unity amongst the capitalist class. They sensed, particularly in
relation to the problems of British capitalism and sterling, that any
major crisis in Europe, economic or financial, could under certain
conditions reverberate throughout the capitalist system and threaten
its entire stability. So while driven increasingly into this conflict with
European capitalism, the Americans also desperately tried to limit its
immediate consequences, especially in the financial sphere. From
1964 onwards, after the election of the Labour government in
October, until the very end of 1967 they threw all their resources into
a defence of sterling. Although Bretton Woods had established the
supremacy of the dollar, it had been impossible completely to remove
the importance of sterling as the major world reserve currency. British
capitalism still retained enough of its nineteenth-century resources to
make this impossible, and in any case, American imperialism would
have been unable to sustain its world role without some assistance
from the City of London. So for the Americans, the defence of sterling
was an international question. And the depth of the crisis, even at this
stage, is indicated by the fact that with the November 1967 sterling
devaluation their rescue attempt proved a failure, despite the huge
injections of capital made available to the Wilson government
throughout the peried.
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The circumstances of the 1967 devalnation contain another impor-
tant lesson in terms of the relation between the class struggle and the
economic crisis. For it is clear that the real origin of this particular
phase of the crisis is to be located in the period beginning in 1962. It
was at this time — under Macmillan’s Conservative government —
that the British ruling class made its first, if indecisive, attempt to deal
with its mounting economic problems. This was the period of the
Selwyn Lloyd ‘pay pause’ and the deliberate creation, in the winter of
1962-1963, of considerable unemployment in an attempt to make the
policy effective. In fact, the British Conservative government, meet-
ing violent resistance from the working class, was forced to retreat in
the period immediately prior to the 1964 election, they were once
more forced into a policy of reflation and credit expansion, even
though this produced a record £800 million batance of payment deficit
and plunged sterling into a major crisis which the Labour government
inherited on taking office.

In the same way, all attempts by the American ruling class from the
late 1950s onwards have been frustrated by the powerful American
working class, a working class which all the revisionist groups have
tried to write off in the post-war period. Despite its low level of
political development and the absence up to now of its own indepen-
dent political party, the American working class, organized through
its unions, has been the decisive factor preventing Kennedy, then
Johnson and now Nixon, from making any impact on the level of
inflation. The working class has been able to maintain and even
advance its living standards throughout the 1960s despite continually
rising prices. Not only has this undermined all anti-inflationary
policies, it has increasingly called into question the competitiveness of
sectors of American capital in world markets.

It is this strength of the working class, culminating in the
automobile and steel contracts won in 1970-1971, which has finally
driven Nixon and his advisers to precipitate the breakdown of the
entire post-war capitalist order. The great pressure from the US
working class had already necessitated a massive flow of capital from
America to Europe, seeking higher profits, and this led to an impossi-
ble pressure on the US balance of payments. The steel wages settle-
ment would have been a fatal blow to the competitiveness of US steel
(already 20 per cent dearer than some imported steels) and of the
many industries dependent on steel purchases. The August measures
of Nixon were no ‘technical adjustment’, and they are not open for
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negotiation. They are a life-and-death matter for US capitalism, and
this struggle for survival will now dominate politics throughout the
world. Brought to a head by the class struggle, focussing more and
more on the US working class, this crisis will be resolved only after
titanic class struggles, struggles for state power.

In France, the struggles of 1968 had already demonstrated that the
working class retained all its strength and fighting capacity, despite
decades of betrayals. The General Strike threatened the very founda-
tions of capitalist power. In 1945 in France a weak and discredited
bourgeoisie had confronted a strong, militant and armed working
class, which was held back from siate power only by the Stalinists.
Within a few years, French imperialism was driven out of Vietnam
and challenged in Algeria by a powerful national liberation struggle,
but the Stalinists refused to mobilize the working class against these
colonial wars, and did not take advantage of the crisis which they
provoked for the French ruling class. In 1958 the reactionary forces in
France combined with the revolt of the settlers to threaten military
rule. With the open collaboration of the Stalinists and social-
democrats, the bourgeoisic was able to call on de Gaulle, who estab-
lished a Bonapartist form of dictatorship. Through a devaluation of
the franc and other measures, with world capitalist economy stll
booming, French capitalism held down wages and was able to resume
expansion in the early 1960s. But the miners’ strike of 1963 showed
that the working class was far from broken, despite its ieaders. The
Stalinists held back from any struggle under de Gaulle because his
foreign policy suited the Soviet bureaucracy. But the 1968 General
Strike, with the real threat of revolution, showed that a more defini-
tive defeat of the working class than anything achieved under de
Gaulle was necessary if the French bourgeoisie was to survive the
coming crisis, heralded by the gold crisis of March-April 1968. This
was true not only for France. Ever since the war, even in rimes of class
‘peace’, the workers of all the advanced countries continued to vote
for the traditional working-class parties in a confused striving for
power.

The chain of events opened up in 1967-1968 (sterling devaluation,
gold crisis}, which has now culminated in the August 15 measures of
Nixon, brought capitalism face-to-face with its basic contradictions,
but in a more threatening and acute form than ever before. This time
the inevitable economic breakdown manifested itself first in the
monetary system, would have to be tackled with a working class
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strong and unbroken. Nothing fundamental was settled by the two-
tier gold system imposed in 1968. In effect the open recognition of the
collapse of the gold and dollar system was only delayed. The inflation
of the post-war years lefi the dollar three times overvalued, and its
devaluation was inevitable. Typically, the British Labour govern-
ment was doomed after May 1968, caught in this great contradiction:
on the one hand, the need to handle the crisis produced by inflation;
on the other, to face a working class which had strengthened itself
through the period of inflation to a point where the ability of the
reformists and Stalinists to control it had been stretched 1o its limits.
Mande! and other revisionists, even at this advanced stage of the
crisis, find rationalizations to keep the working class tied to its refor-
mist and bureaucratic leadership. They forecast capitalism settling
down to a ‘slower cycle of growth’; and argue that a crisis in the field of
money (the doilar) is a mere reflection of ‘real’ economic develop-
ments. In point of fact the tying of the whole world’s economy
through the dollar to gold was the most acute expression of all of the
contradictory nature of United States dominance, and it was no mere
accident or ‘appearance’ that the world crisis developed in this sphere,
Money is not just 2 means of exchange, a way of technically arranging
the system, not just ‘liquidity’. It is the universal equivalent, it is
materialized abstract labour, reflecting in a developed capitalist
economy the total socialization of labour. To the accumulation of
money as capital, the whole system is subordinated. Money is ‘the
individual incarnation of social labour, the independent form of
exchange-value, the universal commodity’. And, *. . . in a crisis, the
antithesis between commodities and their value-form, money,
becomes heightened into an absclute contradiction’ (Marx). In the
crisis of the dollar, a crisis in which there remains no stability of
values, we find the most consummate expression of the basic con-
tradictions of the whole epoch, between socialized production and
private capital. Within the inflationary framework of dollar domina-
tion in the 1950s and 1960s, the basic strength of the working class
remained unaltered. Inflationary policies became more and more
necessary, and less and less possible. Far from capitalism having
entered a new ‘slower cycle of growth’ (Mandel), it has in fact come to
the point, with the collapse of the Bretton Woods agreement, where
'oss of confidence becomes predeminant, and slump results. Itisnota
Juestion of some sort of cyclical development on the higher plane of
“neo-capitalism’, but of the most aciute class struggle, as the
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monopolists strive to wipe out surplus capitals and to destroy vast
productive forces, including millions of productive workers.

Against the revisionists, it was necessary to reaffirm the characteri-
zation of our epoch. Capitalism as a mode of production is historically
doomed because the further development of mankind’s productive
forces is barred by capitalist property relations. Revisionists reject
this basic definition of the period in which we live: they characterize it
as a period of ‘neo-capitalism’ which has been capable of producing a
new industrial revolution. This question is fundamental. If neo-
capitalism has succeeded imperialism then it was wrong to define
imperialism as the last, highest stage of capitalism, the epoch of the
proletarian revolution, which must lead to the construction of the
new, necessary, socialist mode of production. Consequently, it would
become a question of rejecting the revolutionary role of the working
class. Revolutionism would become either a moral question or would
have to be based on a sociological anatysis showing what revolutionary
forces are produced by neo-capitalism. Mandel’s ‘theory’ is in fact an
ideology, an inverted version of his real position, which is to justify
the role of the new petty bourgeoisie, including the ‘bureaucracy’ of
the working class in its pressure on the working class. This middle
class certainly does have an important role in monopoly capitalism
today, extending from business management to the state power, to the
opportunist manipulation of the workers’ movement, to the new
forms of domination (including genocidal war as well as formal inde-
pendence) over the oppressed nations, and to the imperialists’ rela-
tions with the Stalinist bureaucracy.

Just as the revisionists” picture of the relation between their ‘theory’
and the petty-bourgeoisie is an inverted one, so their explanation of
capitalism’s ‘development of the productive forces’ is the opposite of
the objective situation. It represents the bourgeoisie’s own interests in
relation to the productive forces: viz, that all developments in techni-
que, science, in being used for the augmentation of profit, must be
turned against the principal productive force, the working class,
against the capacity of mankind to control its destiny through the
co-ordination of all productive capacity in the battle with nature.
Monopoly capitalism undergoes many different phases of develop-
ment: sometimes, on the basis of wars and counter-revolution, a
period of expanded reproduction takes place; at others, a period of
contracted production, overall destruction of means of production
and the wiping out of many capitalists, is necessary. Within worlg
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imperialism there is uneven development, with different national
capitalisms advancing to the detriment of others. In the competition
between monopolies, in the conflict between nation-states, particu-
larly in war, and in the reaction of the imperialists to the revolutionary
gains made by the proletariat (the October Revolution, the third
Chinese Revolution), there is a stimulus to technological and scientific
innovation. But these developments are, in their origin, their life and
their destiny, destructive of the productive forces, even though they
express in contradictory form the potential satisfaction of human need
under socialism. It is for the destruction of the working class, as the
repository of human labour power, and for war, that these develop-
ments take place and which they serve.

Every development in technology and science therefore deepens
the contradiction between the social relations of production under
capitalism and further growth of the productive forces, International
division of labour under a plan is a necessary condition of this further
growth; the rivalry between the nation-state interests of finance capi-
tal and the monopolists therefore constantly prepares economic, polit-
ical and military convulsions. Planned economy, with the abolition of
private capitalist ownership, is an essential requirement of the
growth of the productive forces; the primary necessity for the owners
of capital, the finance capitalists and monopolists, on the other hand,
is to harness technique only to the protection of their rate of profit.
For these reasons, the technical and scientific elements in the produc-
tive forces are turned, in this revolutionary epoch, not against nature,
as productive forces, but inwards, against society itself, to become
forces of destruction of society and its productive forces. Far from
capitalism having achieved a new lease of life, performed another
‘industrial revolution’, advanced the productive forces and become
‘neo-capitalism’, its continued existence has posed even more
urgently the alternative ‘socialism or barbarism’. August 1971 was a
shattering verification of the Marxist struggle against revisionism; it
created conditions where this alternative — socialism or barbarism —
will be fought out.

IIT — The Relationship of Class Forces and the Tasks of Revolutionary
Leadership

What political conclusions flowed in the recent period from our
stress on the economic crisis? Inevitably these conclusions were the
direct opposite of the political line of revisionism, which starts from
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the apparent stabilization of capitalism and the control of the working
class by its bureaucratic agents. Revisionism, in the course of the
post-war period, arrived at the ‘strategy’ of structurai reforms of the
capitalist societies and self-liberalization of the Stalinist bureaucracy.
In the Belgian General Strike of 1960-1961, Germain and the Pab-
loites advocated a coalition of the Socialist Party with the bourgeois
Christian-Democrats on a ‘structural reform’ programme. It was the
counterpart of this treachery to advise the Hungarian workers in 1956
to follow the Polish example and accept a ‘realistic’ centrist-Stalinist
policy such as that of Gomulka, returning to the control of the
Kremlin bureaucracy. The entry of the LSSP majority leadership into
the coalition of Mrs. Bandaranaike in Ceylon in 1964 was part of the
same abandonment of the revolutionary role of the working class and
capitulation to imperialism, despite all the ‘theories’ about the
‘epicentre of the revolution” being in the Third World. Algeria and
Cuba were to prove that this talk of epicentre of revolution was only
the ‘left’ face of petty-bourgeois oppaosition to the building of inde-
pendent working-class leadership, abandonment of the building of
independent revolutionary parties of the working class.

The economic problems of the United States, Japan and the Euro-
pean capitalist powers produce an acute political contradiction. All
the techniques of adjustment through the use of social-democratic,
Stalinist and trade unionist working-class leadership (collaboration of
unions with the state, social-democratic and coalition governments,
inflationary policies, etc.) have since 1967-1968 become for the
capitalists not merely temporarily inappropriate but dangerous
because they conflict with the need of capitalism to attack all the gains
of the working class. Forced on by the economic crisis, the capitalist
class, while utilizing to the last ounce the class collaborationist ser-
vices of the Stalinist and social-democratic apparatuses, must actually
drive towards an open clash with the working class: civil war and the
preparation of corporatist forms of rule are on the agenda of history.
The ‘democratic’ path is not a ‘parliamentary, peaceful road to
socialism’, as the Stalinists claim, but a phase during which the
elements of civil war are prepared. The institutions of this phase are
not those of ‘advanced democracy’, but of an advanced stage of
capitalist decay which has totally rotted capitalist democracy from
within. Behind the face of ‘advanced democracy’ brural suppression is
planned. This coniradiction is the dominant feature in the class
struggle throughout Europe, and more and more in America.
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But the Stalinist bureaucracy and its Communist Parties, together
with the trade union apparatuses and the social-democrats and cen-
trists of all types in the labour movement, are not spent forces. They
are active and deadly agents of counter-revolution. Their betrayals are
an essential instrument of the preparations of the imperialists. They
play this role ail the more consistently because the revolutionary wave
of working-class struggle threatens their own very existence, and they
act in full consciousness of their solidarity with the imperialists.
Whatever the incidental phases of speech-making and demagogy by
their leaderships, they will not in this period become the expression of
leftward-moving forces, but on the contrary will be mobilized,
together, or in rapid succession, or with a division of labour, to break
up or head off the upsurge of the working class.

The undefeated proletariat is rapidly testing out, working through
and exhausting the forms of struggle familiar within its established
organizations. The role of the social democrats, centrists, Stalinists,
and their revisionist apologists, is at all costs to restrict the working
class to these forms, to perpetuate the fatal ilusion that a quantitative
build-up of pressure through these forms will achieve the workers’
aims. Such a political line leaves intact the bureaucratic leadership
(with perhaps a few ‘left’ modifications or infusions from the
Stalinists, the centrists, and the revisionists themselves, as in the
Belgian General Strike, the administration of Ben Bella, the British
Pabloites’ services to the ‘left’ trade union bureaucrats, etc.) In fact, of
course, the 25 years since 1945, in which the bourgeoisie — and
particularly US imperialism — have used to the utmost these com-
promise forms of control, have covered over the accumulation of
contradictions which require an entirely opposite solution. The role of
revolutionary leadership is to give direction 1o the mounting workers’
struggles in such a way as to prepare for the real perspectives of
capitalist development. The essence of this preparation has been to
fight to give independent leadership in the struggle of the working
class, to break the working class from reformist and Stalinist leader-
ship of all kinds, to take advantage of the last period’s upsurge in the
class struggle, to differentiate before millions of workers the
revolutionary leadership of Trotskyism from the capitulation of the
revisionists.

There has been a new revolutionary wave in the struggle of the
international working class, especially since 1968. This new wave,
coming after a long period without major defeats, has provided the
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basic changed conditions in which the Fourth Internarional, founded
necessarily in the period of catastrophic defeats of the 1930s and
growing up under the heavy blows of fascism and Stalinism, will be
built as the international revolutionary leadership. But this success
will come only out of a theoretical and practical overcoming of all the
contradictions of the development of the class struggle, of the crisis of
working-class leadership and of the struggle against revisionism
within the Fourth International. In the situation of preparation of
struggles of revolutionary magnitude, there is inevitably the threat of
counter-revolution on a massive and bloody scale. This threat is
concealed behind the screen of reformism, Stalinism and revisionism,
defending the mechanism of class compromise.

The workers’ own experience brings them into actual conflict with
the mechanisms of reformism and Stalinism but it cannot by itself
break through them. On the contrary, the last 25 years encourage the
illusions in trade union militancy and reform measures by mass
reformist and Stalinist parties. The working class is in danger, therefore,
of being driven to the very brink of the struggle for power while still being
reinforced in reformist illusions. To smash through this contradiction, to
prepare the conscious vanguard within the working class for this
struggle for power, this is the essence of the fight against revisionism
since the 1940s, of the construction of the parties of the Fourth
International.

These were the elements of a qualitative change in the international
relationship of class forces accumulated by the end of the 1960s. The
revolutionary struggles of the French and Czechoslovak workers in
1968 were the first major battles to express the breaking up of the
post-war political class relations. These struggles had already been
anticipated by the turn of the situation in Greece. There, even areturn
from the post-civil war repressions to limited ‘democracy’ with the
direct collaboration of the Stalinists in 1966 had proved impossible,
and had ended in the imposition of military rule. Since the 1968
struggles, the continuous strike movements in Italy, parallelled by the
resurgence of fascism, the 1970 martial-law measures in Canada, and
the virtual civil war in Northern Ireland, together with the return of
the right-wing Tory government in Britain, have all indicated very
concretely the qualitatively new dimension of the class struggles
inevitably prepared by the gathering economic crisis which has now
struck. :

In every one of these countries — and in all others, for the capitalist
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economy is now more than ever before an inter-connected whole, in
which the law of uneven development makes the situation more
explosive, rather than providing sectors which will escape the main
trends — this new dimension is the preparation of confrontations
between the classes on the decisive question of state power. In indus-
trial trade union struggles, workers will proceed as if the old forms of
organization and consciousness, the old mistrustful coexistence with
opportunist leaders, remain as effective as during the boom, Great
dangers confront the workers’ movement because this conservatism
enters into the sharpest contradiction with the objective political
developments at national and international level. The bourgeoisie,
with its state power and its agents within the labour movement,
prepares consciously to break the working class and to behead its
tevolutionary leadership. The ruling class senses, from the vantage-
point of all its economic and political requirements, the need to
impose entirely new forms of rule, and it proceeds very deliberately to
act.

The decisive role of the Trotskyist movement has been and must be
to develop political consciousness, Marxist theory, in order that the
conscious preparation of the proletariat can defeat that of the class
enemy. This can be done only cn the basis of a correct appreciation of
the economic crisis, and of the inevitable break-up of the reformist
compromise.

If these were the rapidly maturing elements of the change in the
world political situation, then the August 1971 measures of the US
government, acting for the great monopolies and banks, made inevit-
able by the same basic economic developments, had the role of
crystallizing these elements into that changed situation: a situation
characterized by struggle for state power. In the class battles leading
up to the conguest of power the working class, because of its political
backwardness, will in some cases be able to march forward only after
the shock produced by secticnal or temperary defeats, in which
reformist illusions must be shattered only by the actual new experi-
ences in the class struggle. And only through the independent inter-
vention by the revolutionary forces before, during and after such
“ctions, can the necessary lessons be learned. The working class has

lemonstrated beyond any doubt that it is capable of fighting stub-
sornly and tenaciously, but there is no way of escaping the legacy of
eformist and Stalinist leadership: it must be faced up to and com-
»ated through every experience of the working class in struggle. This
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is what places such a heavy responsibility on the Trotskyist forces.
The sections of the International Committee will have to consist of
cadres trained in the basic theory and history of the Marxist move-
ment, able at every stage, through upsurges of the class as well as
through setbacks, to wage the struggle against Stalinism and refor-
mism, at the same time boldly advancing the policy and programme
on which the working class must fight to defeat the ruling class.

IV — Leadership and the Fight Against Revisionism

Whilst the rapidly deepening recession and collapse of the world
monetary system drive the capitalist class to the right, the Fourth
International has the responsibility of answering the ruling class ina
way which concentrates everything on the central issue of resolving
the crisis of ieadership, defeating the Stalinists and the reformists,
taking advantage of the insoluble crisis in their ranks. Such a task can
only be accomplished by parties which start from the most profound
analysis of the historic tendencies of the world capitalist crisis, and
which have based themselves completely on the long struggle against
revisionism in the Fourth International.

The political essence of this revisionism was liquidationism. Dur-
ing the post-war period and the boom of the 1950s and 1960s, this
liguidationism led to wholesale treachery, in which the Pabloites in
one country after another cellaborated with reformists and Stalinists,
in many cases directly against the Trotskyists of the International
Committee. In Ceylon and Algeria they collaborated openly with the
bourgeois governments, even entering the coalition of Mrs. Ban-
darz~aike. In every case they worked with counter-revolutionary
forces against the construction of independent revolutionary parties.
The cadres who fell into this revisionist trap were told to adapt
themselves to the supposedly inevitable appearance of left centrist
trends within the bureaucratic apparatuses. In the period which has
now opened up such liquidationism and capitulation to opportunism
and centrism becomes even more deadly. The evolution of N.M.
Perera and the LSSP in Ceylon is only a mild anticipation of this
process. From ‘united left front’ they went to a bourgeois coalitior
government, and thence, via the ‘peaceful road to socialism’, to th:
brutal suppression and incarceration of thousands of worker an
peasant youth. In the situation now entered into by the workers of th
advanced capitalist countries, any capitulation to centrism, any com
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promise with theories that revolutionary parties can be developed
naturally out of the radicalization of the working class, or
through the regrouping of ‘leftward-moving’ forces, will be treachery,
with fatal results. Everything now depends on the training, in practice
and theory, of a cadre which understands that it is the independent
leadership of the Fourth International alone which can provide the
pole of attraction for all the best elements of the working class and the
youth, who are driven towards revolutionary consciousness by the
crisis, because of the decisive breaks in the old relations, but who
cannot attain that consciousness except in a struggle between our own
forces and the Stalinists and reformists. This must predominate over
all tactical considerations in our work in the labour movement. It is
only the assembling and educating in struggle of such revolutionary
parties which can provide the real possibility for the working class to
win 1o its side the best forces from the intellectuals and the middle
classes and peasantry. Centrist waiting and spontaneism of any kind is
a direct assistance to the ruling class and the Stalinist bureaucracy,
facilitating their conscious day-to-day work of breaking up every
manifestation of the growth of revolutionary consciousness.

In the Unired States, the inevitable concentration of the economic
crisis on the dollar means that the American working class moves to
the centre of the political stage. Insulated to a certain extent from the
accumulating international contradictions in the recent period, so
long as these were covered up by the incessant inflation of the dollar,
the US working class is now exposed to the shock waves of all these
contradictions at a new level. Yet this working class is equipped with
only economic organizations and individualistic trade union con-
sciousness adequate to the boom and the days of undisputed US world
domination. Nowhere more sharply than here, therefore, is the ques-
tion of revolutionary leadership posed.

The revisionists of the Socialist Workers’ Party have played a
treacherous role in obstructing the revolutionary preparation of a
cadre in the United States. When the Socialist Workers’ Party in 1963
broke relations with the International Committee and openly
returned to Pabloism in the so-called United Secretariat, they evaded
all principled questions of the continuity of the Marxist movement,
md proceeded from the appearance of agreement on the immediate

concrete’ issue of the Cuban revolution. Far from being, as was
laimed, a turn towards revolutionary developments, this was the
very opposite. By accepting the theory of an epicentre of world
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revolution int the colonial countries, the SWP was writing off the
American working class. '

By welcoming Castro’s regime as a workers’ state and Castro as a
‘natural Marxist’, the SWP waged a fronta] attack on the very funda-
mentals of Marxist theory and on the building of independent
revolutionary parties. The SWP’s Cuba campaign was actually a turn
to the liberals and the middle class through the ‘Fair Play for Cuba
Committee’. Their telegram of condolences to Mrs. Kennedy was the
crude but true expression of this reactionary course.

Such an orientation could only produce a party and a youth move-
ment, the Young Socialist Alliance, which was dominated by the
politics of middle-class protest, suppression of the independent prog-
ramme of the working class, and open hostility to Marxist theory. It
was from this standpoint that the SWP, along with the whole United
Secretariat, developed the “analysis’ of sectors of radicalization: of the
youth, of the Negroes, of women, etc. They worked in these spheres,
and in the anti-war and student movements, as conscious opponents
of any turn to the working class, and they opposed all attempts to
develop the independent line and organization of the working-class
revolutionary leadership. In every case the independent demands of
the working class were subecrdinated to the preservation of alliances
with the middle class, and this was excused by references to the
dangers of secterisnism and the need for a truly mass movement. The
fight for the American Labour Party, the building of revolutionary
fractions in the trade unions, the training of a force of young Marxist
revolutionaries to carry this struggle into every sector of the labour
movement — this was left to the Workers® League, in collaboration
with the International Commitiee, which has been built through a
consistent fight against the opportunism and anti-internationalism of
the SWP.

The verbal opposition of Hansen and Peng in the recent period to
the line of Germain-Majtan-Frank is not a departure from these
revisionist politics, but a further development of them. According to
Hansen, it is now necessary to turn away from the Germain-Maitan
thesis of guerrilla struggles, particularly concentrated in the colonial

. countries. Hansen draws attention to the disorientation of the Latin
American revolutionary forces by Castroism and guerrilla-ism, and
calls for a return to the ‘orthodox’ Marxist positions on the urban
struggle, on the central role of the proletariat, and on the revolutio-
nary youth. Not only was Hansen the chief agent imposing these
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disastrous theories on the revolutionary cadres in Latin America in
1961-1963, but his own party, the SWP, has also shown in its politics
that Hansen’s ‘orthodoxy’ is but a cover for consistent disorientation
of the youth into the camp of petty-bourgeois radicalism.

Most important of all, Hansen himself proposes to ‘correct’ the
course of the United Secretariat without any political and theoretical
accounting. To do so would mean an objective analysis of Hansen’s
own role in 1963, the essence of which was to engineer an unprinci-
pled unification without any theoretical or historical discussion. The
SWP’s original 1953 break with Pablo had remained at a purely
empirical and national level, without going to the class roots and the
theoretical essence of Pablo’s tendency. Now the SWP has turned full
circle after a tortuous 20-year-long empirical blundering. Hansen
once again asserts ‘orthodox’ Trotskyism against the crudest Pab-
loism, having himself been the creator of the very situation in the
world movement which he seeks to change. The development of the
world Trotskyist movement can in no circumstances take place along
the road of compromise or fusion with this anti-theory tendency, but
only by the most implacable theoretical and political struggle against
it. A generation of Trotskyists will be trained in the United States only
through a determined struggie to turn to the working class and
consciously develop dialectical materialism against pragmatism and
against this disastrous leadership of the SWP. The building of the
Workers’ League, fighting on the programme of the International
Committee, is therefore at the centre of the tasks of the IC. From this
development will come the source, for the international movement, of
a qualitative leap in Marxist consciousness, precisely because in the
tasks of the American proletariat are concentrated in highest form the
international contradictions.

Nixon’s measures of August 15, 1971, denote the beginning of an
entirely new stage in the class relations in the United States, not only
in the long term but immediately. Industrial struggles, through

‘Nixon’s insistence on wage control, are brought into the centre of
politics. The imperialists now restrict cheap imported goods, reduce
the purchasing power of the dollar through devaluation, and step up
an intensified exploitation for competition abroad. Inevitably this
means direct attacks on the living standards of American workers. It
mesans that the resistance to these attacks, beginning as trade union
struggles, is immediately answered by the ruling class as sabotage of
the national interest. The US imperialists are forced in the direction of
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political reaction, and must strike blows against the working class of a
type not experienced by a whole generation. This will be a rude shock
to millions of workers with reformist illusions bred by the boom.
These struggles will be the framework within which Marxists must
develop in the United States, as in ail the advanced capitalist coun-
tries.

The student, Negro, and anti-war movements of the late 1960s in
the US, like the anti-Vietnam war protests and the ‘student power’
manifestations in Eurepe and Japan, were not, as the revisionists
claimed, the first wave of a new type of revolutionary anti-authority
movement springing out of the specific contradictions of ‘neo-
capitatism’. On the contrary, they were but the heat-lightning flashes
anticipating the entry on to the scene of the working class all over the
world.

The petty bourgeois and the student youth are moved by various
separate expressions of the crisis, expressions in the ideological and
political super-structure. But these elements can never produce the
decisive class force for the socialist revolution. The proletariat will
also from time to time reflect the developments in the super-structure,
but great changes in the mass movement, the indispensable prerequis-
ite for revolution, derive from the shocks produced by the contradic-
tions in the very economic foundations of the capitalist order. The -
only correct orientation for the radicalized youth of the 1960s was a
turn to prepare the resources and cadres for the great working-class
struggles now placed on today’s agenda by the economic crisis. This
was the meaning of the [C’s struggle for Marxist theory against
impressionism, for the building of revolutionary parties against liqui-
dation into middie-class protest movements, for the theory and prog-
ramme of struggle against imperialism and bureaucracy, against the
revisionist theories of a new stage of capitalism with new types of basic
contradictions and new revolutionary elites. The training of cadres is
not a formal task of education plus organizational experience, in
preparation for deepening crises and intensified struggles. The
revolutionary leadership must constantly struggle 1o integrate all the
effects of the historical crisis, not only as they appear in the experience
of the working class but also in the objective relations between all
classes, and in the reflection of these relations in the consciousness of
all classes,

Marxist theory must be developed through intervention in all these
spheres, and in struggle against the existing level of consciousness in
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he working class. The spontaneous consciousness of the effects of the
wrisis in the working class is an inadequate and conservative con-
iciousness. Not only is it restricted by the objective limits of the
vorkers’ experience, but it is all the time subjected to the develop-
xents in bourgeois ideology and its agencies in the workers’ move-
ment. Only a conscious fight for dialectical materialism against this
ideology at every point can be the basis for the training of cadres.

Revisionism in the Fourth International has always been directly
opposed to this conception. Pabloism abandoned the revolutionary
party and attributed a revolutionary role to sections of the Stalinist
bureaucracy and the nationalist petty bourgeoisie. It is just as danger-
ous to proceed, as the OCI does, on the basis of elaborating a prog-
ramme to ‘correspond’ to the aspirations of the working class. This
mechanical and anti-Marxist approach to the question of conscious-
ness actually leads to a capitulation to existing opportunist trends in
the labour movement. It assumes that the experience imposed on the
workers by capitalism will bring about a growing rejection of the
Stalinists and reformists, leaving scope for a ‘regroupment’ around
the revolutionary party. The politics arising from this false theory are
called, wrongly, the working class united front.

The fruits of this revisionist approach have now been seen at the
nternational level. The OCI’s ‘reconstruction’ of the International
imounts to a series of organizational blocs with centrists and oppor-
unists in oppositien to the Trotskyists of the IC majority. Essen was
he open manifestation of this, to be followed by the OCD’s declara-
‘ons on the Bolivian revolution. The real construction of the FI must

roceed by the assembling and training of the most advanced workers
ad youth into independent revolutionary parties, and not on such
‘egroupments’.

Since 1944, the national-liberation struggles of the colonial peoples
ave occupied the front line of the direct struggle of the masses against
nperialism. This colonial revolution, which the military oppression
f the imperialist powers has failed to stop, has however remained
olated from the struggle of the proletariat in the metropolitan
ountries. In this, the counter-revolutionary role of Statinism in all its
-zachery is most thoroughly exposed. Whether in its Soviet or

anese forms Stalinism has claimed to give solidarity and support to

e colonial peoples but has in fact played a decisive role in disciplin-

1 the workers of the advanced countries while the capitalists pur-

=d compromise Keynesian policies. Vietnam, Cuba, Indonesia,
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Korea, and the Latin American, African and Asian liberation strug-
gies of the last 27 years — all have received verbal and even limited
military support from Stalinism. But the essence has been that
Stalinism has been the principal obstacle to the international mobili-
zation of the only force, the working class, whose struggle can guaran-
tee the completion of the process of permanent revolution and resolve
the problems of the colonial masses. ‘Peaceful co-existence’ means in
fact the maintenance of brutal military oppression and the eventual
success in some cases of extreme right-wing accessions to state power
which they use to suppress the masses. These are the tendencies
expressed from Vietnam to Algeria, from Indonesia to Egypt, from
West Africa to Cuba and Latin America.

The role of the revisionists was to serve as an accessory of counter-
revolutionary Stalinism in these great struggles. Nat only did Pab-
loites join the Ceylon coalition in 1964, and Pablo serve as Ben Bella’s
official adviser; they conducted the protests against the Vietnam war
in such a way as to deliberately obscure the counter-revolutionary role
of the Stalinist bureaucracy. Lentnism was vulgarized and trampled
on. The protest movement was justified, in the words of the Pabloites
themselves, by an appeal to quotations from Lenin to the effect that
the first duty of a revolutionist in an imperialist country is to support
the liberation struggles of the colonial peoples. Behind this vile decep-
tion, alliances with liberals and Stalinists were placed higher than the
independent interests of the working class and the building of the
Fourth International. In the name of Ledin and Trotsky, the essence
of their work, the building of independent proletarian parties, was
rejected, and the colonial peoples were stabbed in the back vet again.

Inside the colonial and semi-colonial countries, revisionism again
directly assisted the Stalinist bureaucracy and the nationalist agents of
imperialism, by accepting petty bourgeois nationalist leaders as the
revolutionary representatives of the masses. They completely rejected
the essence of Lenin’s position and the theory of Permanent Revolu-
tion: the construction of independent proletarian parties, leading the
working class at the head of the oppressed peasantry, as the only force
able to resolve the tasks of the democratic revelution and go beyonc
them to the workers’ power, as part of the international proletaria‘
revolution.

The prospects for the proletariat in the colonial revolution nov
undergo a transformation, as the working class of Europe, Americ
and Japan is inevitably drawn into the battle for state power by th
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precipitate development of the economic crisis. The struggles in the
colonial countries, having raged since 1944, now come together with
the revival of the revolutionary struggle in the metropolitan countries
at an entirely new level. But this coming together of the struggles
poses the most acute contradictions and dangers. Imperialism hastens
to impose its crisis, so far as possible, on the colonial masses. It impels
a brutal swing to the right in the Sudan, Egypt, and throughout the
Middle East and it seeks the direct collaboration of the Chinese as well
as the Moscow Stalinists to impose military dictatorship in India and
Ceylon. The Stalinists’ support of the junta in Peru and the right-wing
coup in Bolivia are proof that the same class relationships have
matured in Latin America. The end of the boom has meant a quick
end to the middle-of-the-road role of sections of the narionalist
bourgeoisie, and everything now depends on the independent role of
the working class which can be exercised only under the leadership of
parties of the Fourth International. The sections of the Fourth Inter-
national in the colonial countries will therefore be faced with mobiliz-
ing the working class to repel the attacks of reaction, to lead every new
mass struggle produced by the convulsions of the economic crisis, and
to participate consciounsly in the building of the international
revolutionary leadership. Above all it is necessary to orientate com-
pletely along the line of the independent revolutionary party against
Stalinism and petty-bourgeois nationalism. These are the lessons of
the whole post-war period and of the fight against Pabloite
revisionism, confirming all the basic positions of Lenin, Trotsky and
the Third International. If these lessons are not learned now, then the
new period we have entered holds the gravest dangers.

Latin America, with the Cuban question at the centre, similarly
manifested the decisive issues in the world class struggle and in the
fight to build the Fourth International. In 1963, the ‘reunification’ of
the Pabloite forces led by Frank, Mandel-Germain and Maitan with
the Socialist Workers” Party, was effected primarily on the supposed
establishment of a Cuban workers’ state by a petty-bourgeois leader-
ship under Castro, which had thereby become Marxist or Trotskyist
through a process of natural evolution. Here was to be found the
concrete historical expression of the long-advocated liquidation of the
Fourth International in favour of spontaneous development from the
‘new world reality’. The ‘reunification’ also held out the prospect of
Algeria following in- the footsteps of Cuba and becoming the first
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workers’ state in Africa, with Ben Bella ‘another Castro’. The Interna-
tional Committee was condemned as sectarian and blind to the *facts’
of Cuba’s supposed break with imperialism. Dynamics of World
Revolution Today, published in June 1963 as the document of the
‘reunification’ said:

The emergence of mass revolutionary forces led by parties or tendencies
which have developed outside the realm of Stalinist control (Cuba,
Algeria) has introduced a most powerful disintegrating element into inter-
national Stalinism, favouring the development of a revolutionary left
wing. (page 15}

From Cuba the conclusion was drawn that the revolution could
succeed in colonial countries ‘even with a blunt instrument’ (page 5).
Fidel Castro’s purging of the Escalante group in Cuba was welcomed
as a critique of bureaucracy in the tradition of Lenin and Trotsky!
(page 35).

In drawing up the balance sheet of these political positions, it is
above all necessary to emphasize the method of constructing the
Fourth International that is at stake, and to draw the lessons today.
The International Committee proposed then, as it proposes in a
different context and a different form today, a discussion of all out-
standing political questions which embraces all sections attached to
both the International Committee and the Pabloite Secretariat (now
the “Unified Secretariat’). It is, of course, no accident that Ceylon, for
example, is missing from the 1968 and 1969 documents of the Unified
Secretariat’s World Conference. In 1963, the Ceylon section was
mentioned in Dynamics of World Revolution Today as the only mass
party in the Fourth International — only one year before this party
entered a bourgeois coalition! “Unification’ was effected in 1963 only
on the basis of suppressing discussion of differences and excluding the
International Committee from the discussion, Ben Bella was impris-
oned by the Boumedienne regime, which imposed a more right-wing
nationalist regime in Algeria. Algerian militants under the influence
of the revisionists, especially Pablo himself, were blinded by the
theory of ‘blunted instruments’ and became the victims of the right-
wing coup, as against any supposed ‘left’ development. The FLN
produced no revolutionary development and drove no Stalinist party
in a ‘revolutionary direction’.

In Cuba the Castro movement, already merged with the Cuban
Stalinists, moved completely into the policy orbit of world Stalinism.
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As foreseen by the analysis of the International Committee, the Castro
government, through its control of the state offices and its alliance
with counter-revolutionary Stalinism, entered upon the course which
eventually will increase the dependence of Cuba on world imperialism
and deprive the working class of many of the conquests won in the last
ten years.

Castro began in 1966 his open assault on Trotskyism in Latin
America; the ‘Castroite’ guerrilla strategy failed in one country after
another. Loyal to the Stalinist bureaucracy which guaranteed prices
for the sugar crop, Castro kept silent on France May-June 1968 and
then supporied the Warsaw Pact intervention in Czechoslovakia.
Under pressure from the Soviet bureaucracy to restore good relations
in Latin America, the Castro regime did not support the persecuted
students of Mexico. Now, as the Stalinists welcome the Peruvian
junta as a ‘revolutionary’ government, so does Castro abandon any
pretence of fighting a Latin American revolution and seeks agree-
ments with the so-called ‘left’ governments of these countries.

Undoubtedly the US investments of the past decade in Latin
America have encouraged an upsurge of the workers’ and peasants’
movements. This rise of the working class, which gives the real hope to
the historic struggle of the rural poor, continuing throughout the
continent, requires Trotskyist leadership; requires proletarian
revolutionary parties able to oppose the Stalinists® collaboration with
imperialism. This upsurge of the working class, together with the
inescapable problems of trying to build up an autonomous Cuban
economy on the basis of sugar-culture, is the forcing-house behind
Castro’s inevitable acceptance of the Stalinist bureaucracy’s pressure
to move back to the American imperialist camp, via closer relations
with Peru and then with the Organization of American States. The
Castro government, far from being the leadership of a revolutionary
party at the head of a workers’ state, was on the contrary a Bonapartist
caretaker for the Cuban bourgeoisie, holding the masses in check.

Just as the militants, particularly youth, coming forward in struggle
in the advanced capitalist countries can go rapidly through the experi-
ence of exhausting the traditional leaderships and testing out centrist
tendencies, so in Latin America the ‘Castroite’ appearance of an
alternative to Stalinism has had to show its true nature. In both cases it
is the depth of the world crisis which has forced this development.
Revisionism’s crisis naturally reflects directly this rapid exhaustion of
the centrist and petty-bourgeois layers upon which it depends.
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Castro now follows the Kremlin bureaucracy in hailing the regime
of the military junta in Peru as ‘revolutionary’. What the junta repres-
ents is a bonapartist dictatorship, directly subservient economically to
US imperialism, but politically able temporarily to control sections of
the masses through measures of so-called ‘nationalization’. This will
more and more be the pattern in Latin America. Brutal suppression of
the peasant masses in their struggle for land accompanied by ‘land
reform’ benefiting a better-off minority; a period of relative expansion
and ‘reform’ in industry through new relations negotiated with the US
‘monopolists; integration of the trade unions into the state machine;
preparations for repression of all independent working-class organiza-
tion; ‘revolutionary’ nationalist demagogy of the bonapartist rulers,
supported by the Stalinists. Castroism, aided by the revisionists, has
become the apologist for this development, poisoning the develop-
ment of all those militants it could influence among the workers, the
youth and the poor peasantry.

The election of Allende in Chile holds the same dangers. His
‘Marxism’ represents the immediate needs of US imperialism: to Iull
the masses to sieep while the best conditions are created for the
expansion of US investment. The Stalinisis and Castroites, behind the
deception of a unity against the most reactionary forces, support such
regimes and use them to strike out against the building of independent
revolutionary parties based on the strategy of the permanent revolu-
tion and the programme of the Fourth International.

The Pabloite revisionists inevitably enter an insoluble crisis in
Latin America at this point. It is the very entry of the proletariat as the
decisive force, now needing a leadership and strategy to lead the poor
peasantry behind it and armed with the programme of Trotskyism,
that makes necessary the changed political nature of those Latin
American regimes. This, and not adaptation to the new regimes,
provides the basis for the development in Marxism in Latin America,
and already produces the determined elements who are fighting to
build the Fourth International in Latin America around the Interna-
tional Committee.

The lessons of Bolivia, foliowing on Ceylon, Algeria and Cuba,
bring home with the greatest urgency the necessity of parties of the
Fourth International fighting on the basis of the Permanent Revolu-
tion. Necessary above all else, after the accession to power of Torres,
was to build a party which was proletarian and revolutionary in
programme and composition, able to lead the masses on the question
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of land reform. But the workers’ organizations were subordinated to
the centrist policy of conditional support for Torres. The way was left
open for the right-wing militarists and fascists to win time and support
in the countryside and effect a successful coup d’état. Support for
Torres could only have this outcome. Caught in the illusion of a ‘dual
power’ which could effect a gradual transition through struggie
against reaction, the revolutionary vanguard was politically disarmed,
and this meant the working class was disarmed. While the masses
laboured under this illusion, the right wing prepared the counter-
revolution. The resistance of the workers and students was soon
overcome because there was no independent revolutionary prepara-
tion.

The regroupment of Trotskyist forces in South and Central
America will take place only if the lessons of the Bolivian events, and
the lessons of the Pabloite capitulation to Castroism, are learned. The
only road is: the construction of independent proletarian partics as.
part of the building of the Fourth International.

In Asia, the people of Vietnam are now directly joined in struggle
by the masses in Ceylon and in Bengal. But this new upsurge of the
colonial masses coincides with the deepest crisis in the advanced
countries. For this reason the Stalinist bureaucracy, in Peking as well
as Moscow, turns more resolutely to the imperialists. When the
bureaucracy supports reaction in Pakistan against Bangla Desh, and
supports the Bandaranaike government in Ceylon, it is betraying the
future interests of the Vietnamese revolution as well as building up for
massive repressions in India and Ceylon. But this is a natural conse-
quence of the Stalinist bureaucracy’s policy since 1968. They bet-
rayed the revolution in France and brutally suppressed the Czech
workers, they helped break the Spanish miners’ strike, they shot
down the Polish workers in 1970. The fact that Mao’s as well as
Brezhnev's counter-revoiutionary role is more and more expressed in
these first stages of the economic crisis of capitalism can constitute a
great advantage to the Trotskyist movement, provided we fight
everywhere to train the independent leadership through the struggle
against these betrayals.

V' — The Tasks of Building Revolutionary Partics.

The Stalinist bureaucracy senses very well that the insoluble
imperialist crisis means mass revolutionary struggles. These strug-
gles, with power as their perspective, threaten every basic premise of




38 THE FIGHT AGAINST PABLOISM

the bureaucracy’s relations with imperialism, and open up to the
workers of Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union the prospect of a
united international revolutionary struggle, for the social revolutien
against capitalism, and for their own political revolution against the
bureaucracy. It is for this reason that the bureaucracy turns on the one
hand to the imperialists and on the other to sharper repression at
home.

It was always true that the bureaucratic-military means to which the
bureaticracy restricted the defence of the USSR actually defeated
their object, because they operated as part of an overall strategy which
strangled the only real force able to defend the gains of October, i.e.
the international working class. Thus today, the collaboration of
world Stalinism with imperialism, far from making it more ‘peaceful’,
actually opens the door to the growing right-wing and militaristic
tendencies which always arise at times of capitalist crisis. The
capitalists are driven by necessity in the direction of re-conqguest of the
USSR, Eastern Europe and China, and the Stalinist betrayals are
calculated to divide and weaken the working class within each
capitalist country which must fight for its own power if capitalist
reaction is to be halted. As part of the international role of Stalinism,
Stalinist parties will undoubtedly lead workers in some cases to
defeats.

There will be no short cuts around these experiences as the working
class goes through its preparation for the decisive struggle for power.
The working class will test out its existing leaders and organizations,
and the IC sections must find every way of breaking the masses in
action from the Stalinists and reformists, posing always the question
to all those who still command the aliegiance of the working class: take
the state power, break with the bourgeoisie.

However, the new crisis after August 15 will very soon have effects
in which the time taken to pass through some of these experiences is
greatly reduced. Sections of workers will be placed in situations where
they will learn more in a few weeks than in a lifetime. But this does not
mean a pleasant educational exercise under ‘favourable’ conditions.
Rather, it involves profound shocks in the whole way of life and
thinking of the working class. Only Marxists who struggle to develop
their understanding of dialectical materialism, of the real develop-
ment of consciousness, will be able to break from routine, from formal
expectations and propaganda methods, and instead find new ways of
extracting new knowledge from the objective changes, and from this
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developing theory and programme for the next stage of the practical
revolutionary struggle. It is in this sense that only parties trained in a
conscious struggle to develop dialectical materialism against all
enemies, all forms of idealism, will be equipped for the approaching
struggles.

The crisis is fundamentally one of revolutionary leadership. Qur
task is by no means just to find adequate expression for the developing
moods and demands of the masses as they are spontaneously driven
into action. It is to give leadership against the centrist traps into which
these spontancous movements will fall. The initial struggle will shat-
ter the existing relationships and conceptions, but left to itself the
result will merely be a coexistence of militancy and ‘left’ thinking with
the existing reformist and Stalinist leadership. The Trotskyists must
conduct an all-round political and theoretical struggle against
capitalist ideology in all its forms in order to break the ideological
domination imposed by the bourgeoisie through reformism,
Stalinism and revisionism. This means a conscious fight to start from
the building of the independent revolutionary cadre in every country,
at the same time studying with the greatest care the actual develop-
ment of the working class, but in no case confusing the latter with its
pale reflection in sectors of the apparatus.

In the course of development of the new phase of capitalist crisis,
centrism will appear at every major turn. In appearance it corresponds
to the level reached by sections of the working class just breaking from
reformism. Given the independent intervention by Trotskyism
against centrism, then we can expect the enormous tension created by
the economic crisis to provide conditions in which the centrists will be
very rapidly exposed for the opportunisis they are. But here lies great
danger: the capitalist class needs every new upsurge of the working
class to be broken in its early stages, and it relies on the centrist leaders
to carry out the necessary betrayal. To combat and defeat this cen-
trism is not therefore a propaganda task, but a life-and-death matter
for the working class. It can be dealt with only by a party whose cadres
are trained on the whole body of Marxist theory.

What flows, therefore, from our theoretical analysis of the present
economic and political situation, and from all the basic experience of
our movement, is the paramount need to struggle on the basis of
dialectical materialism for the independent development of our own
revolutionary party in every country. This, the creation of a decisive
pole of attraction for the best elements driven forward by the crisis,
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and not some centrist adaptation to ‘new forces’, is the fundamental
requirement of the working class and the youth. To go deeper and
deeper into the masses, as the new stage of the crisis requires, is a task
that cannot be undertaken except through the most decisive concent-
ration on the development of Marxist theory.

The Third Conference of the International Committee in 1966
adopted a resolution based on the report of the Conference Commis-
sion on ‘Rebuilding the Fourth International and the Tasks of the IC’.
Asserting the continuity of the Fourth International since 1938 in
struggle against Stalinism and against Pabloite liquidationism, this
resolution emphasized above all else the building of independent
revolutionary parties in every country. Such parties can only be built
in opposition to all tenclencies to syndicalism and spontaneity. In the
epoch of wars and revolutions, and especially in the peried since the
early 1930s where the crisis of revolutionary leadership predominates,
all such tendencies quickly fall prey to centrist treachery. The very
fact that the imperialist crisis forces more and more millions of the
masses into conflict dernands precisely that a leadership is forged
which can establish the political independence of the working class.

The proletariat will not abandon its traditional trade union and
political organizations immediately to take the road of revolution. It
wilt first act while still within the framework of these organizations,
producing a crisis within them. The resolution of this crisis is a
conscious task which can be undertaken only by parties of the Fourth
International. The cadres of the Fourth International fight within the
mass organizations -of the working class to defend the trade unions
from the capitalist state; they conduct a political struggle 1o remove
the opportunist and Stalinist leaderships as the basis of the fight for
proletarian democracy within the trade unions. All sectarianism,
turning away from the mass organizations, must be resolutely
opposed. It is essentially in this fight against the opportunist leader-
ship, intervening on all the basic questions confronting the working
class to win cadres and lyuild the revolutionary party, that the struggle
to unite the working class takes place. In this period of the crisis of
revolutionary leadership, the struggle to build the independent cen-
tralized revolutionary leadership is a fundamental, principled issue.
To the building of the party all tactical questions are subordinated in
the direct sense that every aspect of work — in the unions, in the
youth movement, in propaganda, etc. — is planned and controlled
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from the party, with its perspectives worked out from the standpoeint
of building the party necessary to lead the working class to power.

The role of a daily party newspaper in this fight is indispensable. It
is the organizer of the party, constantly struggling to create a political
homogeneity of the work and consciousness of all members of the
revolutionary party. It gives the party the necessary striking power in
reacting to the sharp political turns characteristic of this revolutionary
period. It takes to a new level the struggle of Trotskyism against
Stalinism and all the agents of capitalism within the working class. It
is the concrete realization of the perspective of resolving the crisis of
leadership, enabling the fight for revolutionary consciousness to be
conducted on the political, the economic and the theoretical frontsina
way which is enriched and unified by the daily necessity of interven-
tion in the class struggle.

The Third Conference of the International Committee also decided
to set up a youth commission working under its direction. This youth
commission undertook the immediate tasks placed before it —
organization of mass participation in the Li¢ge demonstration against
NATO and the Vietnam war in October 1966, and convening an
international conference of revolutionary youth organizations (begun
as the International Youth Assembly, summer 1967). There is no
doubt that the radicalization of youth in the 1960s was, as always, the
anticipation of a renewed revolutionary upsurge of working-class
struggle. For this reason the orientation of the sections of the Interna-
tional Committee towards the youth was correct and of great impor-
tance. It has strengthened the cadre of the IC sections in preparation
for the great class battles which began in 1968. This new revolutionary
stage of the class struggle provides qualitatively new conditions for a
mass Trotskyist youth movement. The youth can now march forward
no longer comparatively isolated from the adult workers, but on the
contrary, given strength and confidence by the actions of large sec-
tions of the working class.

The political development of the revolutionary youth is greatly
facilitated by this relationship and the struggie against all forms of
opportunism and adventurism in the youth can be carried through
under very favourable conditions. Naturally the youth come into the
struggle with no experience of the fundamental clash between
imperialism and the proletariat. Their enthusiasm and energy, so
essential to the building of the revolutionary party, have to be tem-
pered and given greater force through the absorption of all the lessons
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of the revolutionary struggle of the proletariat. These lessons can only
be learned in the school of Lenin and Trotsky, in the building of
parties of the Fourth International. There is thus no separation what-
soever between the building of the revolutionary party and the build-
ing of the mass revolutionary youth organization and youth Interna-
tional. The International Committee thus has a primary responsibility
for the development of an international youth organization which
places itself clearly and openly under the banner of Trotskyism, of the
Fourth International.

The history of the Fourth International, as of the Third Interna-
tional set up under the leadership of Lenin and Trotsky, proves
beyond any shadow of doubt that the laying down of a correct prog-
ramme, even with the most impeccable historical forebears and pre-
conditions, does not provide automatic sureties of the development of
revolutionary leadership. Not complacency, but the most vigilant,
combative and scrupulous attention to theoretical questions, check-
ing on every perspective and every development, constantly turning
the cadres of every section towards fundamental theoretical ques-
tions, will build the revolutionary party. This is the most decisive
lesson of the history of the Fourth International and the struggle
against the revisionists. Development will not come from any combi-
nation of adherence to programme with the enthusiasm of the youth
and the influx of fresh forces from the struggle of the working class. It
will come from the battle to develop and deepen Marxist theory
against every pressure from bourgeois ideology. The deeper the crisis
of imperialism, and consequently of its bureaucratic agencies in the
labour movement. the more pressing the tasks posed before the
revolutionary leadership, the sharper is the pressure of all forms of
idealist thinking inside the revolutionary party. There is no road to
the building of the revolutionary party, no road to workers’ power,
except this one. It is precisely the possibility, under today’s condi-
tions, of building the Fourth International into the world leadership
at which Trotsky aimed, that poses the task of deepening dialecticat
materialism in the conflict against all forms of revisionism, of negating
the whole period since 1938. The struggle against revisionism is the
essence of preparation. It prepares the revolutionary party to fight for
the leadership of the working c¢lass in overturning all the defeats and
obstacles placed in its way by imperialism and the Stalinist bureauc-
racy.
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The essential task before the Fourth Conference of the Interna-
tional Committee is the theoretical and political preparation of all its

sections, and of all those now coming towards the International

Committee, to establish in the immediate future parties which will
successfully challenge the Stalinist and reformist leaderships and lead
the struggle for workers’ power.







Chapter Two

The Third World Congress

The Third World Congress of the Fourth International, held in 1951,
was the last before the split. Pablo’s liquidationism had already found
expression in his article “Where Are We Going?’, published in Feb-
ruary but not brought into the pre-congress discussion. The confu-
sion in the Congress can be measured by the fact that it adopted
contradictory resolutions on Eastern Europe and on Yugoslavia — the
latter, drafted by Pablo, proclaiming that Tito’s Communist Party
had broken from Stalinism and led the Yugoslav workers to
revolutionary victory.

The responsibility of the SWP leadershlp is clearly demonstrated in
Document 3, written as a contribution to the World Congress. Its
presentation was sabotaged by their representative, George Clarke,
and the SWP leaders later cited this as an excuse for their failure to
take up a struggle against Pablo (p. 160 below). Its contents, however,
belie any claim to have made a principled fight against revisionism
(see the Introduction to this volume).

Document 4 does represent an attempt to lay down an opposition to
Pablo by leading members of the French section. They were however
dissuaded from publishing it by Ernest Mandel (Germain), who also
refused to submit 1o the Congress his own “T'en Theses on Stalinism’
expressing differences with Pablo. It was this unprincipled conduct
which prepared the way for Pablo’s axeing of the French majority
some months later.

45
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DOCUMENT 3

Contribution to the discussion on international
perspectives by the Political Committee of
the SWP, June 5, 1951

Contribution to the Discussion on International Perspectives

The main propositions in the ‘“Theses on International Perspec-
tives’ are as follows:

1. Since the Korean conflict, imperialism has plunged into acceler-
ated military and political preparations for a new world war.

2. These preparations will inevitably encounter resistance from the
masses suffering from the effects of militarization (lowered living and
working standards, attacks on their rights, etc.).

3. The imperialist drive toward global war is taking place in an
international situation which is unfavourable tc capitalism and
threatens to become still worse.

4, The growing strength of the anti-capitalist forces and the
undermining of imperialism can just as readily hasten the outbreak of
war as delay it. In either event, the final decision rests with US
imperialism. The American imperialists may plunge into a general
war precisely in order to keep the disadvantageous relationship of
class forces from getting worse.

5. A Third World War unleashed under such conditions would
from the start acquire the character of an international civil war,
especially in Europe and Asia. It would be a war waged by the
imperialist bloc against the USSR, the People’s Democracies, China,
the colonial revolutions and the revolutionary labour movement in the
capitalist countries. It will be 2 war of capitalist counter-revolution for
the restoration of private property, colonialism, and other forms of
servitude against the international revolutionary movement in all its
diverse forms.
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6. Such a war would differ from the previous two world wars in
important respects. First, it will not be a struggle for world domina-
tion between rival imperialist blocs but primarily a class war. Second,
it would not come about as the culmination of a series of defeats of the
proletariat and its political prostration. It would come rather as a
result of serious setbacks to imperialism —— not at a time when the
workers and colonial peoples are crushed and weakest but when
imperialism itself is being dealt hard blows. Consequently, the
immediate effect of another world war will be not the blunting and
suppression of the class struggle but its extreme sharpening to the
point of social paroxysms.

7. This analysis of the world sitnation makes necessary the follow-
ing orientation and holds out the following perspectives for the
revolutionary movement:

a. The preparations and even the outbreak of world war are no
occasion for despair or defeatism in the ranks of the vanguard. On the
contrary, it must be viewed as opening up considerable revoluticnary
possibilities on the international arena, provided the vanguard pur-
sues a correct line and takes full advuntaye of its opportunities.

b. Marxists cannot take a ‘neutralist’ or abstentionist attitude
toward the contending forces in the impending war. They must be
intransigently opposed to the imperialists and their agents and unam-
biguously align themselves with the antagonists of imperialism which
have a different social nature, tendencies and aims. This class position
which clearly differentiates between the contending camps should be
made manifest in all political activity and the press.

¢. In the movements, countries and forces headed by Moscow and
the Stalinists or by the reformists, Marxists must clearly distinguish
between social regimes, forces and movements of an anti-capitalist
kind and their bureaucratic and opportunist leaderships.

d. Wherever the masses are acting against the capitalist regimes,
the Marxists must participate, with their own programme by the side
of the workers, peasants and colonial peoples in their struggles with
the aim of deepening and widening the movements along revolutio-
nary lines. Under certain conditions this may require entry into the
Stalinist-controlled movements and even critical support to regimes
under their auspices, as in China.

¢. This necessarily involves at the same time a struggle against the
Soviet bureaucracy and the exploitation of the world crisis of
Stalinism for the building of a new revolutionary leadership. It
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requires systematic efforts to get closer to the working masses in
Europe and Asia now under the influence er domination of Stalinism.

f. In countries where Stalinism is weak and the reformists are the
tdominant force as in England and India today, it means work among
the masses and within the parties now following the reformist leaders.
In countries where both Stalinism and Social Democracy are weak, as
in the United States, it means contending directly with the union
bureaucracy and capitalist representatives for leadership of the work-
ers.

With the above propositions we are wholly in agreement.

At the same time, in our opinion it is necessary to expand and
strengthen the theses along the following lines:

8. The necessity to oppose the imperialist bloc and to defend the
conquests of October against imperialism does not mean support to
the diplomatic moves or military strategy of the Kremlin, as the
Theses themselves indicate. The unfoldment of the class struggle and
the lines of class interest in the course of war would not in all instances
and all places necessarily coincide with the official governmental or
military line-ups. The case of Yugoslavia illustrates such a condition
today. Similar cases may arise in course of the war itself. In the period
ahead Marxists confront a twofold problem: On the one side, that of
defending the conquests of October against imperialism and on the
other, of defending the revolutionary struggles and their conquests (as
in Yugoslavia today) against the Kremlin.

9. The direct counter-revolutionary role which Moscow has played
and continues to play will not fade into the background in the event of
war. On the contrary, it will come to the fore whenever and wherever
independent mass movements threaten to pass beyond the control of
the Kremlin or the parties it dominates. Regardless of the effects upon
the defence of the Soviet Union, the Stalinist bureaucracy will not
countenance independent mass movements, and, least of all, opposi-
tional ones. If the Kremlin feels thar such independent movements
jeopardize its interests it will not hesitate to repress them:.

Unfolding revolutionary movements may in certain circumstances
sweep the agents of the Kremlin along and they will seek to head
them in order to control them. It is necessary to warn that the more
such movements tend to sweep over their heads, the more openly will

the Stalinist bureaucracy tend to collide with them and seek to crush
them.
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10. While the greatly aggravated and steadily worsening interna-
tional sitnation considerably reduces the chances for a deal between
the Kremlin and the imperialists, the possibility of such a deal still
remains. The conservative Stalinist bureaucracy has far from rejected
its perspective of living peacefully with imperialism, if only it is
permitted to do so. To this end it is prepared, as it always has been, to
sacrifice the interests of the workers everywhere. Such moves as
Togliatti’s bid to the Italian bourgeoisie demonstrate that the Kremlin
has far from lost hope for a deal. While any such deal, if concluded,
can only prove temporary and partial, it would nevertheless modify
the international situation and our own perspectives in the period
immediately ahead and therefore should not be completely left out of
our analysis.

11. Instead of attempting to provide a general redefinition of
Stalinist parties, it would be more advisable to recommend following
their concrete evolution in each given case, in their specific relations
with the Kremlin on the one side and with the mass movement in their
own country, on the other. At the same time, it is imperative to
reaffirm our previous characterization of Stalinism as a counter-
revolutionary force. Stalinism remains what it has been — before,
during and following the last war. It is a national reformist bureauc-
racy and an agency of imperialisin in the world labour movement.
What is new in the situation are not any changes in the nature and role
of Stalinismn but the new conditions in which these parties, including
the Krernlin, now find themselves and as a result of which they have
been plunged into crises.

The possibility and the probability that the mass movements in
some countries may sweep over the heads of the Stalinist parties opens
up two variants of development. If such parties go along with the
masses and begin to follow a revolutionary road this will inescapably
lead to their break with the Kremlin and to their indepenident evolu-
tion. Such parties can then no longer be considered as Stalinist, but
will rather tend to be centrist in character, as has been the case with
the Yugoslav CP. Those parties, however, which in conditions of
mass upsurge remain totally tied to the Kremlin will unfold their
counter-revolutionary role to the full.

The characterization of Stalinist parties as ‘not exactly reformist’
parties is both vague and misleading and should be eliminated.

12. The analysis of how the Stalinist parties may conduct them-
selves during wartime in capitalist countries, tends to be one-sided in
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the theses. It is stated that in certain circumstances such parties may
be compelled to outline a revolutionary orientation. This is not exc-
Iuded. But the contrary is likewise not excluded. In certain circums-
tances the Stalinists could and would even in the midst of war work to
strangle revolutions. This variant ought to be emphasized no less than
the other. In addition it ought to be stressed that with the outbreak of
war all these Stalinist parties will not escape from the conditions of
crisis now convulsing them but rather will find this crisis intensified
many fold.

13. In harmony with what has been said it is further necessary to
emphasize that the tactical orientation does not imply any conciliation
with Stalinism. On the contrary, these tactics are designed to enable
us to merge with the living movement of the masses and to combat
Stalinism all the more effectively.

14. While the immense revolutionary upheavals which the out-
break of global war would provoke in the imperialist sectors is cor-
rectly emphasized, it should be pointed out that such a war would
likewise aggravate the latent conflicts and arouse independent mass
movements against the Kremlin’s dictatorship in the areas it domi-
nates. This will very likely come about in the East European countries
where the CP’s have already had to be purged of their native leader-
ships and among the Soviet nationalities which have directly experi-
enced the evils of Stalinist oppression. The task of the Marxists will be
to link themselves with these anti-Stalinist movements of the people,
give them a clear and consistent anti-imperialist and anti-capitalist
expression, and guide them in a revolutionary socialist direction.

15. The perspective of ‘deformed workers’ states’ as the line of
historical development for an indefinite period ahead should not be
recognized in the theses implicitly or explicitly. Backward countries,
whether in Eastern Europe or in Asia, constitute only one of the main
channels of revolutionary development. The extension of the pro-
letarian revolution to one or more advanced countries would radically
alter the entire world picture. This aspect ought to be put forward in
the theses. The retardation of the socialist revolution and its resulting
confinemeni to a backward European country was a historical condi-
tion that largely determined the course of world history since 1924.
But today we are on the threshold of an entirely new situation. The
unparalleled sweep of the colonial revolutions may seem to reinforce
this previous trend. Its end result, however, will be to reverse it. For
these colonial revelutions, now beginning to engulf the Near East as
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well, are shaking asunder the entire imperialist world structure and
thereby providing a tremendous spur 1o the socialist revolution in all
the advanced countries, including the United States.

The outbreak of general war will not alter this trend but, on the
contrary, greatly reinforce revolutionary developments in both the
backward and the advanced countries. The sweep of the colonial
revolutions should be directly connected in this sense with the pers-
pectives in the advanced countries. At the same time, it should be
noted that this interaction between the evolution of backward and
advanced countries will aggravate in the extreme the unfolding crisis
not only of imperialism but of Stalinism as well.

16. The central political feature of the world situation today is the
crisis of the proletarian leadership. It is imperative to reaffirm this
proposition of our Foundation Theses. Everything hinges on the
resolution of this historic task. The objective conditions for its fulfill-
ment are now ripe but the task will not be resolved automatically or
mechanically or independently of our intervention and policies. The
proposed tactical moves derive their fullest meaning and importance
in connecton with the solution of this problem.
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DOCUMENT 4

Where is Pablo going? by Bleibtreu-Favre,
June 1951

Introduction by La Verite

The document we are serializing appeared at the beginning of June
1951 under the title “Where is Comrade Pablo Going?” Its publication
has been postponed for several months at the request of a member of -
the International Secretariat — Comrade Germain, the author of “Ten
Theses’ (see issues 300-304 of La Verite) -—— who warned the leadership
of the Parti Communiste Internationaliste (PCI) against ‘the trap
Pablo has laid for destroying the French section.’

When the author of the “Ten Theses’ opposed their adoption by the
PCI Central Committee, he left no room for doubt that he had
renounced defending his ideas. He had capitulated, like Zinoviev and
others had done before him, like Calas did recently before the French
CP’s Central Committee. Trotsky had learned from experience that
the rarest and most necessary quality for a revolutionary leader is “that
little thing called character’!

The Trotskyist critique of the revisionist notions expressed by
Pablo in “Where Are We Going?’ began with “Where Is Comrade
Pablo Going?’ The reader can refer to the former document, which
appeared in the February 1951 issue of the magazine Quairieme I'nter-
nationale. It is interesting to note that neither “Where is Pablo Going?’
nor any other political documents of the PCI were published in the
international bulletins preparing for the World Congress.

“Where Are We Going?” was the ideological proclamation of Pab-
loism. To date, the split in France has been the main practical result.
May it be the last!
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Where is Comrade Pablo Going?

Clarity in a discussion arises from the presentation of opposing
theses on the one hand and from polemics on the other; the two
methods do not contradict each other but are instead complementary,
in the strictest sense of the word.

To refrain from stating your theses, to stage a sort of guerilla
warfare of partial amendments when principles are at stake or, even
worse, to restrict yourself to polemicizing against the weak points of
the contested thesis is the distinguishing characteristic of tendencies
that have neither principles nor any consciousness of their duty to our
World Party of the Revolution.

As for us, we think that the method that guided the international
discussion on the problems posed by the people’s democracies is the
correct method; each thesis was fully presented by various comrades
(we are speaking of the comrades of the majority who at the Second
World Congress came out against the revisionist tendencies, which
dissolved after having fought us with a series of indirect attacks
[Haston is the prototype in this regard — F.B.]}.

In particular, we believe that Germain’s “Ten Theses: What Should
Be Modified and What Should Be Maintained in the Theses of the
Second World Congress of the Fourth International on the Question
of Stalinism ?’ — we emphasize that we mean the ‘Ten Theses’ and not
their bizarre foreword — is a positive and extremely timely document
in the discussion preparing for the World Congress. Its clarity fully
exempts it from the obligation to engage in a polemic against the
points of view expressed on several occasions by Pablo. This is the way
a healthy discussion should start. But to remain healthy, it can’t stop
there. The points on which there is disagreement must be brought
before the full light of day, which is something that only a polemic can
accomplish.

The goal of this document, which is addressed to our entire Interna-
tional, especially to all our leading comrades in the International, is to
tell them fraternally and frankly of the danger that a whole series of
new positions represents for the program, the activities, and the very
existence of our International. We say: be careful; the scratch may
become infected, and then gangrene can set in.

We don’t pretend to be infallible, we don’t think cur theses are
exempt from a number of insufficiencies, we don’t feel we have the
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right to give lessons to any of our comrades; but we say to them —
‘Look out, our ship has lost its course; it’s urgent that we take our
bearings and change our course.’

In his document ‘Where Are We Going?’ Comrade Pablo brings
into full daylight the revisionist tendencies that were included in the
International Secretariat’s draft thesis but were disguised in the Ninth
Plenum’s [November 195077 compromise resolution.

Beginning with its opening lines, the violent tone of this document
is surprising, all the more so since we don’t know which members of
the International Executive Committee and the International Sec-
retariat were being taken to task . . .in January 1951. We will undoub-
tedly never know the names of the peaple in question, those “people
who despair of the fate of kumanity,” nor those who have written that ‘the
thinking of the International seems out of joint,” nor those who ‘cry bitter
tears’ (which Pablo wants to believe are genuine), nor those who ‘taslor
history to their own measure,” nor of those Trotskyist careerists who
‘desire that the entire process of the transformation of capitalist seciety into
socialism would be accomplished within the span of their brief lives so that
they can be rewarded for their efforts on behalf of the Revolution.’[Em-
phasis added.]

I. The Theory of ‘Blocs’ and “Camps’ Makes Its Appearance in the
International

‘The history of all hitherto existing society is the history of class struggles,’
one reads in that dustbin known as the Communist Manifesto.

Butit’s necessary to keep abreast of the times and to admit without
hesitation along with Pablo that:

‘For our movement objective social reality consists essentially of the
capitalist regime and the Stalinist world.” [International Information
Bulletin, March 1951, “Where Are We Going?’ p.2. Emphasis added.]

Dry your tears and listen: the very essence of social reality is com-
posed of the capitalist regime (!) and the Stalinist () world (?).

We thought that social reality consisted in the contradiction bet-
ween the fundamental classes: the proletariat and the bourgeoisie.
Clearly an error, for from now on the capitalist regime, which encom-
passes precisely these two classes, becomes a totality that is counter-
posed ...to the Stalinist world.

The term ‘world’ is quite obscure, vou will say; but it offers some
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significant conveniences and permits classifying states and social
groups according to the supreme criterion: their Stalinist or non-
Stalinist ‘nature.’

Thus the state that arose from the Third Chinese Revolution
{whose economy, let us recall, has retained a capitalist structure up to
the present) is classified by Pablo as being in the Stalinist world. We
will return to this question.

On the other hand, the Yugoslav workers state (where the economy
is almost fully nationalized and planned) is expelled from the Stalinist
world. And since it cannot remain outside the realm of objective social
reality, it drifts objectively, though imperceptibly, into the enemy camp
{along with its arms, bags and baggage, and dictatorship of the
proletariat!).

In order to dispel any uncertainty as to his conception of contem-
porary history, Pablo continues:

‘Furthermore, whether we like it or not, these two elements (the
capitalist regime and the Stalinist world) essentially constitute pbjec-
tive socigl reality, for the overwhelming majority of the forces oppos-
ing capitalism are right now to be found under the leadership or influence of
the Soviet bureaucracy.” [*"Where Are We Going?,” p.2. Emphasis
added.]

Thus the sum total of Pablo’s *social’ criterion seems to be the
political nature (Stalinist or non-Stalinist) of states and human groupings.

He gives us no details about the tiny remaining minority that is
neither under the leadership nor influence of the bureaucracy. Let’s
admit that it’s the exception that proves the rule. What then is this
tiny minority of forces that are anticapitalist but non-Stalinist?

We don’t think it’s intended to include the millions of workers in
the USA, England, Canada, Germany, etc., who are neither influ-
enced nor led by Stalinism. We must then conclude that the pro-
letariat in the most advanced countries of the world do not constitute
‘forces opposed to capitalism.” They have been labelled and
pigeonholed under the category ‘capitalist regime.’

It’s more difficult to pin this label cn the massive liberation move-
ments in North Africa, Black Africa, Madagascar, India, Ceylon, and
Indonesia, a movement that cannot possibly be considered as either a
tiny minority or belonging to the Stalinist world.

Thus, like it or not, classes, states, and nations must rush pell-mell
into one camp or the other (capitalist regime or Stalinist world).
Morecover, Pablo adds, the international relationship of social forces
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is, ‘to express it in a schematic way, the relationship of forces between
the two blecs.™? (p.5.)

What Pablo calls ‘expressing it in a schematic way’ in reality consti-
tutes mixing and jumbling everything together, ending up with an
incredible confusion. When analyzing situations it is impossible te
abandon class lines even for an instant without ending up with such
‘schemnatic concepts’ and fruitless endeavars.

What? The international relationship of forces is the relationship of
forces between the two blocs! Some progress.

Since contemporary social reality consists of the rwo blocs, the
relationship of social forces is naturally . . .the relationship of forces
between the two blocs! This logic is irreproachable, because it is a
tautology.

We will be told that we have misinterpreted what Pablois saying; he
meant the international relationship of forces between the classes which,
schematically, is the relationship between the blocs. But where is
there any room here for the old-fashioned notion of classes? Where in
Pablo’s document is there any serious analysis of the situation of the
international proletariat? If he had tried to give any, he certainly
wouldn't have ended up with this astonishing notion of ‘blocs,” nor
would he have designated the international proletarian forces as the
forces of this extraordinary ‘Stalinist world.’

Furthermore, he explains what he means quite clearly when he
talks about the respective roles of Stalin and the revolutionary pro-
letariat within the very ‘Stalinist world.’

According to him, ‘the revolutionary spirit of the masses directed
against imperialism acts as an ADDITIONAL FORCE, supplementing
the material and technical forces raised against imperialism.” (p.5
Emphasis added.)

In effect, he is making it quite clear that the revolutionary forces are
the forces of the Stalinist world. But within this Stalinist world there

! “Thus two camps have been formed in the world: on the one hand there is the
imperialist and anti-democratic camp, whose basic goal is to establish American
imperialism’s domination over the world and to crush democracy; on the other hand
there is the anti-imperialist and democratic camp, whose basic goal consists in under-
n}ining imperialism, strengthening democracy, and liquidating the remnants of fas-
cism.

“The struggle between these two camps, between the imperialist and anti-imperialist
camp, unfolds under conditions of a continued deepening of the overall crisis of
capitalism, of a weakening of the forces of capitalism, and of the strengthening of the
forces of socialism and democracy.’ (Zhdanov Theses, 1947, given to the first meeting
of the Cominform in 1947.)
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are major forces: these are the material and technical forces — Soviet
industry, the divisions of the Red Army; and there are supplementary
forces, a sort of National Guard that is tacked on to these technical
forces. The revolutionary spirit of 400 million Chinese workers, the
Vietnamese, the Koreans, and all the working people in the ‘Stalinist
world’ are the auxiliary forces of the socialist bastion led by Stalin.

Here you have the conclusion that necessarily emerges when the
petty-bourgeois concept of a ‘bloc” between states is substituted for a
class anatysis of world rezlity (an analysis of the contradiction between
the international proletariat and the international imperialist
bourgeoisie), that is, for the basic reality of the world we live in. Like
it or not, on the basis of this concept the most one can do is provide
more ammunition for Zhdanov, whose thesis rests on the following
supreme postulate: the acid test for revolutionaries is their loyalty to
the Soviet Union and to its leader Stalin. The petty-bourgeois concept
of blocs necessarily leads to a choice berween Stalin (with or without
reservations) and Truman (with or without reservations).

The direction in which the choice is made depends solely on where
the dominant pressure is coming from. In Central and Western
Europe, the petty bourgeoisie tends 1o lean in a ‘neutralist’ direction,
that is, to adapt to the Stalinist bureaucracy, which they see as having
the prestige of power and of numerous “victories’ in Asia, in the buffer
zone, etc. — and whose ‘material and technical forces’ are impressive
by virtue of the fact that they are quite close at hand.

Marzxists have been accustomed to starting out with the criterion of
class. It was this class criterion that enabled Leon Trotsky and the
Fourth International to take on the revisionists on the question of the
USSR and to classify the degenerated workers state in the camp of the
international proletariat. Today we are supposed to turn Marxism
upside down, stand it on its Hegelian head, its legs waving toward the
sky ‘of life’, of ‘objective social reality, in its essence’ (the worst of
abstractions under the circumstances). And from this inconvenient

- position we are supposed to classify such-and-such section of a class,
and such-and-such state, and such-and-such technical force in one or
the other ‘bloc’, capitalist regime or Stalinist world.

I1. The Beginning of a Revision on the Nature of the Bureaucracy

In Pablo’s article we discover the notion of a Soviet bureaucracy
that will survive after the world revolution and then wither away by
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virtue of the development of productive forces. We read, in fact, that
the Soviet bureaucracy will disappear in ‘two (contradictory) ways’:
— ‘by the counterblows of the anti-capitalist victories in the world and
even in the USSR, sumulating resistance of the masses to the bureauc-
racy’;

— ‘by elimination in the long run of the objective causes for the
bureaucracy, for all bureaucracy, in direct proportion as the capitalist
regime suffers setbacks and an ever increasing and economically more
important sector escapes from capitalism and organizes itself on the
basis of a state-ized and planned economy, thereby stimulating the
growth of the productive forces.” (p.5 Emphasis added.)

The second thesis, the idea that the bureaucracy will disappear
through the development of the productive forces, contains as many
errors as words:

(1) It establishes an amalgam between the Soviet bureaucracy and
bureaucratism as it appeared in the USSR during Lenin’s lifetime.

(2) It begins with the notion of a slow and gradual decline (‘in direct
proportion’) and of a slow accumulation of sectors in which a planned
economy is instailed. This is in fiagrant contradiction with the pers-
pective of a war that will be the final struggle between the classes, of a
war that will determine the fate of world capitalism and that excludes
capitalisn’s being nibbled away over a lengthy period.

(3) Does Pablo — who believes, by the way, that a third world war
is imminent — mean that in the very course of the war the develop-
ment of the productive forces (which would be turned entirely toward
the war effort at the expense of consumer goods for the masses) is
capable of forcing a retreat in bourgeois norms of distribution? Or
doesn’t he take seriously the notion that the third world war will be a
final struggle, that is, does his perspective admit the possibility that
the outcome of this war might be a new situation of equilibrium
between the fundamental classes, with fewer bourgeois states coexist-
ing with more numerous workers states?

Actuaily, the principal fauit with the second thesis is the fact that it
even exists, because it is equivalent to conceding that the Soviet
bureaucracy can survive after the victory of the world revolution over
imperialism. It is in direct contradiction with the first thesis (the
traditional Trotskyist thesis), which is juxtaposed in an eclectic man-
ner to the second thesis (Pablo’s thesis).

In the drafi theses that Pablo presented to the Ninth Plenum of the
IEC, whose relationship to his personal positions we have noted, the
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sole explanation given for the Soviet bureancracy’s hostility to world
revolution was the following vulgar economist explanation:

‘It (the bureaucracy) cannot capitulate to imperialism without
andermining its existence as such in the USSR; on the other hand, it
cannot base itself on the proletariar and the extension of the world revolu-
tion, which would remove, by organizing and developing the productive
Sorces tn the world, the objective reasons for its existence and above all(?)
for the omnipotence of any bureaucracy?’

The notion here is perfectly clear and is substituted for the Trots-
kyist notion of the bureaucracy’s incompatibility, not with planning
and the development of prodactive forces, but with the revolutionary
action of the masses, whose “first revolutionary victory in Europe,’?
Trotsky said, ‘will have the effect of an electric shock on the Soviet
masses, awakening them, reviving the traditions of 1905 and 1917,
weakening the position of the bureaucracy; it will have no less impor-
tance for the Fourth International than the victory of the October
Revolution had for the Third International.’

The bureaucracy is not afraid of the development of productive
forces. It is not holding back development in the USSR of its own will
but rather through its incapacity. To the extent that its very character
permits, it will try to increase development. Its slender results in
relation to the great possibilities of planning both inside and outside
the USSR don’t stem from a fear of disappearing following a growth in
income sufficient to eradicate social inequality. * What the bureauc-
racy fears is not the growth of productive forces. What they fear is the
awakening of the consciousness of the Soviet masses in contact with a
revolution in another country.

The main danger in the explanation given by Pablo (even when
juxtaposed with the discussion of another, correct explanation, the
above one)} is that it has the effect of masking the organically counter-
revolutionary nature of the workers bureaucracy in the Soviet Union.
This bureaucracy cannot be equated with the bureaucratism inherent
in any society in which a scarcity in consumer goods exist. This
2 8o far as Europe is concerned, consider the bureaucracy’s policy in France {19363,
Spain (1936-39), Poland (Warsaw uprising), Greece (1944-45), its efforts to prevent
and overturn the Yugoslav revolution, its policy in France and Italy in the face of the

revolutionary upsurge following the second world war.

3¢ .. .economic growth, while slowly bettering the situation of the toilers, promotes a

swift formation of privileged strata,’” Trotsky said in the fundamental document defin-
ing the USSR (Revolution Betrayed, point D in the definition of the USSR, New Park
Publications, 1973, p.255.)




60 THE FIGHT AGAINST PABLOISM

bureaucracy is the result of nearly thirty years of the degeneration of a
workers state. Politically, it has totally expropriated the Soviet pro-
letariat. Contrary to what Pablo states, wherever it has been able to act
bureaucratically or to maintain its bureaucratic control over the mas-
ses, the Soviet bureaucracy had tried to develop the productive forces
(in the USSR and in the annexed or satellite territories} in order to
strengthen the base of its own privileges and increase their extent. On
the other hand, its liquidationist attitude toward the revolution that
began in France in 1936; the way it brutally crushed the conscious
cadres of the Spanish revolution; its complicity with Hitler in order to
allow him to crush the Warsaw uprising; its Yalta policy against the
interests of the revolution in Greece, Italy, Yugoslavia, and France;
its blockade and military pressure against the Yugoslav workers state
in the hope of delivering it bound hand and foot to imperialisin
(contrary to the interests of defending the USSR itself) unequivocally
express the incompatibility between the Soviet bureaucracy and the
development of the proletarian revolution. Such a revolution would repres-
ent an immediate and direct threat to the bureaucracy’s existence, and it
would do so even more sharply if it were to take place in an economi-
cally less backward country.

Leaving the door open, however timidly, to the hypothesis that the
Thermidorian bureaucracy of the USSR could survive a third world
war is to revise the Trotskyist analysis of the bureaucracy. First,as we
have seen it calls into question the bureaucracy’s nature as a parasitic
growth of the workers movement that lives off the advantage of the
equilibrium between the fundamental classes. At the same time, this

concept leaves the door open to the negation of its working-class
nature.*

— Second, it overestimates the capacity of the USSR’s technical
means when confronted with those of imperialism.

— Third, it underestimates the breadth of the revolutionary
movement in Asia and around the world.
4 The draft theses presented by Pablo to the Ninth Plenum of the International
Secretariat (point 21, paragraph 3) spoke of the*conditions of economic explottation’ of the
Soviet proletariat by the bureaucracy. The idea of class exploitation no longer appears
in the text adopted by the International Executive Committee, but the notion of
historically necessary social layer (a class!) turnis up again in Pablo’s document,
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— Fourth, it accepts the notion that the Soviet bureaucracy can
exist peacefully alongside a victorious revolution. in the advanced
countries.

~— Above ail, and here is where what Pablo really thinks comes in, it
accepts the notion that the Soviet bureaucracy will not oppose the
extension of the revolution but will even stimulate it.

In giving priority to “technical and material forces’ as opposed to the
revolutionary struggle of the masses, however, Pablo does not go as
far as the thesis of our comrades in Lyon.’ This apparent superiority
expresses a total incomprehension of the predominant role of mass
revolutionary struggle in the development and the outcome of a third
world war.

The marked inferiority of the tecknical means at the disposal of the
proletariat in the present world situation, a situation of ‘blocs,’ as
Pablo puts it, becomes transformed into the proletariat’s superiority
in direct proportion with its revolutionary mobilization, with an tncrease in
wts level of class consciousness and socialist consciousness, and with its
revolutionary victories over imperialism. The military relationship of
forces is politically determined. The Thermidorian bureaucracy in the
USSR will play an even more emphatic counter-revolutionary role
when it sees an upsurge in the revolution take shape, and when it sees
mass socialist consciousness threatening its own domination in the
USSR.

In its enormous struggle to smash the coalition of the imperialist
bourgeoisie and its vast material means, the revolution will liquidate
the Thermidorian bureaucracy in the USSR along the way. Otherwise
the Thermidorian bureaucracy will impede, sabotage, and use milit-
ary force against the revolutionary movement of the masses, paving
the way for the victory of imperialist barbarism and for its own
disappearance as a parasitic caste in the degenerated workers state.

All the experiences since 1933 have shown the role cf the Soviet

5*QOnce the war breaksout . . .the bureaucracy will zo longer have any reason io oppose the

developmen: of mass revolutionary struggles in the imperialist camp. Quite the contrary
the bureaucracy will have every interest in developing anything thar will help under-
mine the military strength of the imperialist camp, including revolutionary movements
of great scope. ..."' (Thesis of the Lyons cell.}

The thesis as 2 whole comes down to this: up to the present the bureaucracy has been
opposed 1o the revolution out of fear of military invervention by the imperialists. In the
third world war the bureancracy will no longer have this preoccupation and wilt become
the leadership of the world revolution. This is much more consistent than Pablo’s
thesis. The author of this resolution nevertheless was weak enough to renounce it n
favour of Pablo’s position.
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bureaucracy with increasing clarity and simply express its dual charac-
ter — working-class and counter-revolutionary — its fundamentally con-
tradictory nature, and its impasse. This bureaucracy will not survive a
third world war, a war between the classes, a war whose outcome can
only be world revolution or, failing that, a victory for imperialism
that would liquidate ali the conquests of the working class in both the
USSR and the rest of the world.

HiI. From “Stalinist Ideology’ to the New ‘Bureaucratic Class’

Several times in the past the tendency to revise the Trotskyist
concept of the Soviet bureaucracy has been expressed through the
notion that Stalinism has its own ideclogy. Pablo seems to share this
belief today when he speaks of the ‘co-leadership of the international
Stalinist movement’ (our emphasis) by China and the Kremlin.

‘.. .China,” he writes, ‘could not play the role of a mere satellite of
the Kremlin but rather of a partner which henceforth imposes upon
the Soviet bureaucracy a certain co-leadership of the international
Stalinist movement. This co-leadership is, however, a disruptive ele-
ment within Stalinism. ..." Where Are We Going?’ p. 9. Emphasis
added.)

What does this Russian-Chinese ‘co-leadership’ of the international
Stalinist movement mean? Is there then a Chinese Stalinism alongside
Russian Stalinism? What is the social base of this Chinese Stalinism?
What then is its ideology? Is there really a Stalinist ideology?

We reply in the negative to all these questions.

The bureaucracy in the USSR has never even been capable of trying
to define a new ideology, contrary to the way in which any historically
necessary social formation, any class, operates. When you speak of the
Stalinism of a Communist Party, you are not speaking of a theory, of
an overall programme, of definite and lasting concepts, but only of its
leadership’s subordination to orders from the Kremlin bureaucracy.
This is the Trotskyist conception. The ‘Stalinism’ of the international
Stalinist movement is defined by this movement’s subordination to
the bureaucracy of the USSR.

“The Stalinist bureaucracy, however, not only has nothing in com-
mon with Marxism butis in general foreign to any doctrine or system
whatsoever. Its ‘ideology’ is thoroughly permeated with police subjec-
tivism, its practice is the empiricism of crude violence. In keeping
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with its essential interests the caste of usurpers is hostile to any theory:
t can give an account of its social role neither to itself nor to anyone
2lse. Stalin revises Marx and Lenin not with the theoretician’s pen but
with the heel of the GPU.’ (Leon Trotsky: Stalinism and Bolshevism,
New Park Publications, 1974, p.15.)

Would it be possible to have a Stalinist co-leadership, adual subordi-
1ation, one part of which would be . . .the Chinese revolution in full
iscendancy? Is a modified version of Stalinist ideology supposed to
1ave survived the victory of the revolutionary masses in China or is it
supposed to have arisen in the course of the revolution?

But, Pablo adds, this co-leadership is a disruptive element for
Stalinism. This clarification introduces a new confusion.

We are compelled on the contrary to state that the disruptive
zlement in the ‘international Stalinist movement’ as such is the
Chinese revolution and that this celebrated co-leadership, far from
seing a disruptive element, expresses an tnherertly temporary com-
sromise between the counter-revolutionary bureaucracy of the USSR and
ts NEGATION., the Chinese revolution. This compromise reflects the
ag between consciousness and reality, and more particularly the
slowness with which China has begun to accomplish the tasks of the
sermanent revolution. We will return to this question.

The notion of co-leadership betrays a vast incomprehension of the
treducible character of the contradiction between the Soviet
»areaucracy and a revolution in motion. Pablo has spoken several
imes of the ‘victories’ or ‘pseudo-victories’ of Stalinism when desig-
rating the development of the revolution in China, Asia, or elsewhere.
" For Comrade Pablo, the most important lesson of the Yugoslav and
“hinese revolutions is that it is important not to confuse them with
dure and simple victories (?) of the Soviet bureaucracy’!

For us, the lesson is that the development of the revolution is a
{efeat and a death threat for the bureaucracy, which does not evaluate
the ‘revolution in all its forms’ from the same perspective as Comrade
Zablo.

. When this comrade adds that ‘the evolution of China can prove
ifferent from that of the Soviet bureaucracy,” we have reached the
eight of confusion.(p.12. Emphasis added.)

If someone can explain to us at what conjuncture, in what century,
ad on what planet the evolution of China could have even proved
omparable to that of the Soviet bureaucracy — we’d like to hear about t,

This notion is only admissible if we accept beforehand Burnham’s
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thesis of the rapid formation (if not the pre-existence) of a bureaucracy
of the Sovier type within the very course of a revolution.

In that case, this bureaucracy would not only have an ideology oi
international value, but we would have to accord it a historically
progressive role. On the contrary, however, everything leads us to
believe that the outcome of a revolution — even one that is isolated —
will necessarily prove different and distinct from that of the USSR,
even if this revolution must degenerate because of its isolation and
weakness. Trotsky has clearly demonstrated, in opposition to the
revisionists, that the degeneration of the USSR has a specific histori-
cal character.

The Centuries of Transition

Are we compelled to revise Trotsky’s opinion on this point as well?

Arc the norms of the dictatorship of the proletariat, of the withering
away of the state, outmoded and consigned to the rubbish bin by ‘life’
and by experience? Is the Soviet workers state really a degenerated-
workers state (a counter-revolutionary workers state, Trotsky said)®
or, on the contrary, is it the prototype of what the transition between
capitalism and socialism will be like after the victory of the world
revolution?

Although he doesn’t pronounce himself clearly in favour of one
position over the other, and although his statements on this point are

5‘Some voices cry out:*‘If we continue to recognize the USSR as a workers’ state, we will
have to establish a new category: the counter-revolutionary workers’ state.” This
argument attempts to shock our imagination by opposing a geod programmatic norm t<
2 miserable, mean, even repugnant reality. But haven’t we observed from day to day
since 1923 how the Soviei state has played a more and more counter-revolutionary role
on the international arena? Have we forgotten the experience of the Chinese Revolu-
tion, of the 1926 general strike in England and finally the very fresh experience of the
Spanish Revolution? There are two completely counter-revolutionary workers’ interna-
tionals. These critics have apparently forgotten this “category.” The trade unions o
France, Great Britain, the United States and other countries suppert completely the
counter-revolutionary politics of the bourgeoisie. This does not prevent us from
labelling them trade unions, from supporting their progressive steps and from defend
ing them against the bourgeoisie. Why is it impossible to employ the same method witl
the counter-revolutionary workers’ state? In the last analysis a workers’ state is a trads
union which has conquered power. The difference in attitude in these two cases i
explainable by the simple fact that trade unions have a long history and we have bee
accustomed to consider them as realities-and not simply-as ‘categories’ in our progran
me. But, as regards the workers’ state there is being evinced an inability to learn .
approach itasa real historical fact which has not subordinated itself to our programme.
(Leon Trotsky: ‘Again and Once More Again on the Nature of the USSR, in Jr Defence
of Marxism, New Park Publications 1971, pp.30-31)
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quite contradictory, Comrade Pablo does seem to lean toward the
second response.

To those people-who-despair-of-the-fate-of-humanity, he replies
that the transitional society between capitalism and socialism will [ast
for several centuries {in oral discussion he has been more precise and
has spoken of two or three centuries).” ©. .. this transformation will
probably take an entire historical period of several centuries and will in
the meantime be filled with forms and regimes transitional between
capitalism and socialism and necessarily deviating from ‘pure’ forms
and norms.” (“Where Are We Going?’ p.13. Emphasis added.)

We are quite ready to engage in any struggle against purist utopians
who subordinate reality to norms in order to reject reality. But we
don’t see any sense in such a struggle at present, since we are unaware
of any expression of this “purism’ within the international majority
that emerged from the’' Second World Congress.

What we do see, ont the other hand, is that the degenerated bureauc-
racy of the USSR has become the new norm, that Pablo is construct-
ing a new utopia based on it, that the transitional society (‘several
centuries ...") takes on a character of the sort that the Soviet-type
bureaucracy (which is confused with all manifestations of bureauc-
ratism that are inherent wherever you have a low level of the develop-
ment of productive forces and a low level of culture) becomes a
historically necessary evil, that is, a class.

What we see is that the bureaucratic caste of the USSR, which we
consider to be the specific product of twenty-five years of degenera-
tion of the first workers state, is supposed o be only the prefiguration
of the ‘caste’ called on to lead the world for two or three centuries. So
the notion of a ‘caste’ has been sent packing, and what’s really
involved here is a class that was not foreseen by Marx, Engels, Lenin,
or Trotsky. '

As realists, we will have to revise Trotsky and his writings since the
New Course because they are full of errors and misunderstandings on
the historically progressive role of the bureaucracy. His explanation
for the formation of the bureaucracy in the USSR is tainted from the

7 In 1651, three centuries ago, the bourgeoisie began to emerge in England.

In 1751, two centuries ago, it began to appear in France.

The two or three century transition period in which Pablo accords a necessary role to
the bureaucracy would be longer than the period of bourgeois dominaton in the
countries that developed the earliest, and three to six tires longer than the worldwide
domination of the capitalist bourgeoisie. It would therefore be difficult to find fault
with applying the term class to the Soviet bureaucracy.
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start by its old-fashioned, utopian, and outmoded norms that have
been contradicted by reality.

His attachment to these norms led him to consider the evolution of
the USSR as a particular, exceptional, and specific violation of the
norm.

‘In the bureaucratic degeneration of the Soviet state it is not the
general laws of modern society from capitalism to socialism which
finds expression but a special, exceptional, and temporary refraction
of these laws under the conditions of a backward revolutionary coun-
try in a capitalist environment.’ (Leon Trotsky: “The USSR in War’ in
In Defence of Marxism, New Park Publications, 1971, p.8.}

What Trotsky calls degeneration is thus in reality the process that
must begin after the victory of the world revolution and will last two or
three centuries. And Trotsky put himself on the wrong side of the
barricades when he wrote:

“The most honest or open-eyed of the ‘friends’ of the USSR
console themselves with the thought that ‘a certain’ bureaucratic
degeneration in the given conditions was historically inevitable. Even
so! The resistance to this degeneration also has not fallen from the sky.
A necessity has two ends: the reactionary and the progressive. History
teaches us that persons and parties which drag at the opposite ends of a
necessity turn out in the long run on opposite sides of the barricade.”
(Leon Trotsky: ‘Socialism in One Country,” in The Revolution Bet-
rayed, New Park Publications, 1973, pp.307-8.)

He didn’t foresee that in the third world war the Soviet bureaucracy
would be called on to carry out the function of gravedigger for world
imperialism, to make an ‘international’ anti-capitalist revolution, or at
least to co-operate with it. Neither Trotsky nor the Fourth Interna-
tional — a tragic historical misunderstanding — were aware of that up
to this day.

Some Clarifications on an Incorrect Formulation

When we read in the Ninth Plenum resolution the following decla-
ration on the defense of the Soviet Union: ‘The defence of the USSR
constitutes the strategic line of the Fourth International, and its tactical
application remains, as in the past, subordinated to unimpeded
development of the mass movement in opposition to any attempt on
the part of the Soviet bureaucracy, the Russian army, and the Stalinist
leaderships to throttle and crush it.’
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When we read this we are teinpted to see no more than an incorrect
formuliation.

But we would be blind if we were to maintain this position after
having studied the document in which the secretary of the Interna-
tional sets forth his perspective more fully, deriving it from the
division of the world into the capitalist regime and the Stalinist world, a
division considered as the essence of social reality in our epoch.

If we adopted this revisionist perspective it would seem to be
necessary to go much further, to follow its logic to the end and to
subordinate tactical application to the strategic line. It is precisely this
principled attitude, this constant subordination of tactics to strategy,
that distinguishes Marxism from opportunism of every stripe.

Pablo cannot remain there, straddling a fence. He must bring
tactics into accord with not only strategy but alse with a social analysis
(his analysis) of the ‘present” world.

If on the contrary we retain Marx, Lenin, and Trotsky’s analysis of
society and their methodology, if we refuse to abandon the solid
ground on which the foundations of our International rest, if we
refuse to abandon this in favour of the quicksand of revisionism, our
Third World Congress will of necessity return to the Trotskyist
definition of the defence of the Soviet Union.

For Trotsky, the defence of the USSR did not constitute a ‘strategic
line.” The strategic line of the Fourth International is the world
revolution.

Defence of the USSR against imperialism, like the defence of any
workers state, is one of the tasks of this strategy, tasks that are entively
subordinated to the perspective of world revolution, to the strategy of the
revolutionary mobilization of the masses.

Defence of the TJSSR cannot take the place of the strategic line of
the World Party of Revolution — any more than the defence of the
Yugoslav workers state or any other workers state could.

Therein lies the difference between Trotskyism and the Titoist and
Stalinist varieties of centrism.

No unclarity can be allowed to remain in this discussion. Incorrect
formulations on such questions are genuine errors of doctrine. No
document of the International can today allow itseif the slightest
imprecision in defining the defence of the USSR and the place of this
defence in our strategy. The defence of the USSR and of all the workers
states constituies a task of the Fourth International, a task that as such and
in all its tactical applications must be entirely subordinated to the strategy of
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the struggle for the world revelution, to the unimpeded development of the
masses, etc.®

Pablo Yields Ground to Martinet

This notion that the defense of the USSR {or of the ‘Stalinist world”)
must be astrategic inehas perhaps been most thoroughly developed by
Gilles Martinet. Martinet is, in fact, the spokesman for the entire
Stalinist intelligentsia in France. The Second World Cengress cor-
rectly characterized his position as the Stalinist counterpart to Bur-
nham’s revisionism.

The pro-Stalinist manifestation (a product of the Stalinist pressure
in France) of this revisionism has been given its fullest form by
Bettelheim, Martinet, & Co. in Revue Internationale. When they
themselves apply the concepts menticned above to the present world
situation, they arrive at the following conclusions:

‘a) Owing to its lack of homogeneity and technical education, the
working class will be obliged to pass through a stage of social differen-
tiation and inequality after its conquest of power. Historic progress is
agsured by the privileged strata of the proletariat (the bureaucracy). It
is the task of the state to defend these privileges.

‘b) During the epoch of decaying imperialism, the proletariat ceases
to grow numerically and ideologically and instead retreats, witnessing
the decline of its strength and the decay of its social structure. The
failure of the ‘classic’ proletarian revolutions of 1918-23 is final. The
Leninist strategy of the proletarian revolution is a thing of the past. In
views of this incapacity of the proletariat to fulfill its historic mission,
humanity has no other road to progress except 1o try 1o ‘participate’ in
the statification of the means of production by the Soviet bureaucracy
on an ever larger scale, and to draw up a new minimum programime in
order to attenuate the violent character of this process. ...

% In the Second World Congress theses there was already an unfortunate formulation,
though it was appreciably different: “ ‘Defend what remains of the conguests of October’ is
2 (“a,” and not “the”) strategic line for the revolutionary party, and not alone a ‘slogan.”
['The USSR and Stalinism,’ Fourth International, June 1948, p. 114] It would have been
THOTC correct to say: ‘a strategic task’ OR ‘a strategic orientation,’ formulations thar are
clearly opposed to the notion that the defense of the USSR is just a “slogan.’

“The defence of the USSR roincides for us with the preparation of world revolution.
Only those methods are permissible which do rot conflict with the interests of the
revolutior. The defence of the USSR is related 1o the world socialist zevolution as a
tactical task isrefated toa strategic one. A tactic issubordinated to a strategic goal and in
no case can be in contradiction to the latter.” (Leon Trotsky: “The USSR in War,” inJ#
Defence of Marxism, New Park Publicatons, 1971, p.21.)
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“There is no room for [these revisionist tendencies] in the revolutio-
nary movement. But some of their features appear at the bottom of
mistaken conceptions on the Russian question which have found
expression in our own ranks. What is important is first of all to lay
bare the inner logic of this incipient revisionism and make its propo-
nents aware of its dangerous consequences to the whole of Marxism.’
[‘The USSR and Stalinism: Theses Adopted by the Second World
Congress of the Fourth International, April 1948, in Fourth Interna-
tional, Tune 1948, p. 125.]

In “Where Are We Going?’ Pablo throws this analysis overboard,
declaring:

‘Qur fundamenial (!) difference with certain nec-apologists for
Stalinism, of the Gilles Martinet stripe in France, does not involve the
fact that there are objective causes at work imposing transitional
forms of the society and of the power succeeding capitalism, which are
quite far from the ‘norms’ cutlined by the classics of Marxism prior to
the Russian Revolution. Our difference is over the fact that these
nec-Stalinists present Stalinist policy as the expression of a consistent,
realistic Marxism which, consciously and in full awareness of the goal,
is marching toward socialism while taking into account the require-
ments of the situation.” (p.8.)

Note first of all that contrary to the notion Pablo elaborated above,
Martinet does not repudiate the Soviet bureaucracy; instead he con-
siders it a necessary evil on which fails de facto the task of destroying
imperialism, and which will be overturned historically by the
development of productive forces. It is his servility when faced with
an accomplished fact, his tendency to generalize on the basis of the
degeneration of the first workers state in order to transform a specific
historical fact into a general historical necessity, more than his evalua-
tions of Stalin’s ‘“Marxism’ that make Martinet the most agile theoreti-
cian of the Thermidorian counter-revolution. The definition Trotsky
gave in ‘After Munich’ applies to him without qualification:

‘Only the overthrow of the Bonapartist Kremlin clique can make
possible the regeneration of the military strength of the USSR. Only
the liquidation of the ex-Comintern will clear the way for revolutio-
nary internationalism. The struggle against war, imperialism, and
fascism demands a ruthless struggle against Stalinisin splotched with
crimes. Whoever defends Stalinism directly or indirectly, whoever
keeps silent about its betrayals or exaggerates its military strength is
the worst enemy of the revolution, of socialism, and of the oppressed
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peoples. The sooner the Kremlin gang is overthrown by the armed
offensive of the workers, the greater will be the chances for a socialist
regencration of the USSR, the closer ahd broader will be the perspec-
tives of the international revolution.” (Writings of Leon Trotsky: 1938-
9,p.16.)

Such is the language we expected from the secretary of the Interna-
tional in regard to the wing of the petty bourgeoisie that has capitu-
lated before Stalinism and its supposed ‘victories.” In place of that we
are supposed to accept an ambiguous definition (actually the absence
of a definition) based on a stupid quarrel over Stalin’s merits as a
theoretician.

The Chinese Comrades’ Error Corrected With Another Error

It would be useless to deny that the Chinese comrades’ error weighs
very heavily on the present discussion. Not only does it explain in part
the orientation presented by Pablo, but Comrade Pablo also uses it
openly as an argument in defence of his thesis and in the hope of
overwhelming his adversaries.

We are not overwhelmed and for a whole series of reasons, among
them the following:

(1) In April 1950 one of us, Comrade Bleibtreu, spoke before a
public meeting of the ‘Lenin Circle’ on the problems of the Chinese
revolution. Vietnamese, Chinese, French, and Sinhalese comrades
attended the meeting. It concluded with an analysis of the Chinese
revolution and the Chinese Communist Party, and with the necessity
for Trotskyists 1o enter the Chinese Communist Party and form its
consistent Marxist wing, a wing capable of resolving in both theory
and practice the tasks of the permanent revolution.

This led, among other things, to his being vigorously contradicted
by a member of the International Secretariat.

(2) The Central Committee of the PCI [Parti Communiste Inter-
nationaliste — Internationalist Commaunist Party] met December 2,
1950, and passed a resolution asking the International Secretariat to
take a position on the Chinese events and on the errors of the Chinese
comrades. To date we have had no response from the International
Secretariat or the International Executive Committee. We hope that
this document will see the light of day before the World Congress,
because it would represent an essential element of clarification.
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In the face of this persistent silence, we are compelled to take the
initiative in a discussion that the international leadership should have
begun.

What Was the Error in China?

According to Comrade Pablo, this error began ‘following the vic-
tory of Mao Tse-tung.” {"Where Are We Going? p. 17.} In our
opinion, it predates this victory by quite a bit.

A revolution had been developing in China since 1946, a revolution
in which the Trotskyists should have been an integral part. Aban-
doned by Stalin, whose advice aimed at forming a National Front
government with Chiang Kai-shek they had rejected , and encircled by
virtue of the fact that the Red Army had given up Manchuria to
Chiang, the Chinese leaders had to confront the most powerful offen-
sive the white troops ever launched against the Seventh Army. The
only possibility that remained open to them {like the situation con-
fronting the leaders of the Yugoslav Communist Party 1942-43) was
the revolutionary mobilization of the masses. Rejecting their Stalinist
course of the previous years, they adopted a limited programme of
agrarian reform, which the masses greeted with immense enthusiasm.
Mass peasant committees and resistance groups sprang up every-
where and organized themselves to defend and extend the agrarian
reform and to crush Chiang, the representative of the landlords. The
advances Mao’s army made were above all the product of the massive
levy of the revolutionary peasantry, and of the parallel collapse of
Chiang’s peasant army, which was contaminated by the revolution
and the thirst for land. The Chinese CP itself underwent a change in
its social composition. The literate sons of well-to-do peasants, who
constituted the backbone of its cadres up to that time (and certain
among whom tended to oppose the explosion of elementary violence
set off by the turn their party had made), were submerged by an influx
of new militants hardened on the forge of the revolution itself.

Thus:

(1) The birth of the Chinese revolution was the beginning of the end
of the Chinese CP’s ‘Stalinism.™

% A ‘Stalinism’ that was never very deeply entrenched at any given moment in the
history of this party. Apart from the documents published by the Fourth International, a
reading of the works of Mao Tse-tung (each page of which contains a more or less veiled
attack on Stalin) is quite helpful in this regard.
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(2) The Chinese CP stopped subordinating itself to directives from
the Kremlin and became dependent on the masses and on their
actions.

(3) Its social composition was actually modified.

(4) The Chinese CP stopped being a Stalinist party and became a
centrist party advancing along with the revolution. This doesn’t mean
that the Chinese CP became a revolutionary party ipso facto. It
retained from its past a series of incorrect and bureaucratic concepts
that came to be reflected in its actions:

— by the timid character of its agrarian reform;

— by its limiting itself to North China;

~— by the Chinese CP’s conscious effort to keep the urban proletariat
isolated from the revolution.'¢

The dialectic of social reality has already partially withdrawn cer-
tain barriers, and there are reasons to hope that this course will
continue.

In any event, it is absurd to speak of a Stalinist party in China, and
still more absurd to foster belief in even the resemblance of a “victory
of Stalinism in China.’

The Korean war temporarily presented Stalin with both the means
to slow down the Chinese revolution’s progress toward the solution of
the tasks of the permanent revolution and to re-establish partial
control over the Chinese CP. This explains Stalin’s policy of ‘non-
intervention’ at the time when the victorious march of the Korean
armies could, with a minimum of support, have driven the
imperialists into the sea. This also explains the scantiness of his
present aid and his fear of a solution, especially of a solution in favour
of the Korean revolution.

Butwhen all is said and done, the reality of class struggle will prove
more powertul than the Kremlin apparatus and its maneuvers.

The error of the two Chinese groups is precisely to have failed to
grasp the social reality. They have identified the revolution with
Stalinism, which means identifying Stalinism with its negation.

The Chinese comrades turned their backs on the revolutionary

10 Tt is quite clear that the reasons for this stem from the difference between the
proletariat’s aspirations and forms of action, and those of the peasantry. The peasantry
desires bourgeois-democratic reforms and mobilizes spontaneously in the form of
partisan armies. The proletariat has socigfist aspirations and its revolutionary mobiliza-
tion creates proletarian organs of power, both of which lead to a direct contradiction
with the Stalinist bureaucracy right from the start.
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movement of the masses, fell back when confronted with its march
forward, and finally ended up in Hong Kong.!!

Their greatest error was not their faiture to understand Stalinism; it
was a different and much more serious lack of comprehension.

They didn’t recognize the very face of the revolution. They saw the
advance of Mao's revolutionary armies as a step forward for Stalinism.
They failed to understand that it is the action of classes that is
fundamental, that it is social classes and not the apparatuses that make
history, and that once it gets going, the action of masses is more
powerful than the strongest apparatus,

In many respects Comrade Pablo revives the analytical errors of the
Chinese comrades, even if he draws conclusions that are contrary,
though just as disastrous.

He makes the same error on the nature of the Chinese revolution,
which he considers as a victory — not a ‘pure and simple victory’ —
but nevertheless a victory of Stalinism.

This error flows from the erroneous notion of the Stalinist world
and is expressed in the notion of Russian-Chinese co-leadership of the
international Stalinist movement.

He shares the same erroneous criteria concerning the ‘Stalinist’
nature of a Communist Party. The Stalinist nature of a CP is consti-
tuted by its direct and total dependence in respect to the interests and
policy of the Kremlin. A refusal on the part of the Chinese CP 1o
accept the legal existence of a Trotskyist tendency — either inside or
outside its ranks — and even the repression against this tendency
would in no way constitute a criterion that ‘demonstrates its bureauc-
ratic and Stalinist character’ (Pablo), but solely its lack of understand-
ing of the permanent revolution, a lack of understanding that is not
specifically Stalinist. We have often been served up such absurdities
to ‘prove’ the ‘Stalinist’ character of the Yugoslav CP, which petty-
bourgeois idealists don’t hesitate to define as Stalinism without Stalin!

He shares the same lack of understanding of the relationships
between the masses, the CP, and the Kremlin bureaucracy: Pablo
places an equals-sign between the dual nature of the CPs and the dual
nature of the Soviet bureaucracy.

Generally, we would not deny that 2=2. But combining two errors
(for example, Comrade Pabio’s error and the Chinese comrades’

11 We request that the Internadonal Secretariat present its file of correspondence with
the Chinese comrades to the World Congress, and in this way inform the congress of the
directives that it had the right and the duty to give to the Chinese section.
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error) is not the equivalent of combining two correct statements(for
example, the thesis of our Central Committee and Comrade Ger-
main’s “Ten Theses’). Thus it’s not always true that 2=2.

The dual nature of the Soviet bureaucracy is both the reflection and
the product of contradictions in Soviet society. It is expressed through
the Bonapartism of Stalinism when it is confronted with social forces
inside the Soviet Union and on a world scale. The policy of the
bureaucracy is not dual but rather forms an integral whole throughout
all its variatiors; it’s a policy of balancing between the basic classes.

The dual nature of the CP means something quite different and
expresses a different contradiction because of the fact that a parasitic
bureaucracy of the Soviet type doesn’t exist internationally. The
duality, the contradiction of a CP stems from the fact that it is a
workers party by virtue of its soctal base (2 necessary base for the
Kremlin’s balancing act) and a Stalinist party by virtue of its politics and
tts leadership (a leadership chosen from above on the basis of its total
submission to the Kremlin’s orders).

The thing that defines a workers party as Stalinist — as opposed to a
revolutionary party or a social-democratic party (linked to the
bourgeoisie} or any sort of a centrist party — is neither a Stalinist
ideology (which doesn’t exist), nor bureaucratic methods (which exist
in all kinds of parties), but rather its total and mechanical subordina-
tion to the Kremlin.

‘When for one reason or ancther this subordination ceases to exist,
that party ceases to be Stalinist and expresses interests that are differ-
ent from those of the bureaucratic caste in the USSR. This is what
happened (because of the revolutionary action on the part of the
masses) in Yugoslavia well before the break in relations; the break
only made it official. This is what has already happened in China, and
will inevitably be reflected by a break in relations no matter what
course the Chinese revolution takes.

A break in relations or a gradual differentiation within the Chinese
CP, an eventuality that flows first from the correct evaluation of the
nature of the CPs {(an evaluation we gave in some detail at the Fourth
Congress of our party in 1947) that was developed by the Second
World Congress, and then from the lessons of the Yugoslav experi-
ence, would have the effect of greatly stimulating the revolutionary
struggle in Asia, Europe, and Africa. It would also facilitare
revolutionary victories in a series of countries, diminish considerably
imperialism’s capacity for resistance and counterattack, and increase
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the level of conscicusness and the combativity of workers in the
advanced industrial countries. At the same time, it would modify in a
favourable way the relationship of forces within the workers move-
ment, making it more receptive to the revolutionary programme and
thus infinitely more effective in the class struggle. The Chinese CP’s
declaration of its independence in regard to the Kremlin and its steps
toward accomplishing the tasks of the permanent revolution both in
China and internationally are events that will probably take place
before imperialism can start a world war.

It is under this perspective — with the Chinese masses, with the
Chinese CP, against Stalin-— that the actions of our Chinese comrades
must be corrected. In every country where a Stalinist party has an
extensive working-class base, the International must work under this
broader perspective of the independence of the workers movement
and its communist vanguard with respect to the Kremlin’s policy.

Concerning our Tasks

Never before has the Fourth International had such possibilities for
implanting itself as the leadership in a mass revolutionary struggle.
Nor has it ever {and this is a corollary of the revolutionary upsurge
around the world) had such possibitities for gaining the ear of Com-
munist workers organized in the Stalinist parties. Never in the past
(and this is a function of the very development of the worldwide
revolutionary upsurge) have we witnessed so profound a werldwide
crisis of Stalinism.

Despite the fact that they consider these things as Stalin’s ‘vic-
tories,” as proof of ‘his revolutionary effectiveness,” the most con-
scious Communist workers will not accept the notion advanced by
their leaders that socialism will be installed by the Red Army. They
are seeking the road of class action, of the emancipation of workers by
the workers themselves, This concern of theirs actually touches vpon
a fundamental aspect of the proletarian revolution, an aspect that
dominates the works of Marx and Lenin: that is, that the essence of a
proletarian revolution is not this or that economic measure but rather
the proletariat’s gaining of consciousness, its moiecular mobilization,
the formation of its consciousness as an active and dominant class.
This notien of Marx and Lenin has been strikingly confirmed by the
example of the buffer zone on the one hand and, inversely, by the
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Russian revolution'? and partially by the revolution in Yugoslavia on
the other. We are not talking about a priori norms but rather about the
very essence of the proletarian revolution: the working class gaining a
consciousness of itself and setting itself up as the ruling class, not only
by taking power but also and aboze all by excercising the dictatorship
of the proletariat and building socialism. And this latter task is not a
mechanical phenomenon (the opposite of capitalist development) but
requires the intervention of the proletariat as a conscious class.’3 This
is tue ABC. The experience of the USSR confirms it 100 per cent
(relative stagnation domestically and a counter-revolutionary policy
abroad), as does the Yugosiav experience, the Chinese experience
and, in a negative way, the experience in the buffer zone.

No serious Communist worker criticizes Stalin for being afraid of
world war, for refusing to declare the war-revolution or the
revolution-war. On the contrary, what the best of them criiicize him
for is for subordinating the class struggle in other countries 10 the
diplomatic and military needs of the USSR, subordinating the strategic
line of the proletarian revolution to one of its tasks, the defence of one of
the workers states.

In France the crisis of Stalinism, which has just manifested itself in
the split among the mine workers, Is fuelled centinually by the ample
proof that the French CP is an inadequate instrument for making a
revolution:

— the ineffectiveness of its policy of supporting national fronts, of
building ‘New Derzocracy’ (the politics of Yalta);

— the ineffectiveness of its policy of [parliamentary] oppesition, of
its leadership in the important class struggles since 1947 (the Zhdanov
. line);

— the incapacity of Stalinism to contribute toward uniting the
proletarian forces.

Allthe strikes up to the present have reinforced the impression held

2 The Russian revolution unfolded in 2 way that was far removed. from the ‘pure
norms’; Lenin thought it was even further remeved than any future revolution in an
advanced country would be.

1* “The primary political criterion for us is not the transformation of property relations
in this or anotber area, however important these may be in themselves, but rather the
change in the corsciousness and organization of the world proletariat, the raising of
their capacity for defending former conguests and accomplishing new ones. From this
one, and the only decisive standpeint, the politics of ‘Moscow ‘uken as'a whole,
completely retains its reactionary character and remains the chief obstacle on the road o
world revolution.” (Leon Trotsky:*The USSR in War,’ inJn Defence of Marxisn, p.23.)
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by Communist workers that the French CP is not leading the pro-
tetariat toward revolution, but toward neutralization of the French
bourgeoisie and a period of waiting for the war and the Red Army’s
entry into it.

The Communist workers witnessed their struggle against the war in
Vietnam — an undertaking the French CP had entered with a violence
tainted with adventurism — subordinated to the campaign around the
Stockholm appeal.

They witmnessed their struggle against the eighteen months halted in
mid-couirse and used as a springboard for the Sheffield-Warsaw appe-
al.

A great uneasiness spread among members of the French CP (and
certainly among members of other CPs) in the fall of 1950, when the
imperialist armies in Korea were within an inch of pulling cut and a
minimum of material support would have been sufficient to assure a
success of immense scope for the entire Asian revolution. They saw
that Stalin — applying the same policy of non-intervention he had used
agamst the ascendant phase of the Spanish revolution - then allowed the
imperialist armies to regain the offensive. This uneasiness was expres-
sed so widely that the leadership of the French CP had to respond
publicly — using Jeanette Vemersch as a mouthpiece — in the
following way: Those who demand that the USSR intervene in Korea
don’t understand what a world war would be like. This response
disarmed the burgeoning opposition, because no Communist worker
wanted a world war. Whart they were demanding wasn’t intervention
but an end to the de facto embargo on arms that was strangling the
Korean revolution.

It comes as no surprise that the Stalinist leaders are still inventive
enough to pull the wool over the eyes of Communist workers. But
what is surprising and inadmissible is that La Verite, through Com-
rade Pablo’s!4 articles, did nothing to take advantage of this crisis,
although:

— it explained that it was difficult to make pronouncements about
Stalin’s intentions;

— it remained silent about the meaning of his non-intervention;

— it did not wage a systemaric and sustaired campaign 10 publicize

14 The Militant, the newspaper of the American Trotskyists, waged an exccllent
campaign around the revelations on this guestion. In France, where the basic cadres of
the working class are organized ia the CP, an extensive campaign should have been
mounted around the theme: ‘Airplanes for Korea.’
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the demand the Communist workers were making on their leadership:
Asrplanes and artillery for Korea,

— worse vet, it adopted J. Vermersch’s evaluation of the situation
as its own (aiding Korea means a world war), simply adding that if
Stalin were a real revolutionary he wouldn’t be afraid of entering a
world war (war-revolution, revolution-war).

Here we have a convincing application of the orieatation Comrade
Pablo refers to as ‘Closer to the Communist workers.” It reminds us of
the politics of the right-wing tendency that left our party. This
tendency also fought for the slogan ‘Closer to the Communist work-
ers,” which meant closer 1o Stalinist politics.

In the present case, La Verite was closer to Stalinist politics (it
played the role of the MacArthur of the *Stalinist world”) but quite far
removed from the concerns of the Communist workers; it didn’t help
them find the correct response to their uneasiness.

By virtue of its methodology, perspectives, and application, this
brand of politics is related to the most negative aspects of the history of
our International. Through its impressionism and empiricism, its
passive submission before accomplished facts and appareat ‘power,’
and through its abandonment of a class strategy, it revives all the
errors of the right wing in the French party, of Haston,'’ and of many
other tendencies that followed a liquidationist course.

The Alarm Signal

We think that Comrade Pablo’s orientation is neither clear nor
definitively set. We are convinced that he will correct his errors
without too great a difficulty. But this isn’t the question. Comrade
Pablo is also a leader of the International. This means that the posi-
tions he takes do not involve just him. His line has already been
partially expressed in the Plenum resclution, which is a confused and
contradiciory document, the result of an unprincipled bloc between
two lines, and the very model of an eclectic document.

But above all, a whole series of alarming signs have emerged as
direct consequences of this theoretical hodgepodge.

On the one hand, a Stalinist tendency is rapidly developing in the
International. Certainly Comrade Pablo can say, like the sorcerer’s
apprentice, that this isn’t what he wanted. He can even apply a

15 A reading of Haston’s amendment to the World Congress is instructive: it is a timid
outine of “Where Are We Going?’.
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vigorous ‘self-criticism’ across the shoulders of politically weak com-
rades who tried to be more consistent than those who inspired them.
But the remedy only disguises the disease and doesn’t heal it.

Similar destructive tendencies in the International have appeared
on the editorial staff of our English corarades.

In France they cropped up among our comrades in Lyon, whose
resolution we have cited.

They have appeared in our Central Committee, where Comrade
Mestre stated her support for the Stalinist slogan of a struggle against
German rearmament, manifestly subordinating the problem of the
German and French proletariat’s gaining consciousness and taking up
revolutionary struggle to the military defence of the USSR, seen in
Stalinist terms as the number-one priority, the strategic line.

On the other hand, tendencies toward rejecting the defence of the USSR
have already appeared and will inevitably develop. Some comrades
who are troubled by the present tendency toward revisionism on the
nature of the bureaucracy and on the Trotskyist concept of the
defence of the USSR will inevitably break away from both Trotskyism
and the defence of the USSR. We must seriously consider the defec-
tion of Natalia Trotsky, whose radically false concepts on the question
of the USSK didn’t prevent the Second World Congress from placing
her on its honorary presidium.

The orientation that has been outlined threatens to lead to the
splintering of our International into a Stalinist tendency and a ten-
dency that is defeatist toward the USSR.

We must react without delay and return to the Marxist method of
analyzing society, return to the Leninist concept of the function of the
working class, return to the Trotskyist analysis of the degeneration of
the USSR and of the character of the bureaucracy, return to Trotsky’s
fundamental statement that the crisis of humanity is and remains the
crisis of revolutionary leadership, return to the revolutionary
working-class line, that of the construction and the victory of the
Fourth International, the World Party of the Socialist Revolution.






Chapter Three

The struggle in the
French section

The documents in this chapter bring out the opportunist and prag-
matist attitude of the leadership of the SWP, the strongest section of
the movement, towards the fight in the International. Two years
before the split Pablo unquestionably set out to liquidate the French
section into the Stalinist trade union organizations, and to expel the
French majority for their resistance to this course.

Cannon’s reply to Renard’s account of the struggle (Document 5)
nails the myth later propagated by the SWP, that it had taken a
consistent stand against capitulation to Stalinism. Pablo’s bureaucra-
tic measures against the French majority were allowed to go unchal-
lenged, and a heavy blow was dealt at the possibility of developing an
opposition to revisionism within the European sections.

It was only after the faction fight had come to a head in the SWP
itself that its leadership published the material from the French
Trotskyists cortained in Document 6.

81
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DOCUMENT 5

Letters exchanged between Daniel Renard and
James P. Cannon, February 16 and May 9,
1952

Dear Comrade Cannon,

I am taking the liberty of writing you today because I think that you
are one of the most qualified comrades in the Trotskyist movement for
evaluating the situation in cur section and the dispute which currently
places the French party in opposition to the International Secretariat.

1 have read In Defence of Marxism and The Struggle for the Pro-
letarian Party; the exertions, struggles and experiences through which
the American Trotskyists, and you especially, have passed, give you
the necessary background for telling me what you think of what we are
doing here.

Al the leaderships of the Trotskyist sections are now in possession
of a document from the International Secretariat dated January 21,
1952, concerning the French section.

However, this document in its five pages of text does not give an
exact version of what is taking place. It does not present a political
view of the situation but strictly an administrative version of the
dispute. From a reading of this document it could be concluded that
the leading comrades of the French section are acting stubbornly and
sulking at the decisions of the IS merely from whim.

The facts are really altogether different. Nobody in the Interna-
tional is unaware of the differences which have opposed the French
majority to the IS up to the World Congress. These differences have
been expressed in votes and in documents. The French majority has
tried to clarify the nature of these differences, especially in the period
of preparation of the Seventh Congress of the French Party.

But the differences which set the French Party in opposition to the
IS were settled, if not solved, by the Third World Congress. And this
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found its expression in a resolution of the French Commission of the
World Congress, a resolution which the Central Committee of our
section unanimously approved, insofar as it is the line for applying the
policies adopted by the Third World Congress. To say, as the IS does,
that the French majority has ‘continued’ in practice to wish to apply
the line of the Seventh Congress of the PCI is inaccurate and refuted
by the entire attitude and policy as applied by the French leadership
from the World Congress up to now.

Let me begin by stressing that Pablo, in opposing any vote at the
World Congress on the documents which our delegates presented
there (especially the 10 theses drawn up by Comrade Germain and
adopted by our Seventh Congress), and this upon the contention that
the International had not discussed them, was by this token unable to
have our positions condemned by the Congress.

The truth is that whatever the spheres of activity of our party,
nothing has given rise to the slightest criticism by any of the leading
bodies of the International regarding remissness in applying the line
laid down by the last World Congress.

In ‘youth’ work a draft resolution was presented to the Political
Bureau. It gave rise to a certain amount of criticism, especially on the
part of minority comrades. A parity commission of PB members was
elected. This commission submitted a new, revised youth document,
which was finally adopted. It is some four months since this resolution
has been applied. Its application has called forth no important criti-
cism, neither in the ranks of the minority nor from the IS.

If we take trade union work, up to and including the last meeting of
the National Contact Commission of ‘Unité’, this work has gone
ahead on the basis of complete agreement between the majority of the
French Party and the IS. A document on directives was submitted
unanimously by a commission of which Comrade Frank was a
member. It was subsequently called into question anew by a totally
different document with which I will deal presently.

Finally, the last sphere but not the least: our central organ, La
Verité, has never been questioned in any fundamental way, by anyone
vhatever, for not having applied the line of the Third World Con-
yress. What is more, Comrade Pablo stated to a meeting of the Paris
Region that La Verité was showing ‘the obvious progress made by the
French leadership in applying the political line laid down by the Third
World Congress’. But if, as the IS letter declares, the French leader-
ship ‘continues to wish to apply the line of the 7th PCI Congress’,
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where would this be more evident than in La Verité? Qur paper, the
principal external expression of our party, is best capable of reflecting in
the light of events, the political positions of the leadership which
publishes it.

Thus, since the Third World Congress, the French leadership has
effectively endeavoured to apply the policies of our International
‘with understanding and discipline’. Further, it has maintained com-
plete silence inside the party on the ever new demands imposed upen
it by the IS. Inadequacies may have shown up here and there. They
were inevitable. But this was in no sense wilful. If it were so, if the
leadership had really desired to carry out a different line, this would
have revealed itself not accidentally in ¢pisodic and piecemeal cases,
but in the entire activity of the party, in all spheres, daily, and at every
step. Examples of such an undisciplined attitude would be so numer-
ous that there would be no difficulty in presenting a great many of
them.

But the letter of the IS nowhere makes any precise, clearly formu-
lated accusations.

In point of fact, there are two clearly distinct phases in the struggle
between the IS and the French leadership. The first phase takes place
after the Third World Congress, a period during which the party was
orienting itself in its work on the basis of the French resolution. This
application takes place with some necessary adjustments. Then there
is a second phase whose date can be established precisely: it is
December 6, 1951 when the IS issues a document entitled, ‘For the
reorientation of our trade union work in France’.

This document, of which it was not known whether it was a
mandatory resolution effective upon its appearance, or a contribution
io the discussion of the trade union problem in France, called into
question anew the decisions and documents of the Third World
Congress. The stupefaction and indignation which such 2 document
raised in the leadership of the French party were well founded. It was
no longer a question of interpretation, of doing a job of exegesis or one
sentence or another: this text was in fundamental and formal opposi
tion with the text of the French commission of the World Congress. -

For instance, in the Freach resolution, the following statement it
made: “The necessary turn in the activity of the French party whick
results from the world turn in the situation does not in any case mean
the abandonment of activities engaged in and of results achisved in
such activities. On the contrary . . . , etc.’
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that independent work must not be liquidated, but that on the con-
trary, it will be necessary to assign additional forces to this work’. The
Italian comrades, in writing this, believe they are applying the line of
the Third World Congress. But to say, as does the IS, that this Italian
resolution ‘advocaies a tactic identical to that proposed by the letter of
the IS of January 14 to the CC of the French party’, constitutes a
refusal to understand the obvious. The position of the IS in France
makes independent work a supplement to entrist work; the Italian
comrades are doing just the reverse. It is necessary to have a certain
amount of political myopia to identify these two positions.

In my opinion the IS is seeking to mask the real reasons for the
discussion by accusing the French majority of not wanting to apply
the line of the Third World Congress and of wishing to substitute the
line of the Seventh Congress of our party. Truthfully, the French
leadership is not in opposition to the IS but to what we in France have
labelled ‘Pabloism’. That is what is involved. And today, under the
cover of our international leadership, Comrade Pablo is trying to have
his own positions carried out. When the French majority says that the
trade union resolution, as well as the letter of the IS to the members of
the Cenrtral Committee of January 19 and 20, is not the honest
expression of the World Congress, it is only expressing in another
form that Pabloism did not win out at the Third World Congress. To
convince oneself all one has todo is to return to the article, “Where Are
We Going?’ and to the theses of the Third World Congress.

The struggle in which the French party has found itself engaged
and in which I am taking part, has had for its setting the punitive
action of the IS in suspending the majority of the Central Committee,
a measure directed against ali the living forces of the party, against
everything which directly or indirectly touches working class and
trade union work. This punitive measure is unjust and unjustifiable.
It is a suppression of all genuine leadership in all spheres of work. And
how does the IS explain this measure? By charging ‘political and
organizational decomposition’. And upon what does it base this
charge? Upon hearsay and gossip. But where the leadership of a party
is decomposing politically and organizationally that ought to be con-
firmed by other means than by the charges of minority comrades.
Decompeosition, if it is political, must show itself in documents, and
especially in the documents submitted precisely to the CC Plenum,
where the majority was suspended. Political decomposition should
also show itself in our central organ, La Verité, of which ten issues
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The text of the IS explains: ‘In order to realize these objectives
which are possible right now, it is necessary nct to attempt to set
ourselves up as a distinct tendency (within the CGT), which is not
objectively justified at the present stage — but to integrate oursefves
there by promptly becoming the best workers for the unification of the trade
union movement, by taking everywhere a clear unequivocal position for the
unity proposals of the CGT, and by skilfully manoeuvring as regards the
Stalinist leaders so as to allay their suspicions about us and so as to let them
consider us as useful instruments for the unity policy’. (Emphasis in the
original).

About all this, the letter of the IS dated January 21 does not say a
word; in this way it makes the dispute between the French party and
the IS incomprehensible. The opposition which manifests itself on
administrative and organizational questions can only find their expla-
nation in the light of the political positions of each of the opponents.
Every other way of trying to clarify the discussion can in fact only
muddy it up.

This is all the more true when one considers the January 14 letter of
the IS to the members of the Central Commitiee. There too, and
anew, the CC found itself confronting totally new positions contrary
to the letier and spirit of the Third World Congress. The question was
that of entry into the CP but of a very special kind of entry, sui generis
as the IS itself described it. Independent work was to be subordinated
to this emiry. {*Independent work must be understood as having for its
main aim the aiding of “entrist” work and is itself to be directed
primarily at the Stalinist workers’. — “Entrist work will develop in
scope as we come closer to war’. Letter of the IS to the members of the
CC).

But the World Congress stated precisely: ‘In the countries where
the majority of the working class still follows the CP, our organiza-
tions, of necessity independent, must direct themselves toward mare
systematic work aimed at the ranks of these parties and of the masses
which they influence’. (Theses on International Perspectives and the
Orieatation of the Fourth International).

This is so true that the Italian cornrades, whose political situation is
analagous to ours irmany ways, have elaborated a resolution for work
directed at the workers of the CP. The question of entry is envisaged
and resolved in the following way: ‘This “entrist” tactic does not
exclude but presupposes independent work . . .

“Taking these requirements into account, we reach the conclusion
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have appeared since the World Congress. This aspect of the question
of political decomposition of our leadership is all the more important
because allusion is made in this letter, to Schachtman, to the POUM,
to the Yugoslavs. Those of our comrades who participated in the
Second World Congress took a stand against the proposal to recognize
the WP as a ‘sympathetic section’. Since that time we have neither said
nor written a word which could justify an amalgam with Schachtman.
No basis for comparison exists between our position and that of the
POUM, io which Verité has replied in connection with its attacks
against our Third World Congress. No position of ours is the same as
the Yugoslavs against whom we have been condlucting an offensive for
over 18 months in all spheres where they have shown themselves
(brigades, trade unions, youth), In what, directly or indirectly, does
the argumentation employed by the French leadership resemble the
positions taken by Schachuman, the POUM, the ‘Yugoslavs’? In
nothing. And there‘you have an unprincipled amalgam which can only
condemn those who make use of it,

As for the decolmposition of the leadership of our party from an
organizational standpoint, what are the symptoms which reveal this?
Have members resigned? Has the paper failed to appear? Have direc-
tives not been issued in order to initiate this or that action at this or
that moment? If the leadership is decomposing as the motor force of
the party, what better test than the last strike movements of February
12 as a verification of this? But there again, as in the past, our
leadership, conscious of its experience, of the situation in the party
caused by the viglent coup of the IS, proved itself equal to the
greatness of its task.

All this tends to demonstrate that a bad cause has the need for bad
methods in order to defend itself. And this likewise explains why for
us the struggle against Pabloism is not a struggle of secondary impor-
tance. The French majority has acquired the conviction in the course
of many months in which it has been opposed to Pabloism, that the
latter means the destruction of Trotskyism, at least in Western
Europe. The sharpness of the struggle, on both sides, can be exp-
lained or justified solely in this perspective.

If we return to [the question of trade union work, we see in the
French resclution pf the World Congress, a resolution which our CC
has adopted, the following perspective described in these words: “The
agreements'which have served as basis for ‘Unité’ (essential element of
the trade union work of the French section) are taking place under the
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hallmark of free expression for the various currents gathered together
around this paper. The general activity of the party in “Unité’ con
tinues without any changes’. This is clear and without the slightes
ambiguity. Four months after these lines were written, we can rea
the following sentences from the pen of the IS: ‘It is necessary not te
attempt to set ourselves up as a distinct tendency’ as
Stalinists. What is the meaning of such a sentence if nc
ourselves bound hand and foot over to the Stalinist bur
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International) can only lose. It is impossible to destroy a Trotskyist
section under the pretext that it does not share the personal ideas of
Pablo on the role of the Sowviet bureaucracy and on ‘centuries of
transition’. To destroy is not the role of a leader of the International:
his role is not to destroy the human foundation of all politics, entrist or
otherwise.

My letter has o other purpose than to warn you of this danger, to
explain the situation and to ask your opinion. I hope I have accomp-
lished my task.

With fraternal Bolshevik-Leninist best wishes, dear comrade, I am,

Daniel Renard

New York, N.Y.
May 29, 1952
Daniel Renard
Paris

Dear Comrade Renard:

I received your letter of February 16. Copies were also distributed
to all the members of our National Committee, and in formulating the
following reply I have had the benefit of discussion with them on the
matter. If I have waited so long to answer, it is only because I am
always reluctant to intervene in the affairs of another party without
knowing all the pertinent facts and the people concerned. I make this
explanation to assure you that I meant no disrespect to you by my
delay in answering your letter. Just the contrary. My purpose was to
give your communication the serious and deliberate answer it
deserves.

In the meantime, the Tenth Plenum of the IEC has taken place, and
its basic document on ‘The Tactical Application of the Third World
Congress Line’, as well as its Organizational Resolution on the French
situation, have been received here. We have also received a copy of the
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said that to speak of the oscillations of the Stalinist bureaucracy means
to put in question the workers’ character of the USSR, adding that we
will no longer see oscillations, but hesitations by Stalinism in accomp-
lishing the tasks of the revolution. Has not Comrade Mestre, member
of the Political Bureau, stated that entry sut generts has become neces-
sary because ‘Stalinism has changed’? All this is evidently not a
product of chance. All this only expresses, in our ranks, the growing
pressure of Stalinism upon the petty bourgeoisie of Western Europe
which finds its echo in our organization.

This explains why I have personally stated that confronted by such
positions the party must rise, unanimously, to condemn such crimes.
I am not concerned with creating an atmosphere of hostility in the
French section ‘against the International’ as the letter of the IS
implies. I am concerned with defending the essential programmatic
foundations of our movement, which is its wealth and which is its
surest guarantee of victory.

The position which I have taken in this battle is the product of all
the experience which I have accumulated during years of membership
in the working class movement and particularly of my struggle for
Trotskyism in the Renault plant. To create the notion that our opposi-
tion to the Pabloite line proceeds from an infantile anti-Stalinism is to
conceal the real character of Pabloism, as it is revealing itself every day
increasingly, every day more clearly. Today Pablo is compelled to call
inte question the fundamenral ideas of the Transitional Programme in
order to prop up his line. What will happen tomorrow?

The methods used by Pablo have caused me to reflect a great deal
and I have in particular relived the struggle which Trotsky conducted
against Schachtman, Burnham and Abern in 1939-40 in the American
section. The methods used by the IS are absolutely the reverse of
these. Trotsky, and all the American comrades at his side, fought
politically and tried to convince the SWP comrades by the widest
possible discussion and the most fundamental. In particular, Trotsky
constantly turned towards the party’s working class base, addressed
himself to it, used the best pedagogical forms so as to accomplish this,
that the discussion would at least serve to educate the party. Here, we
see the working class base of the party disdained, because it is the
majority. We see fundamental questions evaded under false pretexts.
To an entire leadership which is opposed to its line the IS replies:
‘Suspension’ and justified itself by insults.

From all this the party (and when I say party, I mean the whole
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‘Declaration by the Political Bureau Majority on the Agreements
Concluded at the International Executive Committee’. These docu-
ments — the Tenth Plenum decisions and the Declaration of your
Political Bureau Majority — seem to me to advance the dispute to
another stage and to throw more light on it.

I have used the intervening time, since receiving your letter, for an
attentive study of all the relevant documents, including these above
mentioned. Naturally, from such a great distance I carnot feel qual-
ified to pass judgment on the many secondary questions and personal
antagonisms which are unfailingly involved in such a sharp dispute as
your party is now experiencing. However, the general picture from a
political point of view now seems clear enough tv justify me in offering
you and the other French comrades a frank opinion, as follows:

I think the Third World Congress made a correct analysis of the
new post-war reality in the world and the unforeseen turns this reality
has taken. Proceeding from this analysis, the Congress drew correct
conclusions for the orientation of the national Trotskyist parties
toward the living mass movement as it has evolved since the war.
Further, the Tenth Plenum, in its basic document on the tactical
application of the Third World Congress line, has faithfully inter-
preted, amplified and concretized the line of the Third World Con-
gress as regards its tactical application under the different conditions
in the different countries.

I note your statement that the majority are ‘not hostile’ to the ‘idea
of entry into the CP’ as ‘the eventuality for which we must prepare
ourselves’. That would seem to put the majority in basic agreement
with the line of the IEC and clear the way for a jointly-elaborated
programme of practical actions leading to an agreed-upon end. The
differences seem to be reduced to questions of timing and pace. 1
should like to remind you, however, that in a fluid situation timing
and pace can be decisive for the success or faifure of an action. In such
a situation, where an objective is agreed upon in principle, my own
preference would be for decisiveness and speed.

I disagree in part with your formulation of the question of entry as
‘above all a matter of fraction work which cannot change the work of
the independent party and above all cannot in any way change the
independent character of the Trotskyist programme with reference to
Stalinism’. Two different questions, which ought to be separated, are
combined in this formula.

Of course, neither entry, nor any other policy or tactic which could
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be devised, can ‘in any way change the independent character of the
Trotskyist programme with reference to Stalinism’. But ‘the work of the
independent party’ in France, in the present historical conjuncture, can
and must be radically changed, and that without unnecessary delay,
for there is not much time left to seize the opportunity now open. We
must get into the movement of Stalinist workers while there is yet time
and by such means and methods as the situation permits, ot those we
might prefer to arbitrarily insist upon.

A policy of maintaining the French party as an essentially
independent party, with fraction work in Stalinist-controlied organi-
zations as supplemental and secondary, would turn the necessities of
the situation upside down. The situation in France now imperatively
requires a policy of entry (of a special kind) into the Stalinist move-
ment. The independent party and press should serve, stimulate and
guide the entrist movement, not substitute for it or contradict it. It is
true, as every Trotskyist knows, that the independence of the
revolutionary vanguard party is a principle. Its creation is an unchang-
ing aim of the revolutionary vanguard, always and everywhere and
under all conditions. The function of the party, however, is not to
exist for itself but to lead the workers in revolution. Further progress
in the construction of a revolutionary party, capabie of leading the
revolutionary masses, reguires now in France a wide and prolonged
detour through the workers’ movement controlled by the Stalinists,
and even eventually through a section of the Stalinist party itself.

The aim to build the Trotskyist party into a mass party remains
fixed and unchanging, but the road toward it in France is by no means
a straight one. If our French comrades should grow sinbborn and
formally insist on the functioning of the independent pariy as the
primary and most essential work in the given situation, the living mass
movement with its unbounded revolutionary potentialities would
certainly pass it by and leave us with the form without the substance.

The breakup of the coalition on the trade union field around the
paper, ‘L*Unité’, was a progressive development for our party. Those
reformist trade unionists who make a speciality of ‘anti-Stalinism’ in
order to cover and justify their pro-imperialist policy are an interna-
tional breed, and they are well known to us. They are not fit ajlies for
Trotskyists in the United States, in France or anywhere else. The
logic of their Stalinophobia inexorably impels them to the right, and
no tactical diplomacy on our pari can arrest the process. On the other
hand, the French Stalinist workers, by the logic of the irreversible
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international trend of things, must be impelled more and more on a
radical course. It is a matter of life and death for our comrades to
establish connections with them and form an alliance with them
against imperialism. The disruption of the ‘L’Unité’ coalition, pro-
voked by the right wing, should be taken as a fortunate and most
favourable springboard into this new and more fruitful arena.

- As far as the anarchist phrasemongers are concerned — in the
United States, in France, or anywhere else — time-wasting parleys
and coalitions with them for the purpose of waging the class struggle
against the imperialist bourgeoisie would make a mockery of things
which ought to be taken seriously. This would not be revolutionary
politics but a substitute for it.

Your letter, Comrade Renard, as well as the Declaration of the
Majority of your Political Bureau on the Tenth Plenum, explains the
political essence of your position in the conflict as opposition to
‘Pabloism’. You define this as a revisionist tendency, aiming at ‘pure
and simple integration into Stalinism’ and thereby a capitulation to it.
This question, as you may be aware, has a history in the Socialist
Workers Party and is, consequently, familiar to us. As far back as
1950, when the new tactical turn was first indicated, the Johnsonites
attempted to terrify the party with the scare of ‘Pabloism’. They
sought to construe a struggle in the International Trotskyist move-
ment of ‘Cannonism vs. Pabloism’. Since we were fully in favour of
the new tactical turn from the start, we did not see any ground for such
a contradistinction of tendencies, and said so when the question was
first raised by the Johnsonites — an answer which no doubt hastened
their departure from our ranks.

We, for our part, are orthodox Trotskyists since 1928 and
thereby irreconcilable enemies of Stalinism or any conciliationism
with it, not to speak of capitulation. I do not think I overstate the case
if T say that should any kind of a pro-Stalinist tendency make its
appearance in our international movement, we would probably be the
first to notice it and to say: “This is an alien tendency with which we
cannot compromise’. We do not see such a terndency in the Interna-
tional leadership of the Fourth International nor any sign nor symp-
tom of it.

We judge the policy of the International leadership by the line it
elaborates in official documents — in the recent period by the docu-
ments of the Third World Congress and the Tenth Plenum. We do not
see any revisionism there. All we see is an elucidation of the post-war
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evolution of Stalinism and an ocutline of new tactics to fight it more
effectively. We consider these documents to be completely Trots-
kyist. They are different from previous documents of cur movement,
pot in principle or method, but only in the confrontation and analysis
of the new reality and the tactical adjustment to it. It is the unanimous
opinion of the leading people of the SWP that the authors of these
documents have rendered a great service to the movement for which
they deserve appreciation and comradely support, not distrust and
denigration.

I am sure that the International movement will not sanction or
support a factonal struggle based on suspicion of future intentions
which cannot be demonstrated, or even deduced, from present prop-
osals and pesitions formulated in documents. Nobody can learn any-
thing from such fights, and the party is bound to be the loser. If you
comrades of the majority should insist on a struggle against a
‘revisionism’ which is not evident to others, you could only disorient a
number of worker comrades in the party ranks, isolate them from the
other cadres of the International movement and lead them into a blind
alley. Unfortunately, this has been done often enough in the past
history of the French party by impulsive leaders who did not take
thought of their course or heed the opinions of International comrades
who sought to help them with friendly advice. I earnestly hope it will
not happen this time.

It would be far better, in my opinion, to lay the suspicions aside —
or, in any event, not to make them the axis of discussion — and try to
come to agreement with the IS on practical steps toward an effective
penetration into the movement of Stalinist workers — leaving the
different views as to the prospects to the test of experience. Political
tendencies which are not clearly revealed cannot be fruitfully debated.
If there is in fact any illusion about Stalinism on the one side, or a
fetishism of formal independence on the other, the test of experience
will mamire and clarify such errors and make it possible to deal with
them politically. Conversely, if there are no serious differences latent
in the conflict, experience will eliminate any ground for suspicion in
either respect.

An entry into the Stalinist workers’ movement and eventually into
the Stalinist party itself, under the given conditions; with its rigid
bureaucratic structure, is an extremely difficult and dangerous under-
taking in the best case. It will be all the more difficult if there is no
unity in the party leadership. The situation would be made many




THE STRUGGLE IN THE FRENCH SECTION 95

times worse if the French party has to be punished with one more
unnecessary split. This possibility cannot be ignored.

Don’t deceive yourself, Comrade Renard. There is great danger ofa
split, even though both sides may have renounced any intention in
this regard. A split is implicit in the situation as it has been developing
in the recent period. In my opinion, the best way to avoid such a
calamity — perhaps the only way — would be to shift the discussion
for the time being to a concrete step-by-step programme, worked out
jointly by the party leadership and the IS, to effectuate the
imperatively-dictated entry into the Stalinist workers’ movement and
eventually into a section of the Stalinist party itseif.

Along that line — if our judgment is correct — the French party
should soon get into a position to expand its influence and prepare for
the great role which history has assigned to it in the approaching war
and revolution. You can surely count on the sympathy and support of
International comrades in this great endeavour.

Yours fraternally,
Fames P. Cannon
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DOCUMENT 6

The struggle of the French Trotskyists against
Pabloite liquidationism, October 1953

We shall confine ourselves in this-document to a recital of the
developments of Pablist activities in France and of the struggle which
he waged against the French section, we shall not attempt here to
examine the problem of the origins of Pablism, a subject of major
importance which the International will have to submit to study and
discussion, but which would require an explanatory work at least
equivalent in length to the present text.

From its very nature, and contrary to the statements of Pablo and
his partisans in the IS, Pablist revisionism, as is well understood in the
IS and in the IEC, had an earlier development. Its first clear but
incomplete manifestation, in an official document of the Internation-
al, is found in the projected theses on the International
situation written by Pablo and submitted by the IS to the Ninth
Plenum of the IEC (November 1950) as a preparatory document for
the Third World Cengress. These theses, which take as their point of
departure the closeness of the Third World War, propose a change
(not yet specified) in the tasks of the International, proceeding in the
direction of abandoning the building of independent revolutionary
parties as the leadership of the masses in the period prior to the war. In
this document also figure the first attacks against ‘pure norms,’ and
the improbability of a ‘free development toward socialism’ is
broached.

The IEC was disturbed by this orientation, and in accordance with
a tactic which will constantly be his from then on, Pablo agrees 1o
integrate certain Bleibtreu amendments, presented by Theo (Hol-
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land), into his thesis which coexist with the contradictory statements
of the first version in the theses bearing the name of Theses of the
Ninth Plenum.

The Central Committee of the ICP had been called together at the
very moment when the Plenum of the IEC ended. The uneasiness of
the IEC invades it immediately. The members of the French CC;
disturbed by the reading of the projected theses which had been sent
them, see the members of the IEC who are present at their meeting in
violent conflict with each other. Pablo is absent and it is Livingstone
who takes his place and with shocking violence attacks Privas and
Frank, who had indicated reservations on the theses within the IS .
Except for two members of the CC (Michele Mestre and Corvin),
whom Pablo has for the past two months made his direct spokesman
in the ICP the CC criticizes the revisionist elements introduced into
the theses and refuses to approve the draft. It agrees to meet again one
month later.

At this January CC meeting, certain Bleibtreu-Frank-Privas
addenda to the political resclution prepared for the Seventh Congress
of the ICP and relating to its tasks in the struggle against war are
adopted, despite a hysterical intervention by Livingstone, representa-
tive of Pablo. Privas proposes to the CC that he be assigned to the
leadership of La Verite in place of Michele Mestre. This proposal is
adopted.

From the Ninth Plenum of the IEC to the month of March, 1951,
when the crisis will break out, the tendencies are in process of being
defined within the leadership of the ICP and of acquiring the content
which they will finally have. The opponents of Pablo within the IS
(Germain, Frank, Privas) call the Parisian members of the CC of the
ICP together, with the exception of M. Mestre and Corvin, in order to
advise them of the threats of expulsion from the IS pronounced by
Pablo against them: by a bureaucratic ruse Privas had already been
expelled from the bureau of the IS, which had given Pablo the
majority of three votes against two. Immediately afterward he
demanded that Germain and Frank defend the line, which had
become the majority line in this fashion, before the IEC and in the
sections, or face expulsion from the IS.

From the outsei, a difference in views shows up regarding the
methods of struggle:

1. Germain, Frank, Privas, frightened by the organizational threats
of Pablo, favor waging a campaign for the defense of democracy, for
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changing the statutes of the IEC, for the recognition of minority rights
in the preparatory discussion for the world congress, etc. ...

2. Bleibtreu is against this orientation, estimating that a struggle
against revisionism must be waged with political weapons, that
abstract democratic demands by a ‘minority,” which does not express
itself politically, will interest no one. He proposes a political counter-
attack by the publication of a counter-thesis by the minority of the IS or
by the majority of the ICP Germain alerts the ICP from its crientation,
‘Pablo has been waiting for a long time to destroy the French section.’

In order to divert the majority of the ICP from its orientation,
Germain advises Bleibtreu (January 1951) of his projected ten theses
on Stalinism, formally promising to submit them to a vote by the
sections and by the world congress. With this formal promise, the
majority of the ICP, when advised, agree not to wage a separate fight
and to wait for the publication of the Ten Theses, considering that
these theses constitute a very clear refutation of the pro-Stalinist
revisionist elements in the theses of the Ninth Plenum and a notewor-
thy contribution to the Trotskyist analysis of Stalinism. Most of the
Parisian members of the CC fall into line for these reasons, particu-
larly since the IS is asking for a discussion with the PB, enlarged by
the Parisian members of the CC, on the subject of the ‘addenda’
adopted in January.

On the eve of this common IS-enlarged PB meeting, the members
of the French leadership receive a letter from the IS placing them
under discipline to cancel their vote adopting the ‘addenda’ and to
rewrite them along the lines of the theses of the Ninth Plenum. This
fetter appears shortly after ‘Where Are We Going?” wherein Pablo
develops his most revisionist ideas and gives some of them the most
provoking tone (“We must unequivocally line up with the anti-
imperialist forces,” etc. ...} At the common meeting of the IS and
enlarged PB, Pablo is again absent; it is Germain who represents the
IS (Livingstone has so angered the French CC by his style of interven-
tion — which earned him the nickname ‘the cowboy’ — that Pablo can
no longer use him). One surprise awaits those attending this meeting:
it is Privas who is reporting in the name of the IS and who, in a long
embarrassed speech, tries to justify the positions of “Where Are We
Going?” which he had sharply criticized shortly before. He concludes
that it is necessary to comply with the demands of the IS. Frank and
Germain speak along the same lines. Itis a confession of their capitula-
tion, to which they were brought by their idea of a soft ‘struggle’ by
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means of organizational pressures and measures. From now on, they
will be compelled 10 outstrip themselves from day to day and to show
themselves more Pablist than Pablo. The effect of this turnabout on
the CC is the reverse of that anticipated by the IS. Without any prior
consultation among themselves after receipt of the IS letter, the
members of the CC all react alike. They readdress to the IS its demand
for clear explanarions, for explanations of ‘bad formulations,” for
more precision whether new views are involved which they consider
as revisionist. The meeting decides on calling an immediate extraor-
dinary CC session and on publication of an international resolution. It
is noteworthy that the division in the CC between majority and
minority leaves on the majority’s side the comrades who are doing
mass work (in the factories and trade unions, the youth organizations,
etc.) and on the other side the flotsam which was unable to find a
working milieu ourside the party. The text ( of the resolution) is
worked out collaboratively.

The CC reassembles in April 1951. For the first time, Pablo comes
there personally, not to defend his positions but to attack the French
majority, which he accuses of conservatism and which, according to
him, is succumbing to the pressure of Shachiman, of the POUM, of
the Yugoslavs and of the neutralists (grouped around the weekly The
Observer, it is necessary to point out thar these neutralists are pro-
Stalinists; they will support the Pablists at the time of the split, will
give publicity to their publications and their meetings; Germain is one
of the acknowledged and assiduous editors of this paper).

The CC adopts the theses, prepared by the PB and Parisian mem-
bers of the CC, decides to postpone the date of the Seventh Congress
of the party, against the wishes of the Pablists who are afraid of clarity
and are using the argument of authority. Frank drafts a criticism of
the majority theses which bears all the earmarks of political capitula-
tion. Frank covers up the revisionism with which he does not really
agree and attacks posmons which are really his own by trying to read
into them what isn’t there. The majority, after having outlined its
international political position, develops all aspects and all practical
consequences of its policy in the daily work of rooting the French
section in the masses. A series of reports (irade union, youth, organi-
zational) is drawn up. The Pablist faction presents an opposition
document cn each of them: on trade union work, it proposes aban-
donment of the orientation toward rallying a class struggie tendency
(which, according to them, cuts us off from the Stalinist workers, who
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the discussion period, they will not be distributed in the Internation-
al. This prepares the maneuvers of the world congress.

The Third World Congress takes place in France. The delegates
from distant countries are called a month before its sessions and are
‘insulated’ by the IS. They are prepared by a campaign of slander
against the French majority, which is pictured to them as splitters (it
is even insinuated that some are ‘captives of the Yugoslavs’). The
three days of general discussion in the congress boil down to a series of
violent attacks against the French section, contradictory attacks, the
Pablist delegates attacking it one after another on the basis of imagin-
ery positions. The Pablists are not afraid, in the course of their
criticisms of the ICP politions, to attack the theses of Germain on
Stalinism, characterized by a Dutch leader as a reflection of
imperialist pressure!

The ICP presented three documents to the congress: its theses on
international policy adopted by its Seventh congress, the “Ten Theses
on Stalinism,” then, during the course of the congress, numerous
amendments to the theses of the Ninth Plenum correcting all the
revisionist declarations in that document. The vote of the congress,
without precedent in our movement, motivates the refusal to declare
itself on the French theses (after a night of reflection) by the fact that
the delegates were not informed on them (although they were able to
polemicize against them during two out of three days); and the refusal
to take a position on the “Ten Theses’ on the score that Germain, their
author, ‘did not write them with the object of having them voted on.’

Pable wants to get rid of the majority by means of a French
Commission set up as a tribunal. Some delegates are opposed 1o this
procedure. The report made by Frank to this commission is a slander-
ous attack against the majority without counterposing program and
conception of building the party. His sole aim is to have the congress
hand over the real leadership of the ICP to its Pablist minority. The
majority does not accede to this and Pablo ¢annot carrv out his
operation successfully, failing in an attempt to split the majority by
the offer of a dubious compromise. ...The last session of the French
commission and of the congress saw a relaxation of the hostile atmos-
phere organized by Pablo against the French delegates. Pablo has to
vield and accept the fact that there is no precedent for the violation of
democratic centralism in the designation of leadership of national
sections; the ICP retains the leadership which its own congress has
established.
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For the IS the international discussion has definitely ended with the
congress. This includes the discussion on the Chinese revolution (*the
most important event which has occurred since October 1917”) which
did not take place at the world congress and which the IS will open
only after it will place the French majority cutside the possibility of
participating in it. By making a forbidden ground of every problem
which poses the question of Stalinism anew, Pablo leaves the field free
for the development of his pro-Stalinist revisionism.

An IS-ICP commission had been formed for drafting a program
applying the line of the Third World Congress to France. Germain
represents the IS there. The world congress confirmed for France the
line of building an independent party. The resolution drawn up by the
commission scarcely goes beyond this decision and proclaims the
maintenance of what has been achieved. Pablo, in the course of a visit
to the PB of the ICP states: ‘it was not Pablism which the Third World
Congress adopted!” Nevertheless, hardly have the delegates left
France when the Pablist offensive is renewed; each sphere of activity
of the party supplies an occasion for defining tke turn toward the line of
the 3rd World Congress. The special point of this offensive will first
be trade union work., The Pablist minority is connected with all
sectors of party work. By virtue of this, the proposed document of
orientation in trade union work presented to the PB had been drawn
up with the participation and agreement of Pierre Frank. Neverthe-
less we see the latter supporting an amendment by Privas at the PB
which, by its tendency toward 1otal alignment on Stalinism, by that
very fact alone, brings into guestion (by extension) the necessity for an
independent party in France. The PB asks the IS for its opinion on the
Privas amendment. The ‘enlarged IS’ at which this question is placed
on the agenda is a star-chamber affair at which Frank makes a
fraudulent report on the activity of the party in the trade union group
of ‘Unity.” By means of this report Pablo succeeds in obtaining full
power to settle this question. In this manner he is able to make up for
all the time lost at the world congress. The document on trade union
orientation which he draws up concretizes “Where Are We Going?’ in
the direction of pro-Stalinist and liquidationist revisionism. He
writes: ‘Stalinist policy surely becomes in practice a pelicy of militant
mobilization of the working class masses against the war preparations
of imperialism. .. .It constitutes .. not an eptsodic or transitory turn,
but rather the expression of a forced march which the evolution of
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imperialism toward the counter-revolutionary war imposes on the
Stalinist leaders.’

The Pablist offensive continues on the level of youth policy and that
of the paper. The leadership (majority), in various documents on
these questions, denounces the transition from the positions of the
Third Werld congress (and of the resolution of the French commis-
sion appointed by the congress) to liquidationist Pablist positions.
This entire battle, however, takes place in the PB. It is closed to the
party which the PB does not have the right to keep informed. An
extraordinary congress is consequently the only way out. Pablo can-
not again run the risk of nullifying his bureaucratic successes before a
representative assembly. That is why, on the eve of the Central
Committee called for January 20, 1952, an ultimatist document (dated
January 15) unveils his batteries. This is the ‘entry sui generis turn.’
This text will be minutely analyzed by the French majority. It is the
program of liquidation. The PB must accept it or resign. The CC
denounces it, driving Pablo to decisive admissions: ‘“We cannot today
discuss what the Stalinists are doing . . .nor with those who cling to
the formulas of the transition program. . ..We will discuss with those
who agree . . . etc. . . * As a matter of discipline ‘the leadership agrees
to begin carrying out entrism into the CP but dernands an extraordi-
nary congress in order that the party can be clarified on this ‘unpre-
cedented turn.” In order 1o avoid the destruction of the party, the
leadership refuses to agree to the principal point of the Pablist
ultimatum: surrender of the leadership to the minority.

Pablo thereupon declares the majority of the CC suspended, with-
out the IS having met during the course of the CC sessions.

The Pablists had prepared an act of violence against the party along
the lines of taking over locals, files, etc. .. .but they fail. The majority
refuses to submit to the illegal suspension, to the sole leadership of
Pierre Frank, appointed gauleiter for the IS.

Emergency measures assure the security of the party. The majority
publishes all the documents of the discussion and prepares the 8th
Congress.

In these difficult circumstances the party shows its political matur-
ity and its clear attachment to the principles of Trotskyism. All the
living elements condemn the Pablist act of violence. The meetings
called by Pierre Frank only manage to gather a few Pablists.

The extraordinary congress is prepared. The Pablists have to resign
themselves to coming to meetings called by the majority. The general



THE STRUGGLE IN THE FRENCH SECTION 105

discussion confounds and discredits them. Their sole strength lies in
using the threat of expulsion and in using the bond of international
organization to play upon the sentiments of militants bred in the most
profound internationalism. The period of suspension (January 20-
beginning of March) witnesses an intensive political life. Numerous
writings unveil the real pro-Stalinist liquidationist face of Pablism.

Nevertheless, at the 10th Plenum of the IEC, the majority of the
ICP accepts the distorted proposals made by Pablo (the extraordinary
congress will take place, but the leadership is changed: it is to be
dominated by Germain, who is to have a major vote. The majority
accepis this formulation, because it hopes that in the light of the new
developments of Pablism, French isolation will cease and that sections
will join it in order to put a brake on revisionism. It agrees to a heavy
sacrifice in the interests of international Trotskyism, to which it sends
out an appeal.

The period lasting from the 10th to the 11th plenum, under the
leadership of this new two-headed political bureau (Germain con-
stantly acts along Pablist lines, but the majority keeps the levers of
command in its hands) is 3 dark period.*

Except for the ‘Unity’ conference which takes place at the same
time as the Tenth Plenum, it is a period of party atrophy and decline.

In the ‘Unity’ conference, the majority won a striking success,
dealing a crushing defeat to the Yugoslav agents, readily isolating and
scattering them, whereas the Pablist tactic sought to isolate us, in
order, in the final analysis, to destroy two years of work, much to the
advantage of the Yugoslav agents.

But seeing the leadership of the Fourth International abandon
Trotskyism, many militanits abandon their militant work. The party
is paralyzed. The IS refuses the majority elected by the 7th Congress
the right to present its political report to the 8th Congress which is in
preparation. On the eve of the Eleventh Plenum of the IEC, Germain
presents a new Pablist ultimatum: complete capitulation (not to
defend our positions at the congress, the latter being transformed into
a conference for carrying out entry sui gemeris) or outright removal
from the ieadership. There is no further choice. Pablo, through
Germain’s mouth, is demanding our self-destruction. The Eleventh
Plenum gives him a free hand. The majority then decides to call the
congress.

** A period marked specially by the publication in ‘Quatrieme Internationale’ of the
report by Pablo on ‘entry sue generis.” Pablo thereby publicly offers his collaboration
with the Kremlin.




106 THE FIGHT AGAINST PABLOISM

The Pablists know that the CC, with the support of the entire party,
will reject the ultimatum. Consequently, a few days before the meet-
ing of the CC, they ransack the technical apparatus of the party, and
issue a pamphlet, which they distribute to the congress of the Indo-
Chinese B. L. (a group which will be criminally but needlessly split on
this account on the very eve of its return to Viet-Nam), accusing the
majority of preparing a split. Secretly, two months previously, they
had filed a statement with the police department establishing an ICP
with a completely Pablist leadership. By this splitting tactic they think
they have put an end to the party. At the CC they refuse to retract their
splitting actions. The central committee suspends them. They
organize a minority congress. _

The Eighth Congress of the party finds that the split, so far as
numerical forces are concerned, is of slight importance. All the work-
ing class elements of the party remain attached to its program and
completely understand the pro-Stalinist liquidationist character of
Pablism, but the split isolates us physically from the International for
a period, because of the tactic of isolation which Pablo had employed
concerning us, in order to first get rid of the main obstacle which the
French section represented. This isolation initially discourages some
militants. However, the majority does not lose its hope in the strength
which lies in the attachment to principles.

Historical dialectic serves the Marxists and events come to our aid.
The brief course of Stalinist adventurism in France has brought the
Pablists to madness. After the disastrous demonstration of May 28,
1952, they proclaim: “The French revolution has begun under the
leadership of the men from the Kremlin’ and they demand of the
Eleventh Plenum that it expel the majority which ‘is deserting the
revolution.’}

While the split is taking place, the last Stalin course of United
National Front comes as a brutal contradiction of al} the prophecies of
Pablism.

The first CC after the congress (September 1952), reaffirming its
unalterable attachment to the Fourth International, drafts its plan of
struggle for its reintegration in conjunction with a struggle against
Iiquidation within the whole International. ,

Just as the party was able, upon being freed from the debilitating
factional struggle, to turn outward and during the course of the year

1 These same people say of the strike wave of August 1953 that it was not the revolution
nor even a general strike!
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1952-1953 to achieve a series of important successes (thanks to which
we will win back many militants lost during the struggle against
Pablism and before), so on the international level, our new situation
allows us to establish direct contact with many Trotskyists in the
International, as a starting point for the realignment of the Interna-
tional.

Disappointed in its hope to destroy Trotskyism in France by the
split, Pablism resorts to the most odious means for accomplishing its
work of destruction: police actions, slanders, collaburation with the
Stalinists. These operations dealt serious blows to our cause but are
finally turning against their authors, who are discredited from now
on.

With the struggle against Pablism, the French section of the Inter-
national experienced its longest and most painful crisis in (party)
building. Heavily proletarianized during the last few years, tempered
in the class struggle, it has magnificently survived this trial and
demonstrated both its political maturity and its capacity for action. In
this three-year struggle the incomparable value of our program has
once again been verified.






Chapter Four

The fight against Pabloism
Is engaged

From the beginning of the fight against Pablo, different tendencies
can be discerned among the forces which soon formed the Interna-
tional Committee. The letters by G. Healy show how the British
leadership entered the fight in an endeavour to carry forward the
building of secticns of the International and to educate its cadre in
struggle against liquidationism.

The attitude of the SWP leaders was markedly different. By the
summer of 1953, they were faced with a Pabloite faction in their own
camp. Cannon, having endorsed Pablo’s positions throughout the
period following the Third Congress, now swung around and pre-
pared for an organizational break. The SWP leaders, imbued with
pragmarism, were incapable of taking the fight beyond a re-statement
of orthodoxy. It was the British section in particular, basing itself on
the fight for revolutionary leadership in the working class, that was
able to bring out the importance of the differences with Pablo and take
the split as the starting point for new theoretical development.

109
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DOCUMENT 7a

Letter from Sam Gordon to James P. Cannon,
May 13, 1953

Dear Bob:

I feel I cannot delay forwarding the following information to you at
once.

Burns returned yesterday from an IEC and called me up to have a
talk.

The main topic of the discussion was a statement on the recent
deveopments in Russia, a draft of which you have probably seen.
There was general agreement on this, but Burns (after a previous
consultation with me) raised two points: 1) On the question whether
restorationist tendencies within the bureaucracy had been superseded
by economic progress. (He put forward the view that before this is put
forward as an officjal view, a great deal more discussion was neces-
sary.) 2) On the practical tasks posed in point 2¢ of the draft. (He put
forward the view that this was unclear and could disorient the work in
a number of places insofar as it puts an over-emphasis, based on a
situation which had far from matured, on attention to Stalinist move-
ment. He proposed that this point be simply dropped.)

According to him, this brought about a sharp clash of views with
Jerome and such of his supporters as Frank, Dumas, etc. They were
‘all hopped up’ over the new perspectives, saw visions of rapid
denouements, etc. He stood his ground, received a certain amount of
concessions to his views from Ernest in a summary, and from one or
two others, but was ‘lectured’ by Jerome and his other friends.
Finally, the draft was turned over to a commission for editing after
being agreed to ‘in principle’ and Burns thinks, or ‘hopes’ that his
objective will be met.

There was also, he went on, a restricted IS in which the SWP
quiestion was raised. According to him, Frank and Dumas as well as
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Theo are already lmed up with the minority. Jerome, he revealed to
me for the first time, had been behind Campbell ‘from the beginning,’
and now said that on Russia ‘we must choose between Wright and
Frankel,’ ]. being for Frankel. In Burns’ opinion, Ernest and Livio
are not very firm on this line. Burns himself is ‘politically’ with the
SWP majority, but feels that the sharpness and tension has obscured
issues and desires very much a more objective discussion. He was
cagey at the IS and exerted his efforts only to postpone taking a stand
until an end of June meeting. This much he has achieved. According
to him, his objective now is to get an IS majority with Ernest and Livio
in order to prevent a pro-minority stand for which Jerome and Frank
(the two others) are going 10 push.

Burns is very much worried about the whole situation and feels his
own responsibility rather strongly. Organizationally he has always
gotten along well with Jerome, likes him a good deal; now he feels that
J. does not know what he is letting himself in for, that he is up in the
clouds, suffering terribly from isolation. He wants to save Jerome, he
says, from ‘cutting his own throat.” He therefore intends to pursue a
very cautious course.

He has indicated that he will write to you himself, at least in part,
about these matters.

It goes without saying that I sympathized with him in the position
he is in, although I expressed the opinion that I would be very firm
and frank politically first of all and fit in the organizational problem
within this framework. He replied that he has his own method of
handling such a situation, and we left it at that.

I will leave further comment for some other time, as I think you
should have this information without delay.

Yours,
Tom
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Letter from G. Healy to James P. Cannon,
May 27, 1953

Dear Jim,

I have received the Stone information and felt it necessary to write
you at once on this matter. What I have to say is for you and your
closest associates. It should not be divulged in written form for
obvious reasons.

There is an element of truth in what Stone says about your minority
and Pablo. This what we have to face up to at once. The situation
has been for some time extremely complicated here, because [ person-
ally have gathered this in the course of private and personal conversa-
tions with Pablo. Several weeks ago when he was present at our
Congress I had cause to warn him in the presence of Cde. Lawrence
about the dangers of correspondence with a man like Clarke. He hotly
defended himself at first but cooled off when I sharply reminded him
that even if every letter he wrote was correct, nevertheless it could be
interpreted in certain circumstances to mean some kind of support, by
an unprincipled tendency, thereby permitting them to feed from it for
a time. I told him that as secretary of the international he should be
extremely careful.

The problem of Pable has for some time been a source of great
anxiety for me. For the past few years I have been extremely close to
him and have grown to like him considerably. On the present issue I
thought and still think that it would be possible to prevent him from
making serious errors, by endeavouring to hold him back until the
issues in the SWP become sufficiently clear. At this stage, however,
we need to get together and exchange ideas.

Pablo suffers badly from isolation in Paris. That French movement
is a ‘killer.” It really is impossible to hold an international centre
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together when you have no national section to help it. Real interna-
tional leaders can arise no other way except through a basic experience
and training in building and leading a national section. Pablo has not
yet got this and as a result has grown impatient. This has reflected
itself most sharply on organizational questions. On several occasions
we have clashed very sharply on how to allocate the financial budget.
He tries to cover ground which is absolutely impossible from our
slender material base.

Building a party, as you know, is a very real thing, and so also is
building an international. There is a limited amount of human beings
and resources at our disposal and you can only utilize these in a certain
way. Some things you can do; others, no maiter how important, you
cannot. The essence of leadership is to know what you can and what
you cannot. A correct politicdl line forms the backbone of all of our
work, but it is not enough and sometimes unless one understands its
practical application in the circumstances surrounding the movement
at one’s disposal, then it can be a simple maiter to abandon it and slip
into the camp of opportunism and adventurism.

Take this talk about Stalinism. Impatient comrades thinking in
terms of China, Eastern Europe and now even the USSR, see the
impact of the post-war revolutionary forces upon these countries, but
fail to recognize one vital thing that, as far as we know, we have not
one single organized cadre group in these areas. In matters of theory
they are carried away into the field of generalizations to the extent that
they generalize themselves out of existence in the countries in which
they are operating. They become overseas ‘revolutionaries’ and then
begins the real drift into opportunism on the home front. They fight
mythical battles all over the globe and then look for a ‘short cut’ in the
country where they should be really fighting. It is the pohncs of
illusions and impressionism.

There is no way around the hard day to day grind in building a
party. Whilst it is true thar the revolution has thrown Stalinism into a
crisis, it still remains a powerful reactionary force. It has huge
resources and wemendous apparatus scope. In the historic sense its
‘sun has set’ but right now it can deal the most savage blows against
the revolution. Qur sections are the vanguard of the revolution
because they represent the only conscious force on the world scale
which is organized for the revolution. They are our most precious
capital. No matter to what extent the crisis upsets Stalinism, unless
our people are on the spot there will never be a proper change in the




THE FIGHT 1S ENGAGED 113

together when you have no national section to help it. Real interna-
tional leaders can arise no other way except through a basic experience
and training in building and leading a national section. Pablo has not
yet got this and as a result has grown impatient. This has reflected
itself most sharply on organizational questions. On several occasions
we have clashed very sharply on how to allocate the financial budget.
He tries to cover ground which is absolutely impossible from our
slender material base.

Building a party, as you know, is a very real thing, and so also is
building an international. There is a limited amount of human beings
and resources at our disposal and you can only utilize these in a certain
way. Some things you can do; others, no maiter how important, you
cannot. The essence of leadership is to know what you can and what
you cannot. A correct political line forms the backbone of all of our
work, but it is not enough and sometimes unless one understands its
practical application in the circumstances surrounding the movement
at one’s disposal, then it can be a simple marter to abandon it and slip
into the camp of opportunism and adventurism.

Take this talk about Stalinism. Impatient comrades thinking in
terms of China, Eastern Europe and now even the USSR, see the
impact of the post-war revolutionary forces upon these countries, but
fail to recognize one vital thing that, as far as we know, we have not
one single organized cadre group in these areas. In matters of theory
they are carried away into the field of generalizations to the extent that
they generalize themselves out of existence in the countries in which
they are operating. They become overseas ‘revolutionaries’ and then
begins the real drift into opportunism on the home front. They fight
mythical battles all over the globe and then Iook for a ‘short cut’ in the
country where they should be really fighting. It is the politics of
illusions and impressionism.

There is no way around the hard day to day grind in bailding a
party. Whilst it is true that the revolution has thrown Stalinism into a
crisis, it still remains a powerful reactionary force. It has huge
resources and tremendous apparatus scope. In the historic sense its
‘sun has set’ but right now it can deal the most savage blows against
the revolution. Qur sections are the vanguard of the revolution
because they represent the only conscious force on the world scale
which is organized for the revolution. They are our most precious
capital. No matter to what extent the crisis upsets Stalinism, unless
our people are on the spot there will never be a proper change in the



THE FIGHT IS ENGAGED 115

The disease which has gripped the movement is serious — a big
fight lies ahead. I think we can transform it into a victory, but great
care is needed with people such as Pablo. You can rest assured that we
shall enter the arena of struggle behind you. At the moment I cannot
speak officially for the section, but we have blasted conciliation to
Stalinism here for some time now, and there shouldn’t be much
trouble. However, in these days you never know.

With best wishes,

7.
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DOCUMENT 7c¢

Letter from James P. Cannon to Sam Gordon,
June 4, 1953

Dear Tom:

Your two letters of May I3 and May 25 have been highl
appreciated here. In the new shuffle and division of labor in ow
leading staff, I have been placed in charge of “foreign affairs’ and wil
pay the closest attention to it. You will be hearing from me directly or
all matters in this domain and I will undertake tc keep you fully
informed.

As a beginning, I am enclosing herewith the following material:

1. My speech to the majority caucus of New York on ‘Inter-
nationalism and the SWP.’

2. Our Plenum resolution on ‘American Stalinism and Our
Attitude Toward It.’

3. Two letters I wrote from California sometime ago on the ques-

tion of “Cominternism’ {February 3 letter to Joe and March 9 letter to
Farrell).

4. Letter of May 22 to Jerome, with copy to Jerry.
5. Jerome’s dissimulating ‘answer’ to this letter addressed to Man-
uel under date of May 28.

6. Manuel’s answer to this ‘answer’ under date of June 2. (This
blunt answer will call an abrupt halt to dissimulation, at any rate.;
7. Copy of my final speech to our recently concluded Plenum.

8. Plenum resolution on the ‘Internal Situation.’

{If the last two documents, or any others, are not enclosed in this
letter, they will follow shortly.)

For convenience I will arrange this report under separate headings.
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1. Our May Plenum

The Plenum ended not with a split, but with a firmer consolidation
of party unity based on the unconditional acceptance of majority rule
and the agreement to continue a literary discussion at a slower pace
and in moderated tone, without a ‘power struggle’ for leadership.

The ‘power struggle,” which has been going on for the past year,
established a definite relation of forces in the party which were
indisputably reflected at the Plenum. The minority finished with
control of the Michigan organization and a fluke majority in the small
Seattle Branch, which will not last long. That’s all! Even in New York
where they had the advantage of controlling the apparatus and the
long period of preparatory underground factional organization, they
wound up in a definite minority, although the minority in New York
is a strong one (about 40).

At the Plenum, Burch and Breitman and Jean Simon {Cleveland
alternate}, who had previously taken an independent position, swung
over to the majority and joined the majority caucus. Marcy, who has
his own independent political position, as you know, stated categori-
cally that the Buffalo Branch would not follow the minority in a split.
It was thisrelation of forces, established in the course of uncompromis-
ing struggle, that made a favorable outcome of the Plenum possible
and pulled the minority back from the split which they had contemp-
lated.

After three full days of discussion, we demanded that the minority
give the Plenum a clear staternent of their attitude toward the realities
in the relation of party forces. We demanded that they acknowledge
the authority of the Plenum, acknowledge the right of the majority to
lead the party and determine its policy, and discontinue the ‘power
struggle.’ On that condition, we offered to give them fair representa-
tion on the party staff and full democratic rights as a minority in the
subsequent development of the literary discussion; and the right to
maintain their faction organization, if they wished to do so.

As an alternative, if they did not agree to that, we offered to call a
pariy convention to decide and settle the fight. The minority then
stated that they did not want a convention and did not want to
continue the faction fight in terms of a ‘power struggle.” They stated
that they recognized the relation of forces and the right of the majority
to run the varty. They favored the proposal for a continuation of the
discussion in literary form at a slower pace and in a calmer tone; they
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asked for fair representation on the staff; and suggested that some of
the harsh characterizations made of them in the draft resolutions of
the majority be moderated, but emphasized that this suggestion was
not put forward as an ultimatum.

We answered with an acceptance of their declaration. Sub-
committees from the two sides then met to work out concrete details
of the settlement. In the negotiations we agreed upon a new Political
Committee of six majority and two minority, the minority being free
to select their own representatives. The minority is to have a member
of the full-time staff as executive editor of the magazine, but the
editorial policy will be controlled by a board of three, two of whom
being majority. Instead of moderating the harsh characterizations of
the minority in our draft resolutions, as they had suggested, we went
further and agreed to eliminate all harsh characterizations from the
resolutions altogether pending the further development of the posi-
tions of both sides in the literary discussion.

The negotiating committee soen came to agreement on all these
details and on a further proposal that the resolution on the internal
situation should be a joint one, and that it include a declaration that
both sides in the future course of the discussion should refrain from
any talk of split. This resolution was adopted unanimously by the
Plenum with considerable relief and enthnsiasm.

It was agreed that [ should make the final remarks at the close of the
Plenum. What I said was apparently received with satisfaction all the
way around. Factional tension has been almost entirely eliminated,
and the social given by the New York Local last Saturday was a
jubilant unity affair.

Two conclusions can be drawn from this experience:

1. The party crisis caused by a factional struggle, which was insti-
gated in Paris and which brought the party to the brink of an unneces-
sary split, was resolved by the inner resources and capacities of the
SWP itself.

2. A new flareup of factional struggle for a long time to come is
impossible after the Plenum, unless it also is mstigated from Paris.

2. Foreign Affairs’

The entire majority leadership here has finally become convinced,
against their will, that the SWP has been used as a guinea pig for
experiments in duplicity and intrigue which characterized the later
years of our experience in the old Comintern; but which we never
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expected, and for a long time could not believe were possible, in the
international movement inspired by Trotsky.

My letter to Jerome under date of May 22 could not fail to be
understood as formal notice that we are aware of the maneuvers
against us; that things are going to be different in this relatonship
from now on; and that any kind of monkey business is out of date as
far as we are concerned, My sending a copy of the letter to Burns was
designed to let him also know that we are on guard and ready to react
to the first openly hostile move against us. Our people throughout the
country have been fully informed of what has happened and our
evaluation of it, and it is already too late for anybody to take us by
surprise.

Our next step, in the event of any overt act against us will be an
international roll call to find out who are our friends and who are our
enemies. This roll call will not be confined to a few individuals who
mistake themselves for the movement, but will be addressed to the
entire world movement itself. I hope that Burns takes a firm stand on
our side. Collaboration between him and us has been very beneficial to
both in the past, and can continue to be so in the future. But, as you
know, all collaboration, as far as we are concerned, has to have a firm
and clearly-defined principled basis.

If Burns, as we hope is on our side, this is my first reguest to him,
which you can transmit. I would like to have a full and complete
report of everything he knows about the conspiracy againsi the SWP
leadership from the beginning. Your letter indicates that he has
previous knowledge of these machinations. We have pieced them
together by deduction, but we would like to have more detailed
factual information.

I smelled something about this business a long time ago, as did
others here. But we did not want to permit ourselves to believe that
anyone with whom we had collaborated in good faith would artempt to
play such a double game with us. The two enclosed letters I wrote
from California — the February 3 letter to Joe and the March 9 letter
to Farrell — seem now to have been written, so to speak, in anticipa-
tion. But they also show very plainly that I hoped for the best and did
not want any rupture of collaboration to be initiated from our side.

You know that from the beginning of the reestablishment of inter-
national collaboration, after the end of the war, we wanted the organi-
zational procedures to be regulated and moderated by the realities of
an association of stil! feeble organizations; and feared any methods of
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super-centralization which, in the circumstances, could only be 2
caricature. Our concern was not for ourselves, but to protect the
weak, young groups and parties and give them a chance to grow and
develop their own initiative, and to select out an indigenous leader-
ship of their own in each case. You know how often we conveyed,
through you and Bob, these suggestions which were the fruit of such
long experience and deliberate thought on these matters. You know
also how our suggestions in this respect were disregarded.

We have had the uneasy fecling for a long time that the unfortunate
results in France — the loss of the majority in two splits since the end
of the war — might have been avoided if the wise men in Paris had
been willing to recognize that the building of a party, and the selection
of an indigenous leadership capable of leading the party with the
necessary authority, is a long, difficult and complicated process; and
that the experience of others in this field might have been worth some
consideration,

Itis not a question of a *hard’ or a ‘soft” policy in factional struggles,
but knowing how to alternate them and to use each at the right time.
For example, I don’t know how much blood I lost in impotent fuming
over the method of dealing with the Haston gang in England. That
was too soft, for too long a time. I always thought the Burns group
should have been helped to get out of that Haston jungle at least a year
earlier, to give them at least one year more of precious time to lay the
foundation of a real movement. I felt the same way about the ultra-soft
and diplomatic policy with the Geoffroy group in France.

Conversely, we were flabbergasted at the tactics used in the recent
French conflict and split, and the inconceivable organizational prece-
dent established there. That is why I delayed my answer to Renard so
long. T wanted to help the IS politically, but I didn’t see how I could
conscientiously sanction the organizational steps taken against the
majority of an elected leadership. I finally resolved the problem by
just ignoring that part of Renard’s letter. But I am not very proud of
the fact that such an evasive course seemed to be imposed by the'
citcumstances.

Now we have an experiment with the SWP, with lightminded talk
and proposals for ‘intervention’ which, if it has any effect at all, will
only be to stir up another needless factional insurrection against the
leadership and again endanger the party unity. I can tell you plainly
that it will not seriously affect the SWP, because we will simply smash
such an insurrection if’ it is attempted. But what do these methods
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documents, but to watch alertly for the next stage of the evolution of
the discussion on this question.

As you know, from the early days of our movement in this country,
I personally haven’t had much use for global politicians who can easily
solve all the complicated problems of other countries, but manifest
ignorance and indifference toward the concrete problems of their own
country. That, as you will recall, is what our old fight against Carter
— and to a large extent against Shachtman — was mainly about. We
have the concrete problem of Stalinism right here in the United
Srates, where we have to do our work and prove our worth as
revolutionists, not as mere speculators and commentators on all the
affairs of the great globe itself.

We are not going to allow the slightest ground for ambiguity, or
misunderstanding, or misinterpretation of our analysis of American
Stalinism and its prospects, and our attitude toward it. That is why we
have set our opinion down in a special resolution on American
Stalinism, which was adopted by the Plenum. In the final draft we will
edit out some of the sharper expressions, but nothing else will be
changed. The copy of the draft resolution enclosed herewith makes
our position clear, I think.

In the subsequent discussion I hope to elaborate on this question
more fully, taking each section of the adopted resclution as the point
of departure for either a series of articles or a long connected one.

4.The Majority Faction in the SWP

The faction fight in the SWP was settled quite definitely, and for a
long time to come, at the Plenum. Under normal conditions, this
would lead 1o an attenuation of the factional organizations and even-
tually, probably, to their transformation into tendencies, rather than
organized groups. The only thing standing in the way of this normal
evolution is the threat of some artificial ‘intervention’ from Paris,
which would feed the flames of factionalism, again call in question the
authority of the majority leadership and plunge us headiong into an
embittered factional organization struggle, with the implicit threat of
sphit.

We have decided to prepare for this possibility. For that reason we
are maintaining our caucus organization from top to bottom, on a
military basis, and imposing an absolute discipline upon every
member of the faction. This excludes the right of any individual to
take any kind of action outside the faction, which might in any way cut
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signify for weak and inexperienced parties? And what does an irres-
ponsible rupture of the collaboration with us mean for the whole
world movement? These are serious questions which serious people
had better begin thinking about, and I sincerely hope that Burns and
his friends will be among them.

3.Third World Congress

I was surprised and disappointed at your impulsive action in regard
to the Third World Congress documents. We accepted them as they
were written. When they try to tell us now that we don’t understand
them, we donot reply by saying that we reject the resolutions. We say,
rather, that we reject any special interpretation of them that is not
clearly stated in the written language.

If there is something in fine print that we overlooked or if some-
thing was written in invisible ink, to be deciphered by a special caste
of priests who have been secretly tipped off — we don’t accept that
part. We don’t admit the right of anybody to read into the documents
anything that is not already there in plain print. We don’t believe in
priests. We don’t need special agents, who know the secrets or special
interpretations, to explain the resolutions to us the way the Catholic
prelates explain the bible to ignorant laymen. It only confuses matters
to admit, even by implication, that somebody has a special right to
‘interpret’ the documents; and that therefore, since we don’t agree
with some of the ‘interpretation,” we reject the documents. We would
be greatly pleased if you can see things this way and coordinate
yourself with us accordingly.

The question of Stalinism, and our atritude toward it in the new
stage of its development, can become terribly complicated and
clouded if the slightest suspicion of hidden motives and double mean-
ings enters into the consideration of the question and the interpreta-
tion of the documents. We, for our part, do not want to begin with this
attitude. But we have had to admit that the persistent contentions of
our minority, pui forward with such inexplicable assurance, that we
don’t ‘understand’ the Third Congress documents; that the docu-
ments don’t mean what we think they mean just from reading what
they say in cold print; and now the new evidence that their self-
confidence is not self-generated, but has all along been prompted by
assurance of support from Paris — all that has ceased to be merely
annoying and has become rather alarming.

Our disposition here is not to withdraw our support for the written
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across or compromise the line of strategy decided upon by the faction
leadership. If you recognize the necessity for this strict procedure in
this next period, and are willing to work with us on that basis, we will
naturally be glad to include you in the majority faction and coordinate
all our work with you, furnish you with all information, and give you
precise instructions in regard to any procedure. I personally don’t
have the slightest doubt that you will find this agrecable, as well as
necessary in the situation, and that you will confirm the agreement in
your next letter.

For the moment, at your own discretion, you are free to show this
letter, and all or any part of the enclosed material, to Burns and his
friends so that they can get an absolutely clear picture of our position.

Fraternally,

Jim
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DOCUMENT 7d

Letter from Sam Gordon to James P. Cannon,
June 22, 1953

Dear Jim:

I was glad to get your letter of June 4 and the enclosed material.
After a long time without more than a general notion of what was
going on at your end, I have in recent weeks had a veritable flood of
bulletins, resolutions, minutes, etc. I am only just emerging from it.
Meanwhile I have had to have prolonged conversations with Burns
and others. Since my free time is considerably restricted and my eyes
have been troubling me a bit lately, I have only been able to work
haphazardly on a reply to your letter, really only on notes, that I
started over a week ago and am now trying to knock into shape.

As you indicated, there could be no doubt about my agreeing 1o
your proposition. { assume, therefore, that you were not waiting
anxiously for confirmation from me. It is necessary, however, to clear
up a few matters and to get a good, thorough mutual understanding.

The material you enclosed was very interesting 2ll arcund and
revealed to me more than ever that on all kinds of subjects our
thoughts were running in the same or similar channels. There are
some questions on which I have a somewhat different opinion from
yours, but these are minor to my mind.

T have also seen the main political resolution of the Plenum and can
vote for it with both hands. It was sorely needed at this stage interna-
tionalty.

As I proceed, I shall iry to make clear my own particular views.

Plenwom Results

Everybody on this side too heaved a great sigh of relief at the
outcome. I personally think that the peace, even if it turns out to be
only a prolonged armed truce of the kind which this instable world of
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today has come generally 1o accept as a substitute, is a very good thing.
The swift pace of objective developments nowadays is 2 great help in
correcting erroneous views, for one thing. In a calmer atmosphere of
discussion this could possibly serve to mend the fissure which has
appeared in our ranks. In any case, there is a considerable time lag in
understanding the issues between the place where the dispute arises
and other places. A slower tempo will therefore aid in crystallizing a
firm international opinion. Moreover, there are a good many ques-
tions which have only been posed in the discussion (particularly on the
recent developments since Stalin’s death) and on which everyone
needs self-clarification.

Meanwhile I ought to inform you about the reactions of others at
the first news of the Plenum settiement.

Here in London, while there was relief and approval, there was a
certain amount of skepticism. The cutbreak of hostilities came sud-
denly for most people, and just as they began to sert out what was
what and who was who, the reestablishment of the peace came just as
suddenly. One view expressed is: perhaps the differences were not so
serious as contended. Another view: perhaps the peace is not as real as
1t appears. It will take some time before the proper perspective on the
struggle will be in focus. The resolution on the ‘Internal Situation’ has
just come in. No doubt it will help in this respect.

Most people are studying the bulletins very carefully, nevertheless,
although there are very few who have been able to get beyond those
dealing with the New York discussion up to now. (This will give you
an idea of the time lag.)

Burns showed me a letter from Parisin which Jerome jubilantly
expresses the following opinion more or less: The peace settlement is
due to Jim’s wisdom, to the great ideological cohesion of the minority,
1o the Paris intervention which those at whom it was directed could
not fail to understand, and also to Burns’ group’s resolution which
acied in the same sense (presumably as the Paris intervention). He
writes that it was a great victory for the SWP and for the international
movement, which it was of course. Since I am not acquainted with the
contents of the intervention, however, I cannot presume to under-
stand this reaction altogether. You will probably be in a better posi-
tion to.

Your Conclusions from the Experience
You underscore that the factional struggle was instigated in Paris
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and that a new flare-up is impossible unless it springs from the same
source. Elsewhere you repeatedly refer to the ‘conspiracy against the
SWP leadership.’ Itis necessary to be very clear on how this is meant.

If you conceive of the whole thing as a plot hatched by evil people
for unclear motives, then I must say you are putting it on rather thick.
There is no doubt about what you refer to as ‘Cominternism’ in
organizational procedure, the long standing unrealistic concept of
super-centratization and all the foibles that have gone with it. But I
think we have always asked ourselves in similar circumstances: what
are the politics behind the organizational procedures? It is necessary
to do so in this case as well.

The factional struggle in the SWP was certainly instigated in Paris if
you mean by this that the political fountain head was there I think this
should be clear to all by now. When Frankel says that the ‘new
thinking’ is not going on in New York alone, that is a pretty broad
hint. (By the way, of all that has been written up to now on the
opposition’s side, Frankel’s contribution appears to have been the
most impressive, the only thing effective, among people here, and
should be taken up in the coming literary discussion.)

In my opinion the ‘new thinking’ is not by any means finished, but
is developing. In the sense that further developments in political line
may cause another flare-up of the struggle, what you say about the
future is quite true.

Theroot is political , and I shall try to explain my view of the politics
when I come to the point on the Third Congress documents. Now the
question is, how does this tie up with the organizational procedures?
As 1 see it, here is the picture.

What Happened in Paris?

The essence of the ‘new thinking’ is that the objective situation has
developed along lines unforeseen by our movement, by our theory of
Stalinism. It was anticipated hypothetically — not as a genuine possi-
bility — in some of Trotsky’s writings. But Tretsky was a genius,
whereas the cadres he left behind are not. The movement has to be
rearmed, but the old cadres are putting up a conservative, ‘sectarian’
resistance. Hence arises the need to reorganize the cadre everywhere,
to fop off the deadwood, to shape and mold the cadre anew.

That, put in the most objective terms (there is no need here to go
into the fallacy of all this), is how the problem very likely appeared in
Paris after the Congress. What followed concretely between say
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Jerome and Livingstone, was a tacit understanding, a sort of
‘entente.” There was broad agreement, but not necessarily any
specific commitments. L. must have made up his mind that he would
open up a fight in the SWP at that time and perhaps told J. that. The
latter may have advised caution and probably explained that in any
case, in view of his position, he would have to retain a certain impar-
tiality, as the struggle unfolded. Aid from him could therefore only
come in the form of developing the political line. That, too, may
require concessions of a secondary nature to the conservative resis-
tance, as was the case with the main Congress documents — he may
have continued to explain — but nothing essential would be ‘given
away.” As to direct organizational support, time would show if and
when that would become practical.

You can interpret that as duplicity, as a conspiracy, or what you
will, but it 13 evidently politically motivated and that must be borne in
mind all the time, as the key to an understanding of the struggle.
Knowing the men involved intimately, and having observed their way
of thinking.and acting, I would say it is not a matter of bad faith
producing bad politics, but of bad politics rationalizing what appears
to be bad faith.

Burns® Opinion

I dont know what Burns can tell you specifically about the facts
regarding what you call the ‘conspiracy.” I have transmitted your
request to him and know that he has sent you a first reply; meanwhile
he is trying to reconstruct incidents in his memory. But he is sure of
his overall impression that there was collaboration from the begin-
ning, correspondence and so on.

In any case, he says, Gabe’s last letter (among the material you
enclosed) is striking not so much for evasion or dissimulation as it is in
revealing what his position has been, I think he has a point there.

The Third World Congress

You write that you were ‘surprised and disappointed’ at my ‘impul-
sive action’ in regard to the Third World Congress documents. 1
presume that by ‘action’ you mean my last conversation with Manuel
and the message I asked him to convey. I am sorry to hear that you
were disappointed, and puzzled at your surprise. But I assure you it
was not impulsive, but deliberate.
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I had expressed reservations on these documents from the first and
this was fairly well known in the leadership. I I am not mistaken it
was even recorded in the minutes, I had early expressed the opinion to
members of the present majority that it seemed to me Clarke’s
interpretation of the documents was the interpretation meant by the
authors. After the correctives introduced by the X Plenum, I agreed
that I might possibly be mistaken. I thought it could not hurt to wait
and see, and meanwhile assume that it was a matter of the line
straightening itself out, so to speak, I acted everywhere on that
assumption.

From observation in various places, in the enswing months, it
became plain to me that Clarke was not the only one to have such an
interpretation, burt that it was fairly wide-spread among people who
had nothing but the documents to go by. After the November plenum
I became convinced that the line in Paris was not only not straighten-
ing itself, but on the contrary. It was shaping up more and more
according to Clarke’s concept of it. I dropped Bob a few lines in that
sense. [t became urgent, in my opinion, to counteract this trend and,
above all, to alert the majority that if they expected political solidarity
from Paris in the fight, they were due for great disappeintment.

The Barr-Short-Herrick letter arrived. Taking that into considera-
tion as well as Manuel’s views in a number of conversations, I asked
him to convey to you my full opinion, and told him he could convey it
to Jerome as well. I suppose this last part is what vou consider
impulsive. That was deliberate on my part and meant to get Jerome to
show his hand.

I think it served the purpose. His reaction was a letter to you (in
reply to the Barr etc. letter, I believe) which was a giveaway. Burns
showed me a copy at the time, saying he thought it was a2 ‘mistake.” It
started him thinking, however. For all I know, it had the same effect
at your end. '

What are you disappointed about? What is the argument? Was
there a question of discipline involved? T am not aware of any, unless
discipline applies retrospectively, so to speak.

Perhaps there is some further misunderstanding as to what my
action consisted of. In that case I had better clear it up. I did not
propose to reject the documents, or to ask you to reject them. Here is
what I had in mind.

There had been a good dea! of uncritical ‘hoopla,’ to borrow one of
Frankel’s expressions, about these documents that was part and




THE FIGHT ISENGAGED 129

parcel of the developing 'Cominternism," in my opinion. | thought
it necessary to begin are-examination of what was written and to
speak up critically. It wasbecoming self-evident that you could not go
on very long talking about two different lines and upholding one and
the same text as a basis. A new clarifying statement of position was
becoming urgent.

For my part, it wasnot amatter of reading fine print for of granting
special rightsto priest-interpreters, by implication or otherwise but of
facing reality. There were obviously contradictory elements in the
documents on the basis of ageneral agreement on the new relationship
of class forces in the world and on the broader, long-term perspec-
tives. These contradictory elements were soweighted or slanted that |
could not — and believed that the SWP could not — continue to
support the documents without further elucidation. Let me point out
how | viewed this, as briefly as possible.

How the Documents are Santed

1 While stress is correctly laid on the new element in the relation-
ship of forces, which has become irreversibly favourable for the
working classand socialism, thisisgiven aslant soasto makeit appear
that the process is from now on more or less automatic, will not face
any major obstacles or delays. (It is partly from this conception that
thenotion isfed about Stalinism being no longer ableto betray. | leave
aside for the moment the question asto how this ties up with the idea
that weareinfor an epoch of deformed revolutions, with which one of
the authors was preoccupied in previous discussion, whether this
represents a reversal.)

2. Due weight is given to the new fact of Stalinist leadership being
forced in the post-war period to head revolutionary mass movements
which tend to get out of hand (mainly in Asia, that is, by adapting to
the colonial revolution). The overwhelmingly counter-revolutionary
role of the Stalinist parties in the capitalist countries (particularly in
Western Europe), still quite recent, is barely given a place in the
balance-sheet. (This one-sided presentation further feeds wrong
notions about Stalinism.)

3. Correcting aprevious misconception, the drive toward war (and
its character of international civil war, war-revolution) is put forth in
fresh and incisive fashion. But there is a tendency to go overboard
here, too, to lay magor stress on the time-table attributed to
imperialism, to allow for no serious hitches, (This is continued in



