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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 within the Fourth Inter
national 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 used in this volume are as follows:
1, 2 , 3. International Bulletin No.10 of the International Committee
of the Fourth International
4. International Bulletin N o . 12 of the International Committee of the
Fourth International
5. Fourth International, Vol.2, N o . 1, Summer 1965, p.34
6. Ibid., pp. 17-30; pp.32-3
7. International Bulletin N o . 14 of the International Committee of the
Fourth International

Foreword

The starting point of this fourth volume of documents of the
International Committee is the spurious 'reunification' in 1963 of the
Socialist Workers Party (USA) with the revisionists (Pabloites) who
had earlier split from the Fourth International in 1953. When the
SWP severed its association with the International Committee in
order to effect this 'reunification' (forming the so-called 'United
Secretariat of the Fourth International') they were warned that this
could only prepare the most disastrous betrayals. Above all, the
SWP's cynical decision to forbid discussion on the political issues
which had earlier split the movement gave the surest indication of
their theoretical degeneration. According to them, the advantages of
unification were such as to override any such discussion. It did not
take long for the opposed positions to be verified. As the documents
here reprinted make abundantly clear, down to the smallest detail, the
unprincipled unification was directly responsible for the events in
Ceylon in July 1964 which are perhaps the most significant turning
point in the history of Trotskyism.
The Ceylonese section of the Pabloite 'International', the Lanka
Sama Samaja Party (LSSP) had long been hailed as the most success
ful of sections in achieving roots in the mass movement and a national
political identity. In July 1964, less than one year after the SWP's
'reunification', the LSSP leaders accepted ministerial positions in the
bourgeois coalition government of Mrs. Bandaranaike. The great
majority of the LSSP at a special congress endorsed this action.
XIII
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Accordingly, this majority was expelled from the 'United Sec
retariat' . But this expulsion did not begin to answer the real questions:
what was the responsibility of the United Secretariat itself for the
betrayal?
Proof can be found in the documents below that the SWP and the
United Secretariat were directly responsible for what happened in
Ceylon. The primary result of the agreement (by the SWP and the
Pabloites) not to discuss contentious matters was that the United
Secretariat, fully warned of the impending disaster in Ceylon, suppres
sed any discussion of it because, they said, such discussion would be
'divisive'!
Once more we see, however, that the refutation of a revisionist
position by objective developments did not turn the revisionists off
course. On the contrary, Mandel, Hansen, Frank and all the
revisionist leaders refused to face up to their responsibility for the
events in Ceylon, and in this way they walled off the cadres inside their
own parties from the lessons of the experience. The International
Committee, on the other hand, pointed out very sharply to the Ceylon
minority, now formed into the LSSP (Revolutionary), that it was not
sufficient to reject empirically the treacherous step taken by the
majority. Only if the entirely false conceptions of internationalism
which had nurtured the betrayal were understood and rejected could
the LSSP (R) possibly avoid the same fate.
The fact is that since 1964 the LSSP (R), refusing to break from the
Pabloite International, has become completely opportunist, as evi
dence in the policies of its leader Bala Tampoe. The International
Committee based itself on the handful of comrades who fought to start
from the international struggle against revisionism. It is from these
comrades that the present section of the IC in Ceylon, fighting in
every trade union and among the youth, has been built.
In this volume, the lessons of this experience are fully documented.
It becomes very clear that behind the Ceylon betrayal was a revision of
the essentials of dialectical materialism and of every basic Marxist
position, including the meaning of proletarian internationalism and
the independence of the revolutionary party. The Ceylon experience
indicated not just the depths to which revisionism had sunk, but first
and foremost the fact that imperialism was entering a new stage of its
historical crisis, marked by the fact that in one case it had to resort to
'Trotskyist' revisionists in order to maintain the basis of its rule! For
the International Committee it was not therefore a matter of drawing
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'theoretical' conclusions from the Ceylon betrayal, or merely contem
plating its implications. What confronted the movement was the
danger that if the sections failed to set course for the building of
independent revolutionary parties, to win and train the new forces
which would be thrust forward by the new stage of the crisis, they
would fall victim to the 'left' petty bourgeoisie and thus end up
serving imperialism. These lessons from the struggle internationally
were basic to the turn of the Socialist Labour League, British section
of the International Committee, in 1964.
For four years, the S L L had worked inside the Labour Party
Young Socialists, and had won full support for its policies and its
leadership inside that organisation. In 1964 the reformist bureaucracy
began a vicious campaign of administrative expulsions and other
measures to smash the youth movement. All the lessons of the Ceylon
experience — the stage reached by the crisis of imperialism, the fatal
dangers from revisionism and liquidationism — shaped the SLL's
decision to rally the youth around the banner of building the
revolutionary party and founding a daily paper, and as the first step,
to split decisively from the Labour Party, as the only way of prevent
ing its being decimated by the bureaucracy.
In this way, the lessons of the international struggle against
revisionism armed the IC sections to prepare in practice as well as in
theory for the accelerating crisis which broke through the surface in
1968 in France, in Czechoslovakia, and in the gold crisis of that year,
soon to be followed by the collapse of the whole Bretton Woods
system in August 1971. The fight against revisionism in the years
covered by this volume was conducted on the firm basis of this
orientation to the building of independent revolutionary parties.
When comrades study this and earlier volumes, they will be doing so
on that very same basis, the struggle in practice to build revolutionary
parties, sections of the Fourth International.
Today, the SWP confirms in practice, in a 'negative' way, the
theoretical lessons for which the International Committee has been
fighting. Just as the SWP in 1945 was compelled to expel (quite
rightly) the faction which had worked inside it on Pablo's instruc
tions, so in 1974, 20 years later, the SWP has now expelled 69
members of a faction working as 'a party within a party' on behalf on
the Mandel-Frank leadership of the 'United Secretariat' in Paris! The
fact is that this 'United Secretariat' is split from top to bottom, not
only in the United States but all over the world. Such splits were
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inevitable on the quicksands basis of the 1963 reunification. On the
one side, petty-bourgeois adventurism typified by the Pabloite Ligue
Communiste in France and the Tariq Ali International Marxist Group
in Britain, and on the other the petty-bourgeois opportunism, dressed
up as 'orthodoxy', of the SWP. Any serious cadres left in these
organisations will find the path to Marxism only by turning to the
International Committee.
In 1971, the French Organisation Communiste Internationaliste
(OCI) split from the International Committee, and it is important that
the documents of that split be studied alongside those in this volume
(see 'Fourth International' Vol 7 N o 2 , Winter 1971-72, Workers
Press 29/3/72 to 11/4/72 and 'In Defence of Trotskyism'). What is vital
is that the OCI, rejecting dialectical materialism as the theory of
knowledge of Marxism and as the foundation of the training of the
revolutionary youth, arrived at essentially identical theoretical posi
tions with these of the SWP.
Their split came at a much higher stage of the development of the
world crisis, and it was possible to educate a large cadre of youth and
workers on the basis of the theoretical lessons of the split in a number
of countries, forming entirely new sections of the IC and strengthen
ing the existing parties. It is to the education of these comrades that
Their split came at a much highter stage of the development of the
world crisis, and it was possible to educate a large cadre of youth and
workers on the basis of the theoretical lessons of the split in a number
of countries, forming entirely new sections of the IC and strengthen
ing the existing parties. It is to the education of these comrades that
the publication of this and the three previous volumes, covering the
period 1953-1973, is directed.

Chapter One
The principled standpoint
on unification
On the motion of the Socialist Labour League, in August 1962 the
International Committee proposed to the Pabloites the setting up of a
Parity Committee (a committee with equal representation from the
International Committee and the Pabloite International Secretariat)
to organize the international discussion, and this committee met on
September 2, 1962. The minutes published here (Document 1) show
that a firm framework was laid down which could have drawn the
whole world movement into discussion. The International Committee
fought at all times to make this framework operative, against the
attempts by the Pabloites and the Socialist Workers' Party to cover
over the fundamental issues.
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DOCUMENT 1

Minutes of the First Meeting of the Parity
Committee, September 2, 1962

Present:

3 representatives from each side, plus one observer.

Chair: It was decided to have alternately a delegate of the IEC and of
the IC in the chair.
1.

Aims of the Parity

Committee

The IC representatives stated that they did not politically rep
resent the SWP, but rather a definite political tendency in
continuity with the break made in 1953.
The IC and the IEC both presented statements to the committee
which indicated the goal and the purpose of the parity commit
tee as seen by both organizations. It was agreed to annexe these
statements to the minutes and to limit any joint resolution to
questions on which there is common agreement.
2.

Organization of the Discussion
Agreed that a special common apparatus was not practicable at
this stage. Each side should be responsible for publication of its
documents. A rubber stamp will be manufactured and put on
the copies circulated for international discussion. The Parity
Committee will supervise the distribution of this material.
It was agreed that so far as possible a common list of addresses
should be compiled. In the case of addresses which could not be
exchanged, further discussion will arrange distribution
methods. Dispatch should be from a common centre, with joint
financial responsibility.

THE PRINCIPLED STANDPOINT

3

It was agreed that where oral discussion can supplement the
written discussion, this should be arranged at an early meeting
of the Parity Committee.
By common agreement, it is also noted that both parties should
strive to keep the discussion and the polemics internal, but that
at this stage, no definite undertaking can be given in that
respect.
Arrangements for translation will be made by the two sides.
Measures will be taken to prevent duplication.
A communique recording the decisions of this first meeting
would be issued in mid-September after consultations in Lon
don. This consultation would also fix the numbers of documents
to be prepared.
The documents to be first presented are:
From the IEC:

Theses of the VI Congress on
The Colonial Revolution
International Economic Perspectives

From the IC:

Resolution, World Prospect for Socialism
Two other documents given agreement by
the parties concerned.

The first dispatch will be from the Committee's next meeting on
October 15 in London.

3. Joint

Activity

(i) Campaign for rehabilitation of Trotsky, etc. It was agreed
to prepare a balance-sheet of activity so far on this question and
on this basis lay the groundwork for a joint statement and
campaign at the next major development in the Stalinist crisis.
(ii) The Angolan revolution. It was agreed to engage in a joint
propaganda campaign on the Angolan national movement.
Exchange of material to begin immediately.

4
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Motion Agreed at the Meeting on September 2

1.

All national sections affiliated to the IEC and the IC are invited to

participate in an international discussion to explore the possibilities of
regroupment of the Fourth International.
The BLA (Posadas tendency) will be invited to participate in the
discussion.
If it is unanimously agreed by the members of the Parity Commit
tee, other organizations can be invited to participate in the discussion.
2. The Parity Committee will meet once a month to examine reports
on the discussion from the participating organizations and to organize
joint activity internationally and in those countries where two or more
tendencies exist. All organizations will be encouraged to develop the
maximum practical activity during the course of the discussion and to
submit experiences of such activity for international discussion.
3. The Parity Committee calls for the ending of factional splits
within the participating sections while the international discussion is
proceeding.
4. It is recognized that all tendencies have the right to organize such
congresses or meetings as they might think necessary for the purpose
of their political activity, within the statutory framework of their
respective organizations.

Proposals Submitted by the International Committee of the Fourth Inter
national to the September 2 Meeting
1. All national sections affiliated to the IS, IC or LA-Bureau
(Posadas group) are invited to participate in an international discus
sion to assist in the reorganization of the Fourth International.
If it is unanimously agreed by the members of the Parity Commit
tee, other organizations can be invited to participate in the discussion.
2. These sections would have full rights to submit any material they
thought necessary for such a discussion, and it shall be the duty of the
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Parity Committee to circulate all such material received for discussion
throughout the international movement.
3. The Parity Committee should meet once a month to examine
reports on the discussion from the participating organizations and to
organize joint activity internationally and in those countries where
two or more tendencies exist. All organizations should be encouraged
to develop the maximum practical activity during the course of the
discussion and to submit experiences of such activity for international
discussion.
4. The Parity Committee calls for the ending of factional splits
within the participating sections while the international discuaaion is
proceeding.
5. The Parity Committee agrees to work for the calling of a prelimi
nary international congress during the summer of 1964. The purpose
of this congress would be to establish the political policies and the
relationship of forces between the various tendencies so that discus
sion can then proceed towards a definitive solution of the international
crisis.
6. It is recognized that all tendencies have the right to organize such
congresses or meetings as they might think necessary for the purpose
of their political activity.
August 25 j 1962

Resolution Submitted by the IEC to the September 2 Meeting
1. The 23rd Plenum welcomes the reopening of the negotiations for
the reunification with the organizations of the International Commit
tee in execution of the resolutions voted at the 4th, 5th and 6th World
Congress which declared that unity is possible and desirable.
2. It decides to participate in a parity committee with the Interna
tional Committee in order to promote the reunification process. The
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delegation of the IEC at the parity committee will be appointed by the
IS and will act under its control.
3. This delegation will produce before the committee the docu
ments of the 6th World Congress and possibly some other political
documents elaborated by the IS.
4. The IS will send a report at the beginning of the negotiations for
the reunification to the leaderships of the sections. These leaderships
will also be informed about each new step inside the parity committee.
5. The 23rd Plenum will re-examine the whole problem of the
reunification in the light of the first experience of the parity commit
tee.
6. A final decision on the question of reunification will be taken by
the 7th World Congress.
7. The 23rd Plenum expresses its strong belief that the political and
organizational conditions exist for a successful reunification. It appe
als to all the Trotskyists in order that they be equal to their respon
sibilities and help the world movement to progress with reunified
forces in the historical period of world revolution in march which will
see in the coming years the progressive integration of our cadres in the
mass revolutionary forces in all the continents.
8. The IS will write a public statement analysing and illustrating the
reunification process.
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DOCUMENT 2

Declaration on Reunification of the World
Trotskyist Movement by the 23rd Plenum of the
IEC (Pabloite), June 23-24, 1962

1. — Ever since the split of 1953-54, the Fourth International has
consistently stood and fought for reunification of the world Trotskyist
forces, and voted motions in this sense at its 4th, 5th and 6th World
Congresses. This persistent stand in favour of unity was based on the
fundamental political and organizational principles of our movement.
a) Politically it expressed the evaluation of the differences dividing
world Trotskyist forces as being compatible with coexistence within a
single international organization, based on democratic centralism.
b) Organizationally, it expressed opposition to any idea of a
monolithic International; recognition of the possibility of coexistence
of different political tendencies remains based on the common prog
ramme and principles, and that they accept the functioning of the
international organization along the general rules of democratic cen
tralism.
The International's struggle for reunification was further based on
the firm belief that acceptance of unity of action and normal discipline
for all tendencies within the general framework of the common prog
ramme is a life-and-death question for the Trotskyist movement.
The reformist and Stalinist parties keep a minimum of cohesion
essentially not on the basis of programmatic agreement, but on the
basis of the power of attraction of the material apparatus of the parties
(the apparatus of the trade-union movement and the bourgeois state
apparatus on the one hand), as well as on the basis of the mass
influence of these parties. If the world Trotskyist forces, which are
not kept together by any material power of attraction, are not firmly
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educated in the spirit of faithfulness and attachment to the Interna
tional, they are in danger of going through a process of frequent splits,
because of the numerical weakness of which they still suffer, each
tendency arising on the basis of momentary differences being inclined
to 'go it alone', before experience can have conclusively decided the
issue.
2. For this very reason, the Fourth International considered the split
of 1953, and especially the Open Letter calling for disregard towards
the normally elected leadership of the International, as a big mistake,
which has done great harm to the world movement. Any differences
which existed at that time in the International should have been
thoroughly discussed inside the movement, and any organizational
grievances brought up before the competent bodies. As long as all
Trotskyist organizations do not keep these general rules, irresponsi
ble splits will continue to hamper our progress, even under favourable
objective conditions.
3. The political basis of the 1953-54 split, as we saw it, was a lack of
full understanding of the correctness of the International's turn in the
estimate of the world situation, made in 1950-51. Many comrades at
that time did not understand correctly the tremendous consequences
of the victory of the Chinese revolution, of the rising colonial revolu
tion and of the progress of the productive forces in the workers' states,
not only with regard to imperialism — whose world positions have
ever since worsened — but also with regard to the Soviet bureaucracy,
which has been thrown into a very grave permanent crisis, but a crisis
of a different nature than the crises born out of the economic weaknes
ses of the Soviet state in the thirties, or out of the defeats of the
international labour movement in that same period. They therefore
saw a tendency of 'capitulation towards Stalinism' in the
International's correct estimation, that the political revolution in the
USSR would be preceded and prepared by numerous divisions within
the bureaucracy, concessions by various bureaucratic factions
towards the masses, and important reforms within the Soviet Union
and the so-called 'people's democracies'.
4. But starting from the XXth Congress of the CPSU, some organi
zations affiliated with the International Committee or in sympathy
with its political views as in the case of the SWP, corrected their
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evaluation of the world situation and of the evolution within the Soviet
Union, and arrived at an estimation of events very close to that of the
Fourth International. From that time on, reunification became not
only desirable but also possible. Whereas unity negotiations broke
down in 1957 on considerations about the organizational functioning
of the International. This obstacle now appears to be removed, for
instance, the latest convention of the SWP has clearly stated or
restated its fraternal opinion that the Fourth International should
adhere to the principles of democratic centralism on an international
scale.
At the same time, the splendid campaign of aiding the Cuban
revolution, developed in the heart of the imperialist metropolis, and
closely parallel to the campaign of helping the Algerian and other
revolutions by the International, indicated that the majority of the IC
had adopted a line of action in world politics very similar to that of
the International, without forgetting in any way that only victorious
proletarian revolutions in the imperialist countries can deal the final
blow against capitalism, and eliminate for ever the spectre of nuclear
annihilation.
During this period, however, some of the organizations affiliated
with the International Committee, like the Burns group and especially
the Lambert group in France, have not come closer towards a com
mon Trotskyist position. The sectarian orientation of these groups,
their failure to adopt a correct position towards the Cuban revolution
and the Cuban workers' state, but especially the unconditional sup
port given by the Lambert group to the M N A , so-called 'proletarian'
and even 'bolshevik' wing of the Algerian revolution, which showed
itself later as a tool of French imperialism, are raising special prob
lems.
5. After the 4th and 5th World Congress, the 6th World Congress of
the IVth International came out strongly in favour of unity, and
unanimously gave the IS a mandate to reopen negotiations with this
purpose. The deepening of the world crisis of Stalinism which was
illustrated by the XXIInd Congress of the CPSU; the great chances
given to revolutionary forces independent of the Kremlin within the
framework of the colonial revolution, as illustrated by the splendid
victory of Fidel Castro in Cuba and his progressive evolution ever
since, put today a tremendous responsibility upon all Trotskyist
organizations. Unification is not only necessary in order to exploit all

10
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the chances opened up for progress of our world movement under
these conditions. It is also the best means of educating in practice the
communist and revolutionary militants all over the world in the
possibility and necessity of a world communist organization, united in
action and at the same time completely free and democratic in its
internal discussion, admitting various tendencies within its bound
aries. Therefore, unity today is not only possible and desirable; it is
urgently needed as a contribution of the world Trotskyist movement
towards a progressive solution of many key problems posed today
before the world revolutionary forces.
6. For all these reasons, the XXIIIrd Plenum of the IEC calls upon
all Trotskyist organizations without exclusivism towards anybody, to
open a process of rapid reunification:
a) It decides to participate in a parity committee set up together with
the International Committee, in order to organize an international
discussion in which all tendencies within both organizations should
freely participate;
b) It will consistently fight within that parity committee in order to
have the discussion orientated towards unification, i.e. to have it
centred around the problems confronting the world movement today,
and not around the past differences which can safely be left to be
considered at some future date, within a united organization.
c) It will propose to start immediately common actions, e.g. to
coordinate the activities of aiding the Cuban, the Algerian, the Ang
olan, the coming Spanish revolution; to co-ordinate the struggle for an
open rehabilitation of L . D . Trotsky and of all the victims of the
Moscow Trials; to co-ordinate activities in the youth movement, etc.
d) It will propose a common call for a World Congress of Reunifica
tion of the Fourth International, to be called as soon as possible.
e) The XXIIIrd Plenum states that, as it sees the present political
line of both sides, nothing stands in the way of building an integrated
international leadership based upon the essential forces of the Interna
tional and of the International Committee, who today have common
positions on all important world political issues.
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7. In order to heal rapidly the wounds left by the 1953 split, it will be
necessary to suspend till the World Congress following the
Reunification Congress the disciplinary powers towards sections
detailed by the IEC, i.e. to transfer them to that World Congress.
Such a transitory measure is normal and inevitable after a reunifica
tion, and was indeed already proposed by the IEC during the 1957
negotiations.
The goal remains the building of a World Party of Socialist Revolu
tion based on democratic centralism. Under the concrete conditions
of the world movement today, this means an international leadership
composed of leading members of all important sections of the move
ment, working out a common line after fraternal discussion, closely
following world events and developing the maximum amount of
activity, in order to make the International known in all countries,
and spread its organization to countries where no sections exist, or
strengthen it where the existing sections are very weak. It means the
duty of all sections to apply in public the general line worked out by
the International after discussion, while retaining their right to fight
for a change of line within the organization.
The XXIIIrd Plenum states its firm belief that all the political and
organizational requirements for a successful rapid reunification are
today present. It calls upon all Trotskyists to live up to their respon
sibilities and to help the world movement to forge ahead, with united
strength, in the historic period of advancing world revolution in
which we live, and which will see in the coming years a growing
integration of our cadre with revolutionary mass forces on all the
continents.
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DOCUMENT 3

A Comment on the Declaration of the IEC 23rd
Plenum by the NEC of the Socialist Labour
League, September 8, 1962

Last February, the National Committee of the Socialist Labour
League took the initiative in placing before the International Commit
tee a resolution which called for:
The IC to approach the IS with a view to the setting up of a sub-committee
consisting of three members from the International Committee and three
from the International Secretariat. The purpose of this committee would
be to arrange an exchange of internal material on international problems
among all the sections affiliated to both the sections.
It is to be hoped that such a step would encourage discussion, and the
sub-committee could arrange for the regular publication of an interna
tional bulletin dealing with this.
Eventually, the sub-committee would prepare a summary report on the
area of agreement and differences between the two bodies.
This was unanimously accepted, negotiations were opened with the
Pablo group and the first meeting of the Parity Committee took place
on September 2.
At this meeting the representatives of the International Committee
were handed a statement entitled 'Declaration on Reunification of the
World Trotskyist Movement' which was adopted on June 23 and 24,
1962.
The statement merits attention because it explains the reasons why
the Pabloites have decided to support the Parity Committee propos
als, and the way in which they conceive the reunification of the world
Trotskyist movement. In our opinion, it places some very real obsta
cles before the work of the Parity Committee, in addition to the
already deep-going divisions of programme and principles.
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In April 1957, the SWP of the U S A , which is prohibited by the
Voorhis Act from participating in an international organization such
as the Fourth International, recommended certain organizational
proposals for reunification of the world Trotskyist movement. Unfor
tunately, these proposals were not submitted to the International
Committee for discussion but were sent directly to the Pabloites via
the secretary of the Ceylon LSSP. This unfortunate breach of interna
tional relations led to some confusion, especially since the Interna
tional Committee had supported the Open Letter of the SWP against
the Pabloites of November 1953. The International Committee felt,
quite rightly, that it should have been consulted before any proposals
were presented to the Pabloites by the SWP. This was especially so
since the Committee felt that prior discussion on the outstanding
political differences would be necessary before organizational propos
als for healing the split were submitted for consideration.
This, of course, was the position adopted by the International
Committee in 1954 shortly after the split. The proposals for such
discussion were abandoned at that time due to the opposition of the
SWP.
The Pabloite declaration says that: 'unity negotiations broke down
in 1957 on considerations about the organizational functioning of the
International' (See paragraph 4 of the statement).
It is important to note this statement since certain leaders of the
SWP are fond of accusing the Socialist Labour League of being
responsible for the breakdown in the 1957 negotiations.
According to the Pabloites it was the proposals of comrade Cannon
which were responsible for the breakdown in 1957.
The proposals which the IC submitted to the Pabloites this year are
substially the same as our proposals in 1954 and 1957. We do not
consider that it is seriously possible to talk of reunification without the
issues dividing the two organizations being discussed in the world
movement. The fact that both the SWP and the Pabloites have now
accepted these proposals marks a positive step forward but it does not
in any way remove the political disagreements.
It sets in motion a process whereby these disagreements cai. be
discussed throughout the world movement. At the same time com
mon activities can be organized between the tendencies within the
different countries where they have functioning sections. It allows the
discussion to be combined with political work in a way that can help to
clarify the movement.
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The International Committee believes that it should be possible to
hold a conference during the latter part of 1964 which could be

devoted to a discussion on the political questions and in comparing the
practical experiences of the work of the different sections. From the
deliberations of this conference, it would be possible to ascertain
whether or not it was possible to unify the world movement. The
International Committee feels that because of the deep-going nature
of the split on the political questions, such a process must of necessity
take some time.
The Pabloite declaration of June 23 and 24 adopts a different
position from the International Committee. It says that:
The IVth International considered the split of 1953, and especially the
Open Letter calling for disregard towards the normally elected leadership
of the International as a big mistake, which has done great harm to the
world movement. Any differences which existed at that tune in the Inter
national should have been brought up before the competent bodies. As
long as all Trotskyist organizations do not keep these general rules,
irresponsible splits will continue to hamper our progress, even under
favourable objective conditions.
The political basis of the 1953-54 split, as we saw it, was a lack of full
understanding of the correctness of the International's turn in the estimate
of the world situation, made in 1950-51. Many comrades at that time did
not understand correctly the tremendous consequence of the victory of the
Chinese revolution, of the rising colonial revolution and of the progress of
the productive forces in the workers' states, not only with regard to
imperialism—whose world positions have ever since worsened—but also
with regard to the Soviet bureaucracy, which has been thrown into a very
grave permanent crisis, but a crisis of a different nature than the crises
born out of the economic weaknesses of the Soviet state in the thirties, or
out of the defeats of the international labour movement in the same period.
They therefore saw a tendency to 'capitulation towards Stalinism' in the
International's correct estimation, that the political revolution in the
USSR would be preceded and prepared by numerous divisions within the
bureaucracy, concessions by various bureaucratic factions towards the
masses, and important reforms within the Soviet Union and the so-called
'people's democracies'.
This is just a repetition of the infallible Pabloite thesis of the Third
World Congress, the centuries of degenerated workers' states theories
of Pablo, and the war-revolution theories based upon the inevitabihty
of world war three.
We must say right here and now to the Pabloites that no unification
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is possible on such a basis. We recognize, however, that there are
certain factors which motivate the Pabloites in making such a state
ment.
The most important of these is the undoubted fact that since 1957
the SWP has readopted the Pabloite political method and considers
itself to be at one with Pabloite positions in a number of important
questions. The Pabloites claim in paragraph 4 that after the 20th
Congress of the CPSU in 1956 'the SWP corrected their evaluation of
the world situation and of the evolution within the Soviet Union and
arrived at an estimation of events very close to that of the Fourth
International.' The SWP on the other hand are never tired of telling us
that it is the Pabloites who have changed their position and are moving
towards the SWP. (See the SWP Plenum Resolution, published in
International Bulletin N o . 9).
Whilst the Pabloites consider the organizational proposals of Can
non in 1957 to have been responsible for a breakdown in unity
negotiations, they stress that 'this obstacle now appears to be
removed, for instance, they say, 'the latest convention of the SWP
has clearly stated or restated its fraternal opinion that the Fourth
International should adhere to the principles of democratic centralism
on an international scale.'
The Pabloites are referring here to the last part of the SWP Plenum
resolution. There is little doubt that the majority of the SWP are now
busy retreating from their 1957 Parity proposals and are, in fact,
prepared to accept the same Pabloite democratic centralist structure
that was in operation in 1953 when the split took place.
The SLL is not returning to 1953. So far as we are concerned the
split was fully justified.
The defeat of Pabloite revisionism inside the world movement is an
essential precondition for the establishment of an international demo
cratic centralist structure. We do not want minority rights in an
international organization dominated by Pabloism. The differences
have grown greater since 1953 and we are going to utilize the discus
sion to prove this.
We will in no circumstances accept the Pabloite conceptions of
international democratic centralism or their declaration in paragraph
7 which says:
In order to heal rapidly the wounds left by the 1953 split, it will be
necessary to suspend till the World Congress following the Re-unification
Congress the disciplinary powers towards sections detailed by the IEC,
i.e., to transfer them to that World Congress. Such a transitory measure is
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normal and inevitable after a reunification, and was indeed already prop
osed by the IEC during the 1957 negotiations.
We find ourselves in agreement with the opinions of comrade
Cannon when he said not so long ago that the Pabloites:
conceive of the 'International' as the literary and technical apparatus of the
International Secretariat, which in practice operates outside all control.
This whole conception and practice is incompatible with a living world
movement made up of functioning, self-governing, working-class parties
and, in reality, operates to prevent the development of such parties.
Whilst the international programme adopted by the First World
Congress in 1938 must guide the basic development of national sec
tions, the experiences of the leaderships in the political and organiza
tional tasks of building these sections is indispensable for the estab
lishment of a collective international leadership. This is still a long
way off. It cannot be resolved by the ultimatistic methods of the
Pabloites and their revisionist policies. The functioning of the Parity
Committee is the first step towards bringing the sections together on a
world scale. From this it is hoped to accumulate at a much later stage
such international experience as will enable the international move
ment to go forward on a democratic centralist basis.
The IEC statement leaves us with the impression that the Pabloites
consider their participation in the Parity Committee as a manoeuvre
to obtain the support of the SWP. Their statement attacks the socalled Burns group in England and the Lambert group in France. It
talks in paragraph 6 (e) of'building an integrated international leader
ship based upon the essential forces of the International and the
International Committee, who today have common positions on all
important world issues.'
It is very clear what is meant by such a declaration. The Pabloites
are using the Parity Committee as a means to get closer to the SWP in
order to drag it more rapidly into their orbit. They therefore consider
that the Parity Committee is a place where the inessential forces such
as the Burns group in England and the Lambert group in France can
be dispensed with. (We would be happy to learn of the so-called
'essential' force in England, but then we are familiar with the
'keymen' proposals of Pablo's international in the past.)
We sincerely hope that the Parity Committee will continue to
function in the way that we have outlined, but we want to draw the
attention of the world movement to the grave dangers of the Pabloite
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proposals which are a serious blow against international collaboration
and the discussion which is now opening up. We ask all sections to
support the Parity Committee proposals of the International Commit
tee and to reject the Pabloite proposals contained in their declaration.

Chapter Two
The SWP, Castro
and Trotskyism
For Joseph Hansen and the SWP leadership, the Cuban revolution
was to be the weapon they wielded to steamroller the unprincipled
reunification. Castro and the July 26th Movement were presented as
the living proof of the nature of 'modern' revolutionary leadership,
arising from the pressure of the objective forces for socialism without
any need for the building of the Fourth International. This chapter
consists of the major statement made in this discussion by Hansen
(Document 4), together with a letter from James P. Cannon (Docu
ment 5) which brings out perhaps better than anything else the crass
pragmatism of the SWP leadership.
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DOCUMENT 4

Cuba - The Acid Test:
A reply to the Ultraleft sectarians
by Joseph Hansen, November 20,1962

It is written: 'In the Beginning was the Word.'
Here I am balked: who, now, can help afford?
The Word? — impossible so high to rate it;
And otherwise must I translate it,
If by the Spirit I am truly taught.
Then thus: 'In the Beginning was the Thought.'
This first line let me weigh completely.
Lest my impatient pen proceed too fleetly.
Is it the Thought which works, creates, indeed?
'In the Beginning was the Power,' I read.
Yet, as I write, a warning is suggested,
That I the sense may not have fairly tested.
The Spirit aids me: now I see the the light;
'In the Beginning was the Act,' I write.
- Goethe.

As THE main stream of the world Trotskyist movement heads to
ward healing a split that has lasted an unconscionable eight years,
some ultra-left currents in various areas are pressing in an opposite
direction, seeking to perpetuate the old rift, to deepen it if possible,
and even to precipitate fresh ruptures. The Latin-American Bureau of
J. Posadas, ordering an end to discussion before it was even initiated,
bolted from the International Secretariat last April under guise of
'reorganizing' the Fourth International, and raised the banner of a
programme that goes so far in its deviation to the left as to include a
but thinly disguised appeal to Moscow to start a preventive nuclear
war. On the side of the International Committee, the top leaders of the
Socialist Labour League, under guidance of Gerry Healy, have cho
sen to interpret the efforts of the Socialist Workers Party to help unify
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world Trotskyism as a 'betrayal' of the basic principles of Marxism
which they intend to fight tooth and nail; and, to emphasize their
dedication to this course, they have hardened a posture on Cuba the
only virtue of which is to lay bare an astonishing lack of the most
elementary requisite of revolutionary leadership — ability to recog
nize a revolution when you see one.
How are we to explain this curious turn? Obviously it was precipi
tated by the unification process. A series of practical problems surged
to the fore. H o w can you unite with the opposing tendency even if
they do consider themselves to be Trotskyists? The question is asked
by groups on both skies. After years of bitter factional war how can
you collaborate and live in the same organization? Didn't the public
positions of the other side damage the cause as a whole? How can you
work with leaders whose records provide grounds for deep suspicion?
How can you find areas of agreement? A far easier, more 'Leninist',
and therefore more 'principled' tactic is to simply continue firing at
them, no matter if differences have to be magnified. Prestige, pride,
bullheadedness, personal eccentricities, all these came into play at the
prospect of unification. In the case of the Latin-American Bureau, for
instance, a factor may have been fear that pretensions as to size and
influence, which were actually declining, would be exposed by unifi
cation, or that habits of paternalistic centralism would have to give
way to democratic controls. Nevertheless, however weighty they may
be — and in a small movement they can loom large — such factors do
not explain the political differentiation.
The same fundamental cause that brought fresh impulsion to unity
sentiments in the past couple of years is also responsible for the
flare-up of resistance. At bottom lie the mighty forces of the colonial
revolution and the interrelated process of de-Stalinization. These are
having an effect on the radical movement roughly comparable to that
of the Russian Revolution some forty years ago. Cutting across all
formations, they are shaking them and regrouping them, dividing
them to right and to left. If the repercussions among radicals began
with the victory of the Chinese Revolution and speeded up with the
famous Twentieth Congress and the Hungarian workers uprising, it
came to a crescendo with the Cuban Revolution. When the massive
nationalizations took place, and the Castro government expropriated
both American and Cuban capitalists, every tendency had to take a
stand. T h e imperialists left little room for equivocation.
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The Trotskyist movement has not escaped the general shake-up
either. The Chinese victory, de-Stalinization, the Hungarian uprising
were reflected in both capitulatory and ultraleft moods as well as
strengthening of the main stream of Trotskyism. What we have really
been witnessing in our movement is the outcome of a number of tests
— how well the various Trotskyist groupings and shadings have
responded to the series of revolutionary events culminating in the
greatest occurrence in the Western Hemisphere since the American
Civil War. The move for unification and the symmetrical resistance to
it are no more than logical consequences to be drawn from reading the
results, especially those supplied by the acid test of the mighty Cuban
action.
The fact that differences, even sharp differences, exist among the
ultra-lefts who were turned up by the latest and most decisive test does
not invalidate this conclusion. Posadas, for example, after initial
opposition, came around to the view that Cuba is a workers state, thus
making a rather better showing than Healy on this crucial issue. Yet
he is, if anything, even more truculently opposed to any moves toward
unification of the Trotskyist movement. Advocating a line that bris
tles with inconsistencies and extravagances, Posadas is nevertheless
compelled to adapt himself to one of the main realities of politics in
Latin America today. Throughout that vast region, it is political death
among radical workers to voice a position on Cuba like the one on
which Healy insists. Posadas, for all his flights of fantasy, was able to
recognize this reality after discovering it the hard way. Healy, unable
to agree to so grim a conclusion from anything he has seen in insular
British circles, is more nonchalant about the prospect of such a fate
overtaking the Latin-American Trotskyists.
As is typical among ultra-lefts, elaborate justifications 'in principle'
are offered for their sectarian course, along with dire prophecies about
the consequences of the 'betrayals' being committed by those follow
ing in the real tradition of Lenin and Trotsky. Like similar rationali
zations of ultra-lefts before them, these offer little resistance to critical
appraisal. I propose to demonstrate this by examining the main thread
of argumentation about Cuba as presented in S L L material, above all
the document, 'Trotskyism Betrayed'. I will then take up briefly the
related considerations offered by the leaders of the French Section of
the IC in 'Draft Report on the Cuban Revolution', a document that
discloses substantial differences with the S L L leaders on Cuba while
maintaining a united front with them on the question of unification.
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Should Marxists Go by The Facts?
The world Trotskyist movement has waited now two long and
crowded years for the S L L to recognize the facts about the Cuban
Revolution. The S L L leaders have refused to listen to the American
and Canadian Trotskyists who have followed events in Cuba with
close attention from the very beginning. They have refused to listen to
the Latin-American Trotskyists who have first-hand acquaintance
with the development and results of the Revolution in both its home
base and the rest of the continent. They scorn the conclusions reached
by other Trotskyists throughout the world. Why this obstinate refusal
to admit palpable events? Strangest of all, the leaders of the SLL have
come to recognize that they are refusing to acknowledge the facts;
they have converted this into a virtue and even elevated it into a
philosophy. The reasoning is very simple: To recognize facts is
characteristic of empiricism; Marxism is opposed to empiricism;
therefore, as Marxists, we refuse to recognize facts. Here is how this
reasoning — included as part of the package in a review of Lenin's
Philosophical Notebooks — is presented by Cliff Slaughter in the
original academic language which has proved so entrancing to the
readers of this article:
Lenin's Notebooks on Hegel might appear obscure and a not very pressing
preoccupation, when big things are happening all over the world. How
ever, it is exactly on the theoretical front that the sharpest and most
uncompromising struggle must be waged. A mistaken conception here can
mean a whole mistaken method, the relations between the facts becomes
totally misunderstood, and disastrously wrong conclusions will be drawn.
For example, some 'Marxists' assume that Marxist method has the same
starting-point as empiricism: that is to say, it starts with 'the facts'. It is
difficult to understand why Lenin and others should have spent so much
time on Hegel and the dialectical method if this were true. Of course, every
science is based on facts. However, the definition and establishment of 'the
facts' is crucial to any science. Part of the creation of a science is precisely
its delimitation and definition as a field of study with its own laws: the
'facts' are shown in experience to be objectively and lawfully intercon
nected in such a way that a science of these facts is a meaningful and useful
basis for practice. Our 'empiricist' Marxists in the field of society and
politics are far from this state of affairs. Their procedure is to say: we had a
programme, based on the facts as they were in 1848, or 1921, or 1938; now
the facts are obviously different, so we need a different programme. For
example, the spurious 'Fourth International' of Pablo's group decided
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some years ago that the Stalinist bureaucracy and its counterparts in
various countries were forced to act differently because of changed objec
tive circumstances ('facts'). New 'revolutionary currents' were abroad in
the world, more recently particularly in the colonial revolution. The
consequence of this 'mass pressure' would be to force the bureaucrats to
act contrary to their wishes and to lead the workers to power. The great
scope of the colonial revolution, the 'liberalization' of the Soviet regime,
and the exposure of Stalin by Krushchev, were taken as the 'facts' in this
case. Then again, the revolution in Algeria, Guinea, and particularly Cuba
are said to be yet a new kind of fact: socialist revolutions,* even without the
formation of revolutionary working-class parties. (Labour Review, Sum
mer 1962, p. 77)
Study of this shining passage is worth the effort, for it reveals the
theoretical method used by the SLL leaders in approaching the Cuban
Revolution and much else in today's world. We note the qualifying
sentence, 'Of course, every science is based on facts.' The author is to
be congratulated on admitting this; it is a favorable indication of at
least a certain awareness that a material world does exist. We can even
pin a medal on him for the sage observation that the various sciences
cover different fields, that in these fields facts have various orders of
importance and that it is the job of science to reveal their significance
and the significance of the relations between them so that we can put
them to use. But let us examine more closely the two sentences that
stick up like bandaged thumbs: 'For example, some "Marxists"
assume that Marxist method has the same starting-point as empiri
cism: that is to say, it starts with "the facts". It is difficult to under
stand why Lenin and others should have spent so much time on Hegel
and the dialectical method if this were true.'
So 'Lenin and others' spent so much time on Hegel and the dialecti
cal method in order to avoid starting with the facts? Or to be able to
bend them with philosophical sanction to fit preconceived notions?
Or to avoid sharing any grounds whatsoever with empiricism,

